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  Agenda
   

 
 

City Council 
 

Council Chambers, City Hall 
6911 No. 3 Road 

Monday, September 22, 2014 
7:00 p.m. 

 
 
Pg. # ITEM  
 
  

MINUTES 
 
 1. Motion to adopt the minutes of the Regular Council meeting held on 

Monday, September 8, 2014 (distributed previously). 

  

 
  

AGENDA ADDITIONS & DELETIONS 
 
  

PRESENTATION 
 
  Suzanne Bycraft, Manager, Fleet and Environmental Programs and Linh 

Huynh, Waste Reduction and Recycling Coordinator, to present the 
International Association of Business Communicators Award of Excellence 
for the City’s Green Cart Program. 

 
  

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

agenda items. 

  

 



Council Agenda – Monday, September 22, 2014 
Pg. # ITEM  
 

CNCL – 2 
4350960 

 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. 17.) 

 
 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 

   Single Source Procurement – Fire Engine with Pump 

   Shelter Island Restaurants Ltd., Doing Business as Tugboat Annie's Pub,  
6911 Graybar Road Unit 100 

   Update on PMV’s Approval of Fraser Surrey Docks Direct Transfer Coal 
Facility 

   Land use applications for first reading (to be further considered at the 
Public Hearing on Monday, October 20, 2014): 

    3011 No. 5 Road from – Rezone from ZC12 to ZC35 (Urban Design 
Group Architects Ltd. – applicant) 

    6931 Granville Avenue – Zoning Text Amendment to ZIS5 (City of 
Richmond – applicant) 

    8351 River Road, Duck Island (Lot 87 Section 21 Block 5 North 
Range 6 West Plan 34592) and 8411/8431/8451 West Road – 
Temporary Use Permit for the purposes of permitting an evening 
night market event between May 15, 2015 to November 1, 2015 
(inclusive), May 13, 2016 to October 30, 2016 (inclusive) and May 
12, 2017 to October 29, 2017 (inclusive) (Firework Productions Ltd. 
– applicant) 
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   Richmond Response to BC Ministry of Agriculture Consultation on 
Potential Changes to the Agricultural Land Reserve Use, Subdivision and 
Procedure Regulation 

 
 5. Motion to adopt Items 6 through 13 by general consent. 

  

 
 6. COMMITTEE MINUTES

 

 That the minutes of: 

CNCL-11 (1) the Community Safety Committee meeting held on Tuesday, 
September 9, 2014; 

CNCL-21 (2) the General Purposes Committee meeting held on Monday, 
September 15, 2014; 

CNCL-25 (3) the Planning Committee meeting held on Tuesday, September 16, 
2014; 

 be received for information. 

  

 
 7. SINGLE SOURCE PROCUREMENT – FIRE ENGINE WITH PUMP 

(File Ref. No. 02-0750-01) (REDMS No. 4335972) 

CNCL-32 See Page CNCL-32 for full report  

  COMMUNITY SAFETY COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 

  (1) That a single source procurement, for a Fire Engine with Pump be 
negotiated to contract award with Wholesale Fire & Rescue Ltd. 
(WFR), at a total cost to be determined within the approved capital 
expenditure budget of $812,670, which was included in the City’s 
2014 Capital Budget for one new fire engine with pump;  

  (2) That the Chief Administrative Officer, General Manager of Finance 
and Corporate Services and General Manager of Law and 
Community Safety be authorized to award a single source contract as 
a result of the negotiation with WFR for the purchase of  a  Fire 
Engine with Pump; and 

  (3) Should negotiations with WFR result in a failure to achieve best 
value for the City and a contract is not awarded, the City shall go to 
the marketplace by means of competitive bid for this requirement. 
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 8. SHELTER ISLAND RESTAURANTS LTD., DOING BUSINESS AS 
TUGBOAT ANNIE'S PUB,  6911 GRAYBAR ROAD UNIT 100 
(File Ref. No. 12-8275-30-001) (REDMS No. 4314686) 

CNCL-37 See Page CNCL-37 for full report  

  GENERAL PURPOSES COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 

  That the application from Shelter Island Restaurants Ltd., doing business 
as Tugboat Annie’s Pub, for an amendment to increase the occupant load to 
194 patron capacity (78 interior and 116 exterior) under Liquor Primary 
Licence No. 110707, be supported and that a letter be sent to the Liquor 
Control and Licensing Branch advising that: 

  (1) Council supports the amendment for an increase in occupant load as 
the increase will not have a significant impact on the community; 

  (2) Council’s comments on the prescribed criteria (set out in Section 53 
of the Liquor Control and Licensing Regulations) are as follows: 

   (a) The potential for additional noise and traffic in the area was 
considered; and 

   (b) The impact on the community was assessed through a 
community consultation process.   

  (3) As the operation of a licenced establishment may affect nearby 
residents the City gathered the view of the residents as follows: 

   (a) Property owners and businesses within a 50 metre radius of the 
subject property were contacted by letter detailing the 
application, providing instructions on how community 
comments or concerns could be submitted; and 

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

  (4) Council’s comments and recommendations respecting the views of 
the residents are as follows: 

   (a) That based on the letters sent and the lack of response received 
from all public notifications, Council considers that the 
amendment is acceptable to the majority of the residents in the 
area and the community. 
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 9. UPDATE ON PMV’S APPROVAL OF FRASER SURREY DOCKS 
DIRECT TRANSFER COAL FACILITY 
(File Ref. No. 01-0140-20) (REDMS No. 4335154) 

CNCL-44 See Page CNCL-44 for full report  

  GENERAL PURPOSES COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 

  That: 

  (1) the staff report titled Update on PMV’s Approval of Fraser Surrey 
Docks Direct Transfer Coal Facility, dated September 3, 2014, from 
the Director, Intergovernmental Relations and Protocol Unit be 
received for information; and 

  (2) letters be sent to Fraser Surrey Docks, Port Metro Vancouver, Metro 
Vancouver, and local MPs and MLAs reiterating Richmond City 
Council’s outstanding concerns on the Fraser Surrey Docks Direct 
Transfer Coal Facility. 

  

 
 10. APPLICATION BY URBAN DESIGN GROUP ARCHITECTS LTD. 

FOR REZONING AT 3011 NO. 5 ROAD FROM “GAS STATION 
COMMERCIAL (ZC12) – BRIDGEPORT ROAD AND IRONWOOD 
AREA” TO “CAR WASH & SERVICE STATION (ZC35) – 
BRIDGEPORT” 
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-009174, RZ 13-642848) (REDMS No. 4332972 v. 2) 

CNCL-71 See Page CNCL-71 for full report  

  PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 

  That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9174, to create 
“Car Wash & Service Station (ZC35) – Bridgeport” and for the rezoning of 
3011 No. 5 Road from “Gas Station Commercial (ZC12) – Bridgeport Road 
and Ironwood Area” to “Car Wash & Service Station (ZC35) – Bridgeport”, 
be introduced and given first reading. 

  

 
 11. APPLICATION BY THE CITY OF RICHMOND FOR A ZONING 

TEXT AMENDMENT TO THE OFFICE AND EDUCATION (ZIS5) – 
CITY HALL WEST (THOMPSON AREA) ZONING DISTRICT AT 
6931 GRANVILLE AVENUE 
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-009165, ZT 14-667206) (REDMS No. 4303879 v. 2) 

CNCL-96 See Page CNCL-96 for full report  
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  PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 

  That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9165, to amend the 
“Office and Education (ZIS5) – City Hall West (Thompson Area)” zoning 
district for the property at 6931 Granville Avenue to add “emergency 
service” as a permitted use under Section 24.5.2, be introduced and given 
first reading. 

  

 
 12. APPLICATION BY FIREWORK PRODUCTIONS LTD. FOR A 

TEMPORARY COMMERCIAL USE PERMIT RENEWAL AT 8351 
RIVER ROAD, DUCK ISLAND (LOT 87 SECTION 21 BLOCK 5 
NORTH RANGE 6 WEST PLAN 34592) AND 8411/8431/8451 WEST 
ROAD FOR 2015, 2016 AND 2017 
(File Ref. No. TU 14-666140) (REDMS No. 4342837) 

CNCL-112 See Page CNCL-112 for full report  

  PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 

  (1) That the application by Firework Productions Ltd. for a Temporary 
Commercial Use Permit renewal for the properties at 8351 River 
Road, Duck Island (Lot 87 Section 21 Block 5 North Range 6 West 
Plan 34592) and 8411/8431/8451 West Road be considered at Public 
Hearing to be held on October 20, 2014 at 7:00 pm in the Council 
Chambers of Richmond City Hall, and that the following 
recommendation be forwarded to that meeting for consideration: 

    “That a Temporary Commercial Use Permit be issued to 
Firework Productions Ltd. for the properties at 8351 River 
Road, Duck Island (Lot 87 Section 21 Block 5 North Range 6 
West Plan 34592) and 8411/8431/8451 West Road for the 
purposes of permitting an evening night market event between 
May 15, 2015 to November 1, 2015 (inclusive), May 13, 2016 to 
October 30, 2016 (inclusive) and May 12, 2017 to October 29, 
2017 (inclusive) subject to the fulfillment of all terms, 
conditions and requirements outlined in the Temporary 
Commercial Use Permit and attached Schedules.” 

  (2) That the Public Hearing notification area include all properties to the 
north of Bridgeport Road and west of Great Canadian Way as shown 
in Attachment 4 to the staff report dated September 9, 2014 from the 
Director of Development. 

  

 

Consent 
Agenda 

Item 
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 13. REFERRAL: COMPARISON OF RICHMOND AND METRO 
VANCOUVER PROPOSED RESPONSES THE BC MINISTRY OF 
AGRICULTURE CONSULTATION ON POTENTIAL CHANGES TO 
THE AGRICULTURAL LAND RESERVE USE, SUBDIVISION AND 
PROCEDURE REGULATION 
(File Ref. No. 08-4040-01) (REDMS No. 4341599) 

  RICHMOND RESPONSE TO BC MINISTRY OF AGRICULTURE 
CONSULTATION ON POTENTIAL CHANGES TO THE 
AGRICULTURAL LAND RESERVE USE, SUBDIVISION AND 
PROCEDURE REGULATION 
(File Ref. No. 08-4040-01) (REDMS No. 4310143 v. 2) 

CNCL-147 See Page CNCL-147 for memorandum  

CNCL-230 See Page CNCL-230 for full report  

  PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 

  (1) That the memorandum titled Referral: Comparison of Richmond and 
Metro Vancouver Proposed Responses the BC Ministry of 
Agriculture Consultation on Potential Changes to the Agricultural 
Land Reserve Use, Subdivision and Procedure Regulation dated 
September 10, 2014 from the Manager, Policy Planning, be received 
for information; 

  (2) That the attached Richmond response (Attachment 2), which was 
submitted to the Ministry of Agriculture prior to the deadline of 
August 22, 2014 regarding potential changes to the Agricultural 
Land Reserve (ALR) Use, Subdivision and Procedure Regulation be 
ratified; 

  (3) That the Ministry of Agriculture be requested to extend the deadline 
for comments to September 30, 2014 to enable all stakeholders to 
have reasonable time to provide feedback; 

  (4) That the Ministry of Agriculture be requested to provide a detailed 
analysis of the potential impacts and implications (including taxation 
implications) of each proposed change, enable local governments to 
also regulate the proposed changes, and allow the local governments 
and stakeholders the opportunity to review the draft regulations prior 
to their adoption; 

  (5) That the Ministry of Agriculture and Agricultural Land Commission 
(ALC) staff and funding be increased to properly enforce the existing 
and proposed ALR regulations; and 

Consent 
Agenda 

Item 
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  (6) That this report and recommendations be forwarded to Richmond 
MPs, MLAs, the Metro Vancouver Board and all Metro Vancouver 
local governments. 

  

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

CONSIDERATION OF MATTERS REMOVED FROM THE 
CONSENT AGENDA 

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

  NON-CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS 
 
  

GENERAL PURPOSES COMMITTEE 
Mayor Malcolm D. Brodie, Chair 

 
 14. BUSINESS REGULATION BYLAW 7538, AMENDMENT BYLAW 

9171 
(File Ref. No. 12-8275-01) (REDMS No. 4319700) 

CNCL-268 See Page CNCL-268 for full report  

  GENERAL PURPOSES COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 

  Opposed: Cllr. Au 

  That Business Regulation Bylaw No. 7538, Amendment Bylaw No. 9171 
which amends Schedule A of Bylaw 7538 to include the premises at 7992 
Alderbridge Way among the sites, which permit an Amusement Centre to 
operate with more than 4 amusement machines, be introduced and given 
first, second and third readings. 

  

 
  

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

non-agenda items. 
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CNCL-273 Bill Thornton, Chief Executive Officer, and Anita Cymet, Manager, 
Development and Communications, BC & Alberta Guide Dog Services, to 
speak on BC Guide Dog Services. 

 
 16. Motion to rise and report. 

  

 
  

RATIFICATION OF COMMITTEE ACTION 
  

 
  

PUBLIC ANNOUNCEMENTS AND EVENTS 

 
 
 

 
  

NEW BUSINESS 

 
  

BYLAWS FOR ADOPTION 
  
CNCL-280 5 Year Financial Plan (2014-2018) Bylaw No. 9100, Amendment Bylaw No. 

9166 
Opposed at 1st/2nd/3rd Readings – None. 

  

 
CNCL-285 Richmond Zoning Bylaw No. 8500, Amendment Bylaw No. 8967 

(6711, 6771 and 6911 Williams Road, RZ 12-598701) 
Opposed at 1st Reading – None. 
Opposed at 2nd/3rd Readings – None. 
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CNCL-287 Richmond Zoning Bylaw No. 8500, Amendment Bylaw No. 8979 
(16700 River Road, RZ 12-603740) 
Opposed at 1st Reading – None. 
Opposed at 2nd/3rd Readings – Cllrs. Barnes and Steves. 

  

 
CNCL-289 Richmond Zoning Bylaw No. 8500, Amendment Bylaw No. 9117 

(9671 Alberta Road, RZ 13-638852) 
Opposed at 1st Reading – None. 
Opposed at 2nd/3rd Readings – None. 

  

 
  

DEVELOPMENT PERMIT PANEL 
 
 17. RECOMMENDATION 

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

CNCL-291 (1) That the minutes of the Development Permit Panel meeting held on 
Wednesday, September 10, 2014, the Chair’s report for the 
Development Permit Panel meetings held on Wednesday, September 
10, 2014, Wednesday, July 16, 2014, and Wednesday, January 29, 
2014, and the Chair’s report for the Development Permit Panel 
meeting held on Wednesday, August 27, 2014, be received for 
information; and 

CNCL-301 

CNCL-306 

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

 (a) a Development Variance Permit (DV 14-665249) for the 
property at 6951 Elmbridge Way; 

   (b) a Development Permit (DP 14-662568) for the property at 4220 
Vanguard Road; 

   (c) a Development Permit (DP 13-630032) for the property at 6711, 
6771 and 6791 Williams Road; 

   (d) a Development Permit (DP 13-638853) for the property at 9671 
Alberta Road; 

   be endorsed, and the Permits so issued. 

  

 
  

ADJOURNMENT 
  
 



Date: 

Place: 

Present: 

City of 
Richmond 

Community Safety Committee 

Tuesday, September 9,2014 

Anderson Room 
Richmond City Hall 

Councillor Derek Dang, Chair 
Councillor Linda McPhail 
Councillor Ken Johnston 
Councillor Evelina Halsey-Brandt 
Councillor Bill McNulty 

Minutes 

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

4342785 

MINUTES 

It was moved and seconded 
That the minutes of the meeting of the Community Safety Committee held 
on Tuesday, July 15, 2014, be adopted as circulated. 

CARRIED 

NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE 

Wednesday, October 15, 2014, (tentative date) at 4:00 p.m. in the Anderson 
Room 

LAW AND COMMUNITY SAFETY DEPARTMENT 

1. RCMP'S MONTHLY REPORT - JUNE ACTIVITIES 
(File Ref. No. 09-5000-01) (REDMS No. 4284909) 

RCMP'S MONTHLY REPORT - JULY ACTIVITIES 
(File Ref. No. 09-5000-01) (REDMS No. 4295569) 

1. 

CNCL - 11



Community Safety Committee 
Tuesday, September 9,2014 

Superintendant Renny N esset, Officer in Charge, Richmond RCMP, reviewed 
RCMP activities for June and July 2014 and commented on the number of 
alleged sexual offence cases; he noted that of all the open investigations, only 
some fall under the jurisdiction of the Richmond RCMP. He further 
commented that the Richmond RCMP is working closely with Richmond 
Fire-Rescue (RFR) with regard to identifying anyone involved in the arson 
incidents. 

In reply to a query from Committee, Supt. Nesset noted that the Richmond 
RCMP Traffic Division will focus on distracted driver enforcement in support 
of the ICBC initiative. 

Discussion ensued and Committee requested that: 

• staff separate sexual offence files specific to Richmond from those of 
other municipalities; 

• residential break and enter e-mail alert system be further promoted; 

• speed enforcement be increased on high traffic roads; 

• full traffic signals be examined at pedestrian crosswalks along Minoru 
Boulevard and Westminster Highway; 

• a progress report on the City Centre Community Police Station with 
respect to effectiveness, activity levels, and volunteers be provided; and 

• any potential impacts to the Richmond RCMP budget and service levels 
due to budget cuts to the Combined Forces Special Enforcement Unit 
British Columbia be reported. 

Committee expressed appreciation for the Richmond RCMP's attendance at 
community events, which supports raising public awareness and confidence. 

It was moved and seconded 
(1) That the report titled RCMP's Monthly Report - June Activities, 

dated July 11, 2014, from the Officer in Charge, Richmond RCMP, 
be received for information; and 

(2) That the report titled RCMP's Monthly Report - July Activities, dated 
July 21, 2014, from the Officer In Charge, Richmond RCMP, be 
received for information. 

CARRIED 

2. CNCL - 12



Community Safety Committee 
Tuesday, September 9,2014 

2. RICHMOND FIRE-RESCUE - JUNE 2014 ACTIVITY REPORT 
(File Ref. No. 09-5000-01) (REDMS No. 4307432) 

RICHMOND FIRE-RESCUE - JULY 2014 ACTIVITY REPORT 
(File Ref. No. 09-5000-01) (REDMS No. 4307393) 

Tim Wilkinson, Deputy Fire Chief, RFR, advised that RFR had an 
opportunity to attend Bariatric Lift and Transfer training, noting that injuries 
related to the lift and transfer of patients is a significant issue for firefighters. 
Deputy Fire Chief Wilkinson encouraged public assistance in reporting 
outdoor fires and emphasized the importance of RFR arriving promptly at 
such incidents in an effort to maximize containment and minimize loss of 
property. 

In response to a query from Committee, Deputy Fire Chief Wilkinson 
commented that, with the implementation of phase one of the Be Ambulance 
Services (BCAS) dispatch protocol changes, RFR has experienced fewer 
medical call outs; however, RFR's attendance at these calls is longer. He 
further commented that BCAS advised that the second phase of the dispatch 
protocol changes will be coming into effect in the near future, which will 
further reduce RFR's notification of certain medical events. 

Phyllis Carlyle, General Manager, Law and Community Safety, advised that a 
staff report responding to the referral from the April 28, 2014 Council 
meeting regarding the impacts of the BCAS dispatch protocol changes has 
been delayed due to (i) differing statistical analysis between RFR and BCAS, 
and (ii) limited access to patient care information. 

Committee expressed appreciation for RFR's involvement at community 
events and suggested the IAFF 1297 Society consider making the "Boot 
Drive" fundraiser available at such events. 

It was moved and seconded 
(1) That the staff report titled Richmond Fire-Rescue - June 2014 

Activity Report, dated September 2, 2014, from the Fire Chief, 
Richmond Fire-Rescue, be received for information; and 

(2) That the staff report titled Richmond Fire-Rescue - July 2014 
Activity Report, dated September 2, 2014 from the Fire Chief, 
Richmond Fire-Rescue, be received for information. 

CARRIED 
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Community Safety Committee 
Tuesday, September 9, 2014 

3. COMMUNITY BYLAWS MONTHLY ACTIVITY REPORT - JUNE 
2014 
(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 4283951) 

COMMUNITY BYLAWS MONTHLY ACTIVITY REPORT - JULY 
2014 
(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 4312167) 

Edward Warzel, Manager, Community Bylaws, attributed the significant 
increase in new dog licences to focused public communication and canvassing 
programming. 

In reply to queries from Committee, Mr. Warzel provided the following 
information: 

• with respect to dangerous dogs, restraint and/or leash requirement 
information is provided to the owner at the time of an incident or during 
the licencing process; 

• dangerous dog incidents can be reported to (i) the Richmond Animal 
Protection Society (RAPS) during regular business hours, (ii) the 
Community Bylaws Division during the evenings, and (iii) Richmond 
RCMP after hours; and 

• with the exception of specific breeds designated under Dog Licencing 
Bylaw No. 7138, a dangerous dog classification is a result of a verified 
serious injure to, attack of, or aggressive harassment or pursuit of a 
person or animal. 

It was moved' and seconded 
(1) That the staff report titled Community Bylaws Monthly Activity 

Report - June 2014, dated August 14, 2014, from the General 
Manager, Law & Community Safety, be received for information; 
and 

(2) That the staff report titled, Community Bylaws Monthly Activity 
Report - July 2014, dated August 14, 2014, from the General 
Manager, Law & Community Safety, be received for information. 

3A. TERRA NOVA PLAYGROUND SIGNAGE 
(File Ref. No.) 

CARRIED 

Councillor Halsey-Brandt commented on the need for an increase in the 
number and size of "No Dogs Allowed" signage at the newly opened Terra 
Nova Rural Park playground. Staff was directed to examine the adequacy of 
the said signage and to increase the frequency of Community Bylaw 
enforcement at the park. 

4. CNCL - 14



Community Safety Committee 
Tuesday, September 9,2014 

4. SINGLE SOURCE PROCUREMENT - FIRE ENGINE WITH PUMP 
(File Ref. No. 02-0750-01) (REDMS No. 4335972) 

In reply to queries from Committee, Deputy Fire Chief Wilkinson advised 
that (i) a ten percent savings was achieved through the identification of 
efficiencies by a multi-functional team from RFR and the Purchasing division, 
and (ii) the proposed price includes on-site visits, training, and equipment 
valued at approximately $100,000. 

It was moved and seconded 
(1) That a single source procurement, for a Fire Engine with Pump be 

negotiated to contract award with Wholesale Fire & Rescue Ltd. 
(WFR), at a total cost to be determined within the approved capital 
expenditure budget of $812,670, which was included in the City's 
2014 Capital Budgetfor one new fire engine with pump; 

(2) That the Chief Administrative Officer, General Manager of Finance 
and Corporate Services and General Manager of Law and 
Community Safety be authorized to award a single source contract as 
a result of the negotiation with WFR for the purchase of a Fire 
Engine with Pump; and 

(3) Should negotiations with WFR result in a failure to achieve best 
value for the City and a contract is not awarded, the City shall go to 
the marketplace by means of competitive bid for this requirement. 

CARRIED 

Frances Clark, 8160 Railway Avenue, requested that Committee consider 
amending the motion to include negotiations for three Fire Engines with 
Pumps and read from her written submission (attached to and forming part of 
these minutes as Schedule 1). 

Committee expressed appreciation for Ms. Clark's comments and noted that 
Council will be working with staff to review the allocation of funds through 
the annual budget process. 

5. FIRE CHIEF BRIEFING 
(Verbal Report) 

(i) Bloodmobile Update 

Deputy Fire Chief Wilkinson highlighted that 24 units of blood were collected 
at the August 19th Bloodmobile event surpassing the target of 18 units. 

5. CNCL - 15



Community Safety Committee 
Tuesday, September 9,2014 

(ii) Lafarge Training Site Update 

Deputy Fire Chief Wilkinson stated that access to the Lafarge Training Site 
will commence on October 1, 2014. The site will be designed to provide a 
safe training facility for various response scenarios, such as horizontal high­
rises, live fires (propane props), driver training, confined space entry, high 
angle rescue, and rapid intervention. 

(iii) Fire Prevention Week 

Deputy Fire Chief Wilkinson advised that "Working Smoke Alarms Save 
Lives" is the theme for the 2014 Fire Prevention Week taking place from 
October 5 to October 11, 2014. 

(iv) Breast Cancer Awareness Montlt 

Deputy Fire Chief Wilkinson stated that RFR members will be wearing pink 
shirts and pink medical gloves throughout October in support of Breast 
Cancer Awareness Month. 

In response to queries from Committee, Deputy Fire Chief Wilkinson advised 
that each rescue vehicle or fire engine requires an allocation of approximately 
48 firefighters to provide 2417 coverage. He further advised that response 
partners in Vancouver, Delta, and New Westminster are informed and, if 
necessary, activated in the event of an emergency when RFR resources are 
already fully deployed. 

6. RCMP/OIC BRIEFING 
(Verbal Report) 

(i) Arson 

Supt. Nesset provided background information on the increase in small arson 
fires and congratulated Firefighter Darren Rowley who assisted in identifying . 
a potential suspect for several of the arsons. 

(ii) Operation Dry Water 

Supt. Nesset advised that Operation Dry Water is a three-year project 
targeting boaters to refrain from operating a watercraft while under the 
influence of alcohol. 

(iii) Interdepartmental - Prolific Offender Arrest 

Supt. Nesset highlighted the partnership with the Burnaby RCMP and New 
Westminster Police Department in successfully apprehending two prolific 
break and enter suspects. 

6. 
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Community Safety Committee 
Tuesday, September 9,2014 

(iv) Emergency Preparedness - Railway 

Supt. Nesset noted that, in conjunction with Canadian Pacific and Canadian 
National Railways, RFR completed scenario based training on how to respond 
in the event a train comes into contact with a pedestrian, vehicle, or building. 

(v) RCMP Boat Patrol 

Supt. Nesset spoke to the RCMP Boat Patrol activity in water safety 
enforcement in regard to pleasure and commercial boating, particularly along 
the South Arm of the Fraser River. 

7. MANAGER'S REPORT 

None. 

ADJOURNMENT 

It was moved and seconded 
That the meeting adjourn (5:16p.m.). 

Councillor 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 Richmond held on Tuesday, 
September 9, 2014. 

Heather Howey 
Committee Clerk 
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Schedule 1 to the Minutes of the 
Community Safety Committee 
Meeting of Tuesday, September 9, 
2014. 

THE NEW EQUIPMENT IS VERY IMPRESSIVE, AND 
DEFINITEL Y NEEDED - - - - BUT, AS I HA VB SAID ON 
PREVIOUS OCCASIONS, IT IS FOR "REPLACEMENT" 
OF AGING TRUCKS. 

I WANT TO ADDRESS THE NEED FOR ADDITIONAL 
EQUIPMENT - -- AND FIRST RESPONDERS TO OPERATE 
THEM. - - - - AND, HOW TO COVER THE COSTS. 

YOU DON'T NEED TO SPEND THOUSANDS OF 
TAXPAYERS DOLLARS TO DO A STUDY ON THE NEEDS 
OF THIS CITY -- -- JUST REVIEW THE CHARTS IN FRONT 
OF YOU, JUST LOOK AT THE "CALL VOLUMES" IN KEY 
AREAS OF THE CITY. THE INFORMATION IS THERE AND 
EASY TO READ. 

LISTENING TO ECOMM - - - - A TYPICAL FRIDAY 
AFTERNOON .... WITHIN 15 OR SO MINUTES - --
" 
NO.3 IS ALREADY COVERING A CALL. WHEN I TUNED 
IN. 

NO.1, RESCUE 1 AND ENGINE 4 ARE CALLED OUT TO 
COVER AN MVA AT NO.3 & COOK RDS - - - MULTIPLE 
VICTIMS. 

NO.5 AND NO.7 HALLS ARE CALLED OUT TO COVER AN 
MVA SOMEWHERE ON THE FREEWAY. 

NO.2 AND NO.6 ARE CALLED OUT TO HANDLE A FIRE 
(ALARM ACTIVATED) IN A COMMERCIAL BUILDING AT 
WESTMINSTER HWY & ALDERBRIDGE RD. 
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NO.3 IS CLEAR OF ITS CALL, BUT IS QUICKLY CALLED 
OUT TO ROSEWOOD MANOR - - - POSSIBLE FIRE. 

• - - - EMERGENCY AT NO.1 AND MONCTON - - -
OBJECT LODGED IN SOMEONE'S THROAT - - - - -
BUT, THERE ISN'T ANYONE TO SEND - - - OOPS. 

• 
• TEN MINUTES AFTER THIS CALL, AN AMBULANCE 

ROARS BY MY PLACE ON RAIL WAY, BUT IT IS STILL 
AT LEAST 4 TO 5 MINUTES AWAY FROM ITS 
DESTINATION. I HAVE NO IDEA WHAT THE 
OUTCOME WAS. 

LOOK AT THE CHARTS THAT ARE PROVIDED TO YOU IN 
THE FIRE CHIEF'S REPORT - - - - - IT IS EASY TO SEE 
WHERE THE NEEDS ARE - - - - "STEVESTON, RICHMOND 
CENTRE & NORTH RICHMOND. 

STEVESTON IS A HIGH TRAFFIC AREA, WHAT WITH 
TOURISM, SPECIAL EVENTS, COMMERCIAL SECTORS, 
SENIORS HOUSING & RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPNMMENTS , 
ETC. THE ONE TRUCK WE HAVE COVERING THIS AREA 
SHOULD NOT BE CALLED A WAY FROM ITS ZONE, BUT IT 
FREQUENTLY IS .... DESPITE THE HIGH VOLUME OF 
CALLS FOR THIS VERY AREA. 

STEVESTON & NORTH RICHMOND NEED A MULTI-USE 
RESCUE TRUCK (2 RESPONDERS EACH - - - $2,531,808)- - -
RICHMOND CENTRE NEEDS A FULL MULTIUSE FIRE 
TRUCK WITH 4 RESPONDERS ON IT FOR AN ADDITIONAL 
$2,531.808). ruST OVER FIVE MILLION DOLLARS 
ANNUALL Y, WHICH CAN EASILY BE COVERED BY THE 
CONTRIBUTIONS OF RIVER ROCK (& YVR). 

PLEASE AMEND THE MOTION THAT IS BEFORE YOU, 
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TAKE ADVANTAGE OF THE GUARANTEED RATE & 
QUALITY OF PRODUCT, BY ADDING 2 RESCUE TRUCKS 
(each requiring two people), 
AND, IF THE ONE THAT IS BEING ORDERED IS ONLY A 
"REPLACEMENT VEHICLE", THEN ADD ANOTHER FIRE 
TRUCK (4 person vehicle) 

I REALIZE THAT YOU ARE CONCERNED ABOUT 
SPENDING TAXPAYERS MONEY - - - HAVING TO 
INCREASE TAXES - - - WELL, YOU DON'T HAVE TO, 
YOU HAVE AND WILL CONTINUE TO RECEIVE 
UNALLOCATED FUNDS, SUCH AS SEVERAL MILLION 
DOLLARS ANNUALLY FROM RIVER ROCK. . .. OVER 
AND ABOVE THE FUNDS YOU HAVE ALREADY 
EARMARKED FOR FACILITY CONSTRUCTION. 

USING THESE FUNDS, YOU CAN PURCHASE THE 
ADDITIONAL TRUCKS, AND COVER THEIR MAN-POWER 
REQUIREMENTS, USING ruST A PORTION OF THE 
MONEU COMING FROM RIVER ROCK. 

++ 
THEN THERE IS YVR - -- - - IT'S CONTRIBUTIONS SHOULD 
BE INCREASING IN VIEW OF THE GROWTH BOTH LAND 
SIDE AND AIR SIDE. 

OJ 
NO INCREASE TO THE HOMEOWNERS TAXES, AND WITH 
THE INCREASE IN FIRST RESPONDERS, I WOULD EXPECT 
OUR INSURANCE RATES WILL COME DOWN. - - - - WHICH 
WILL BENEFIT EVERYONE. 

THIS IS A WIN-WIN SITUATION. 
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Date: 

Place: 

Present: 

Absent: 

City of 
Richmond 

General Purposes Committee 

Monday, September 15,2014 

Anderson Room 
Richmond City Hall 

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

Councillor Linda Barnes 
Councillor Ken Johnston 

Minutes 

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

4350583 

MINUTES 

It was moved and seconded 
That the minutes of the meeting of the General Purposes Committee held on 
Tuesday, September 2,2014, be adopted as circulated. 

CARRIED 

FINANCE AND CORPORATE SERVICES DEPARTMENT 

In accordance with Section 100 of the Community Charter, Councillor Linda 
McPhail declared herself to be in a conflict of interest as her husband is the 
principal owner of the company making the application, and left the meeting 
(4:01 p.m.). 

1. 
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Monday, September 15, 2014 

1. SHELTER ISLAND RESTAURANTS LTD., DOING BUSINESS AS 
TUGBOAT ANNIE'S PUB, 6911 GRAYBAR ROAD UNIT 100 
(File Ref. No. 12-8275-30-001) (REDMS No. 4314686) 

It was moved and seconded 
Tltat tlte application from Sltelter Island Restaurants Ltd., doing business 
as Tugboat Annie's Pub, for an amendment to increase tlte occupant load to 
194 patron capacity (78 interior and 116 exterior) under Liquor Primary 
Licence No. 110707, be supported and tltat a letter be sent to tlte Liquor 
Control and Licensing Branch advising tltat: 

(1) Council supports tlte amendment for an increase in occupant load as 
tlte increase will not Itave a significant impact on tlte community; 

(2) Council's comments on tlte prescribed criteria (set out in Section 53 
oftlte Liquor Control and Licensing Regulations) are asfollows: 

(a) tlte potential for additional noise and traffic in tlte area was 
considered; 

(b) tlte impact on tlte community was assessed tltrouglt a 
community consultation process; 

(3) As tlte operation of a licenced establisltment may affect nearby 
residents tlte City gatltered the view of the residents asfollows: 

(a) property owners and businesses witltin a 50 metre radius of tlte 
subject property were contacted by letter detailing tlte 
application, providing instructions on Itow community 
comments or concerns could be submitted; 

(b) signage was posted at tlte subject property and tltree public 
notices were publislted in a local newspaper. Tltis sign age and 
notice provided in/ormation on tlte application and instructions 
on Itow community comments or concerns could be submitted; 
and 

(4) Council's comments and recommendations respecting tlte views of 
tlte residents are as follows: 

(a) tltat based on tlte letters sent and tlte lack of response received 
from all public notifications, Council considers tit at tlte 
amendment is acceptable to tlte majority of tlte residents in tlte 
area and tlte community. 

CARRIED 

Councillor McPhail returned to the meeting (4:02 p.m.). 
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General Purposes Committee 
Monday, September 15, 2014 

2. BUSINESS REGULATION BYLAW 7538 AMENDMENT BYLAW 
9171 
(File Ref. No. 12-8275-01) (REDMS No. 4319700) 

In reply to queries from Committee, Glenn McLaughlin, Chief Licence 
Inspector and Risk Manager, provided the following information: 

• the proposed amendment is to include the subject property on the list of 
approved sites for amusement centres; such centres are monitored 
regularly by the Community Bylaws Division and the Richmond 
RCMP; 

• the applicant is required to complete the business licence process; 
should improvements to the premise be pursued, approval from 
Richmond Fire-Rescue and the Building Approvals Division will be 
required; and 

• Business Licence Division does not regulate business competition; 
market demand determines the viability of a business operation. 

Discussion ensued regarding (i) the amusement centre review process, (ii) the 
need to support small business growth without regulating market demand, and 
(iii) the suitability of the site for the proposed internet cafe service. 

It was moved and seconded 
That Business Regulation Bylaw No. 7538, Amendment Bylaw No. 9171 
which amends Schedule A of Bylaw 7538 to include the premises at 7992 
Alderbridge Way among the sites, which permit an Amusement Centre to 
operate with more than 4 amusement machines, be introduced and given 
first, second and third readings. 

CHIEF ADMINISTRATOR'S OFFICE 

CARRIED 
Opposed: Cllr. Au 

3. UPDATE ON PMV'S APPROVAL OF FRASER SURREY DOCKS 
DIRECT TRANSFER COAL FACILITY 
(File Ref. No. 01-0140-20) (REDMS No. 4335154) 

Committee expressed concern that Fraser Surrey Docks (FSD) and the Surrey 
Chamber of Commerce may be proposing that the Fraser River be dredged 
approximately I8-metres to allow barges access to the FSD facility. 

Amarjeet Rattan, Director, Intergovernmental Relations and Protocol Unit, 
commented that Port Metro Vancouver (PMV) and FSD' long-term vision 
may include said dredging once the George Massey Tunnel has been replaced. 

3. 
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It was moved and seconded 
That: 

(1) the staff report titled Update on PMV's Approval of Fraser Surrey 
Docks Direct Transfer Coal Facility, dated September 3, 2014,from 
the Director, Intergovernmental Relations and Protocol Unit be 
received for information; and 

(2) letters be sent to Fraser Surrey Docks, Port Metro Vancouver, Metro 
Vancouver, and local MPs and MLAs reiterating Richmond City 
Council's outstanding concerns on the Fraser Surrey Docks Direct 
Transfer Coal Facility. 

CARRIED 

The Chair directed the immediate preparation of the letters, reflecting 
Committee's unanimous decision and that the matter will proceed to the 
regular meeting of Council on Monday, September 22, 2014, in order for the 
correspondence, including the staff report, to be received prior to a meeting 
with Robin Silvester, President and Chief Executive Officer, PMV, during the 
Union of British Columbia Municipalities Convention on Wednesday, 
September 24,2014. 

ADJOURNMENT 

It was moved and seconded 
That the meeting adjourn (4:15 p.m.). 

Mayor Malcolm D. Brodie 
Chair 

CARRIED 

Certified a true and correct copy of the 
Minutes of the meeting of the General 
Purposes Committee of the Council of the 
City of Richmond held on Monday, 
September 15,2014. 

Heather Howey 
Committee Clerk 

4. 
CNCL - 24



Date: 

Place: 

Present: 

Absent: 

City of 
Richmond 

Planning Committee 

Tuesday, September 16, 2014 

Anderson Room 
Richmond City Hall 

Councillor Bill McNulty, Chair 
Councillor Evelina Halsey-Brandt 
Councillor Chak Au 
Councillor Harold Steves 

Councillor Linda Barnes 

Minutes 

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

MINUTES 

It was moved and seconded 
That the minutes of the meeting of the Planning Committee held on 
Wednesday, September 3,2014, be adopted as circulated. 

CARRIED 

NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE 

Tuesday, October 7,2014, (tentative date) at 4:00 p .m. in the Anderson Room 

PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

1. APPLICATION BY URBAN DESIGN GROUP ARCHITECTS LTD. 
FOR REZONING AT 3011 NO.5 ROAD FROM "GAS STATION 
COMMERCIAL (ZC12) - BRIDGEPORT ROAD AND IRONWOOD 
AREA" TO "CAR WASH & SERVICE STATION (ZC3S) -
BRIDGEPORT" 
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-009174, RZ 13 -642848) (REDMS No. 4332972 v. 2) 

1. 
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Tuesday, September 16, 2014 

Wayne Craig, Director, Development, gave a brief overview of the proposed 
development noting that the site was formerly occupied by a gas station and 
that the proposed application will need to comply with the City's Noise 
Regulation Bylaw No. 8856. 

In reply to queries from Committee, Mr. Craig advised that given its location 
away from residential areas, no consultation was required with respect to 
noise compliance. Also, as part of the development process, a development 
sign has been posted on-site. Mr. Craig added that staff have not received any 
questions from the public regarding the proposed application. 

In reply to queries from Committee, Diana Nikolic, Planner 2-Urban Design, 
noted that the site is currently a vacant lot. 

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9174, to create 
"Car Wash & Service Station (ZC35) - Bridgeport" andfor the rezoning of 
3011 No.5 Road/rom "Gas Station Commercial (ZC12) - Bridgeport Road 
and Ironwood Area" to "Car Wash & Service Station (ZC35) - Bridgeport", 
be introduced and given first reading. 

CARRIED 

2. APPLICATION BY THE CITY OF RICHMOND FOR A ZONING 
TEXT AMENDMENT TO THE OFFICE AND EDUCATION (ZIS5) -
CITY HALL WEST (THOMPSON AREA) ZONING DISTRICT AT 
6931 GRANVILLE AVENUE 
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-009165, ZT 14-667206) (REDMS No. 4303879 v. 2) 

Mr. Craig commented on the proposed application for the proposed temporary 
fire hall. He noted that the building will be used for up to approximately three 
years while the new fire hall undergoes construction. 

In reply to queries from Committee, Mr. Craig advised that there are proposed 
modifications to the landscaping, parking lot configuration and the interior of 
the building. 

Jim Young, Senior Manager, Project Development, Engineering and Public 
Works, advised that staff currently in City Hall West will be relocated to the 
City Hall Annex building. 

It was moved and seconded 
That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9165, to amend the 
"Office and Education (ZIS5) - City Hall West (Thompson Area)" zoning 
district for the property at 6931 Granville Avenue to add "emergency 
service" as a permitted use under Section 24.5.2, be introduced and given 
first reading. 

CARRIED 

2. 
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3. APPLICATION BY FIREWORK PRODUCTIONS LTD. FOR A 
TEMPORARY COMMERCIAL USE PERMIT RENEWAL AT 8351 
RIVER ROAD, DUCK ISLAND (LOT 87 SECTION 21 BLOCK 5 
NORTH RANGE 6 WEST PLAN 34592) AND 84111843118451 WEST 
ROAD FOR 2015,2016 AND 2017 
(File Ref. No. TU 14-666140) (REDMS No. 4342837) 

Mr. Craig gave a brief overview of the proposed application to renew the 
Temporary Commercial Use Permit (TCUP) for the Richmond Night Market 
site at Duck Island. He noted that the proposed conditions for the TCUP 
renewal remain relatively consistent with the previous application and 
includes provisions to extend the event until late October. 

In reply to queries from Committee, Kevin Eng, Planner 2, commented on 
traffic and parking conditions during the event and noted that: 

• traffic concerns with the adjacent River Rock Casino have generally 
been addressed by the event organizer; 

• the event organizer monitors traffic conditions and advises patrons to 
follow traffic and parking regulations and, if possible, utilize the 
Canada Line; 

• as a result of Canada Line usage, the existing site can accommodate 
current parking demands; 

• local residents and businesses are provided with parking passes to 
ensure full access to the area; and 

• as a result of the 200 additional parking spaces secured for vendors, 
200 additional parking spaces can be allocated to the general public. 

Discussion ensued regarding the conditions of the proposed TCUP. Mr. Craig 
advised that the permit can be revised to accommodate for the possibility of 
new development in the area. 

Discussion then ensued with respect to the security aspects of the event. Mr. 
Craig noted that there are a minimum of two RCMP officers in attendance 
during the event. 

In reply to queries from Committee, Mr. Eng advised that Bylaw Enforcement 
Officers play an important role in enforcing parking regulations. 

Edward Warzel, Manager, Community Bylaws, commented on the Bylaw 
Enforcement Officer's role in the event and noted that the six hours allocated 
for bylaw enforcement is consistent with previous years. He added that many 
issues concerning bylaw infractions have been addressed since the first year 
of the event. Also, he noted that the Bylaw Enforcement Officers play an 
important role in enforcing and preventing bylaw and parking infractions. 

3. 
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In reply to queries from Committee, Mr. Eng noted that food and beverage 
vendors are required to obtain permits from Vancouver Coastal Health (VCH) 
in order to operate. He added that VCH has an application and inspection 
process to ensure compliance with their regulations. 

In reply to queries from Committee, Mr. Craig advised that any remaining 
balance on the 20% contingency fund related to operational security bond 
requirements can be refunded. 

Mr. Eng spoke of bylaw enforcement and noted that the six hours allocated 
for bylaw enforcement is consistent with hours allocated to the other night 
market site on Vulcan Way. 

Raymond Cheung, Firework Productions Ltd., commented on the successful 
outcomes of the Richmond Night Market and noted that: 

• event organizers promote the use of the Canada Line and the Canada 
Line is well utilized by patrons travelling to and from the event; 

• event organizers continue to work with River Rock Casino staff to 
address concerns regarding the event; 

• event organizers worked with staff on the traffic management plan and 
the lane modifications have addressed some concerns surrounding 
traffic congestion near the site; 

• patrons are more aware of the traffic patterns around the River Rock 
Casino and can navigate to the event site; 

• event attendance is robust, as measured from the nightly accumulated 
garbage on-site; 

• operating times of the event coincide with the Canada Line schedule; 
and 

• River Rock Casino and the Richmond Night Market each benefit from 
patrons visiting both sites. 

Discussion then ensued with regard to the time allocated for patrolling by 
Bylaw Enforcement Officers in the event. Mr. Cheung was of the opinion that 
the patrol time by Bylaw Enforcement Officers could be reduced during non­
peak times. 

Staff were then directed to monitor the demand for bylaw enforcement during 
the Richmond Night Market's peak season and examine the potential to 
reduce the number of enforcement hours. 

The Chair noted that the staff report indicates that the scheduling of 
enforcement hours is at the discretion of the Community Bylaws division. 

4. 
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It was moved and seconded 
(1) That the application by Firework Productions Ltd. for a Temporary 

Commercial Use Permit renewal for the properties at 8351 River 
Road, Duck Island (Lot 87 Section 21 Block 5 North Range 6 West 
Plan 34592) and 84111843118451 West Road be considered at Public 
Hearing to be held on October 20, 2014 at 7:00 pm in the Council 
Chambers of Richmond City Hall, and that the following 
recommendation be forwarded to that meeting for consideration: 

"That a Temporary Commercial Use Permit be issued to 
Firework Productions Ltd. for the properties at 8351 River 
Road, Duck Island (Lot 87 Section 21 Block 5 North Range 6 
West Plan 34592) and 84111843118451 West Road for the 
purposes of permitting an evening night market event between 
May 15, 2015 to November 1, 2015 (inclusive), May 13,2016 to 
October 30, 2016 (inclusive) and May 12, 2017 to October 29, 
2017 (inclusive) subject to the fulfillment of all terms, 
conditions and requirements outlined in the Temporary 
Commercial Use Permit and attached Schedules. " 

(2) That the Public Hearing notification area include all properties to the 
north of Bridgeport Road and west of Great Canadian Way as shown 
in Attachment 4 to the staff report dated September 9, 2014 from the 
Director of Development. 

The question on the motion was not called as discussion ensued regarding (i) 
the Bylaw Enforcement Officer's role in the prevention of bylaw violations 
and the promotion of safety on-site, (ii) the positive impact and benefits of 
bylaw enforcement in the event, (iii) the trend of less vehicle traffic and more 
pedestrian traffic travelling to and from the event, and (iv) monitoring and 
analyzing the bylaw enforcement needs of the event over the course the year. 

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

4. REFERRAL: COMP ARISON OF RICHMOND AND METRO 
VANCOUVER PROPOSED RESPONSES THE BC MINISTRY OF 
AGRICULTURE CONSULTATION ON POTENTIAL CHANGES TO 
THE AGRICULTURAL LAND RESERVE USE, SUBDIVISION AND 
PROCEDURE REGULATION 
(File Ref. No. 08-4040-01) (REDMS No. 4341599) 

5. 
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RICHMOND RESPONSE TO BC MINISTRY OF AGRICULTURE 
CONSULTATION ON POTENTIAL CHANGES TO THE 
AGRICULTURAL LAND RESERVE USE, SUBDIVISION AND 
PROCEDURE REGULATION 
(File Ref. No. 08-4040-01) (REDMS No. 4310143 v. 2) 

Discussion ensued with respect to Metro Vancouver's position on the 
consultation done by the Ministry of Agriculture on potential changes to 
Agricultural Land Reserve use, subdivision and procedure regulation. 

In reply to queries from Committee, Terry Crowe, Manager, Policy Planning, 
noted that staff have reviewed the proposed regulatory changes and advised 
that it is possible for the City to follow Metro Vancouver's position on the 
matter if the City is not given any regulatory authority on the proposed 
changes. 

Discussion then ensued regarding the options to submit a response to the 
Ministry of Agriculture that would indicate that the City could support the 
proposed changes only if certain conditions are met or endorse a response that 
would be similar to Metro Vancouver's position on the matter. 

Staff were directed to make changes to Attachment 2 of the staff report titled 
Richmond Response to BC Ministry of Agriculture Consultation on Potential 
Changes to the Agricultural Land Reserve Use, Subdivision and Procedure 
Regulation, dated August 15,2014, to reflect the conditions necessary for the 
City to endorse the proposed changes. 

It was moved and seconded 
(1) That the memorandum titled Referral: Comparison of Richmond and 

Metro Vancouver Proposed Responses the BC Ministry of 
Agriculture Consultation on Potential Changes to the Agricultural 
Land Reserve Use, Subdivision and Procedure Regulation dated 
September 10, 2014 from the Manager, Policy Planning, be received 
for information; 

(2) That the attached Richmond response (Attachment 2), which was 
submitted to the Ministry of Agriculture prior to the deadline of 
August 22, 2014 regarding potential changes to the Agricultural 
Land Reserve (ALR) Use, Subdivision and Procedure Regulation be 
ratified; 

(3) That the Ministry of Agriculture be requested to extend the deadline 
for comments to September 30, 2014 to enable all stakeholders to 
have reasonable time to provide feedback; 

6. 
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(4) That the Ministry of Agriculture be requested to provide a detailed 
analysis of the potential impacts and implications (including taxation 
implications) of each proposed change, enable local governments to 
also regulate the proposed changes, and allow the local governments 
and stakeholders the opportunity to review the draft regulations prior 
to their adoption; 

(5) That the Ministry of Agriculture and Agricultural Land Commission 
(ALC) staff and funding be increased to properly enforce the existing 
and proposed ALR regulations; and 

(6) That this report and recommendations be forwarded to Richmond 
MPs, MLAs, the Metro Vancouver Board and all Metro Vancouver 
local governments. 

CARRIED 

5. MANAGER'S REPORT 

Affordable Housing Project at 8180 Ash Street 

Mr. Craig briefed Committee on a BC Housing affordable housing project on 
8180 Ash Street. Mr. Craig noted that Habitat for Humanity is a partner in the 
construction of the proposed development and that the housing units will be 
set aside for low-income families. 

ADJOURNMENT 

It was moved and seconded 
That the meeting adjourn (4:37p.m.). 

CARRIED 

Certified a true and correct copy of the 
Minutes of the meeting of the Planning 
Committee of the Council of the City of 
Richmond held on Tuesday, September 
16,2014. 

Councillor Bill McNulty 
Chair 

Evangel Biason 
Auxiliary Committee Clerk 

7. 
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To: 

City of 
Richmond 

Report to Com m ittee 

Date: September 3,2014 

From: 

Community Safety Committee 

John McGowan File: 02-0750-01/2014-Vol 
Fire Chief 01 

Re: Single Source Procurement - Fire Engine with Pump 

Staff Recommendation 

That the following recommendation be forwarded to open Council: 

1. That a single source procurement, for a Fire Engine with Pump be negotiated to contract 
award with Wholesale Fire & Rescue Ltd. (WFR), at a total cost to be determined within 
the approved capital expenditure budget of $812,670, which was included in the City's 
2014 Capital Budget for one new fire engine with pump. 

2. That the Chief Administrative Officer, General Manager of Finance and Corporate 
Services and General Manager of Law and Community Safety be authorized to award a 
single source contract as a result of the negotiation with WFR for the purchase of a Fire 
Engine with Pump. 

3. Shoul ~egotiations with WFR result in a failure to achieve best value for the City and a 
contr ct is not awarded, the City shall go to the marketplace by means of competitive bid 
f~ t . s r quirement. 

:oVo 
t Fir Chief 

(60 303-2734) 

Att.l 

REPORT CONCURRENCE 

ROUTED To: CONCURRENCE ~bWlMANAGER 
Finance Division 0' 

REVIEWED BY STAFF REPORT I INITIALS: 

({[D~ AGENDA REVIEW SUBCOMMITTEE 

~ ~ 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

Council approved the capital expenditure of $812,670 (CDN), which was included in the 2014 
Capital Budget for one new fire engine with pump (fire pumper). Council's approval to purchase 
an additional fire engine with pump by means of a negotiated single source procurement is 
sought to permit the vehicle to be delivered in 2015. 

This report supports Council's Term Goal #1 Community Safety: 

To ensure Richmond remains a safe and desirable community to live, work and play in, 
through the delivery of effective public safety services that are targeted to the City's 
specific needs and priorities. 

This report supports Council's Term Goal #5 Financial Management: 

To develop and implement effective and innovative financial policies and strategies that 
help the City to successfully manage the challenges of tough economic times, while taking 
advantage of financial opportunities, and balance current and long term financial needs. 

Findings of Fact 

Operating a fire service that supports Council's mandated services to respond to routine, 
specialized, minor and major incidents while meeting industry standards requires an inventory of 
equipment and vehicles. Richmond Fire-Rescue's (RFR) vehicle inventory, of engines, ladders 
and rescues are assigned to primary or reserve status. Primary status vehicles are those that are 
specifically assigned to a fire hall, have been in service less than 15 years and are in good repair. 
The reserve status vehicles are not assigned to a fire hall, have been in service greater than 15 
years and are used when a primary vehicle is under repair or the magnitude of an event requires 
additional staff and vehicles. 

The vehicle inventory is well maintained mechanically and inspected to ensure that the vehicles 
are capable to deliver fire-rescue services. The inspection system includes the following 
considerations: 

• Staff safety. 
• Vehicle conditions, including mileage, and maintenance costs. 
• Equipment efficiencies and sustainability. 
• Industry standards from the National Fire Protection Association (NFPA). 
• New technology and innovations. 

Industry standards in North America for fire and public safety are provided by the NFP A. The 
NFP A has identified a 15 year life cycle for primary emergency response vehicles, with an 
additional five years of service in a reserve role, for a total of 20 years. The vehicle that will be 
decommissioned has greater than 22 years of service. 
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To facilitate the replacement of aging vehicles, Tender T.4747 was issued to the marketplace on 
January 21,2013. This was a single tender for 2 units, a fire Engine with pump and a 105' ladder 
Truck. The combination of 2 vehicles within a single tender allowed for consistency in the style 
and type of units which facilitates ease of operation, maintenance and economies of scale. There 
were two respondents to the Tender call, and during the evaluation process it was determined 
that WFR provided the City with overall best value as the lowest responsive bidder. Tender 
T.4747 was awarded to WFR on June 19,2013. The tendered fire engine was delivered recently 
to the City under budget at a cost of $737,275.00 (CDN funds). 

Analysis 

Council approved the 2014 Capital Budget during the December 9, 2013 Council meeting. 
Richmond Fire-Rescue submission 852 "Fire Vehicle Replacement Reserve Purchases" 
identified the purchase of one Fire Pumper at an estimated cost of$812,670.00 (CDN funds), this 
funding is intended to purchase the vehicle and ancillary equipment that allows the vehicle to be 
operationally ready to deploy. 

A single source procurement for an additional fire engine with pump with the equivalent 
specifications as the fire engine with pump in Tender T.4747 will continue the process of 
standardizing the fleet, provide efficiencies by eliminating staff time in the development of a 
new tender, by eliminating the tendering process, evaluation and award of a new contract. 

This process will considerably shorten the delivery time of the new unit and will result in less 
time and effort being spent on the design of the unit including compartment and hose location, 
cab instrumentation and location of other unit requirements. The standardization of the fleet is an 
initiative that is intended to increase safety, increase operational firefighting effectiveness and 
improve vehicle maintenance efficiency. 

The impact of choosing to go out to tender are as follows: 

• Loss of price protection from Pierce Manufacturing (available until September 30,2014) 
• Potential loss of opportunity to standardize the fleet. 
• Potential increase in best value pricing. 

Sample pictures and a list of enhancements and improvements can be seen at (Attachment 1). 

Financial Impact 

The total approved capital budget is $812,270 (CDN). Initial discussion with WFR has 
identified that the purchase of this vehicle is expected to be within the existing capital budgets 
and procurement policies. 

The financial viability of this initiative has been reviewed by Purchasing and Finance and has 
been determined to provide best value for the acquisition of an additional unit. 
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In the unlikely event that the negotiation with WFR does not meet the best value for the City. 
The City shall go to the marketplace by means of a competitive tender process. 

Conclusion 

Staff recommend negotiating a contract with WFR for an additional fire engine with pump using 
Tender T.4747 as a foundational document. 

~pWo McGowan 
Fir Chief 
(604-303-2734) 

JM:tw 

Att. 1: Fire Engine with Pump 
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Attachment 1 

Fire Engine with Pump 

Enhancements/Improvement of the new unit: 

• Safety enhancements. 
• Consistency for ease of operations and maintenance. 
• Ease of access and egress for fire personnel and mechanical repair staff. 
• Lower maintenance costs and warranty coverage. 
• Decreased emissions. 
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To: 

From: 

Re: 

City of 
Richmond 

General Purposes Committee 

W. Glenn McLaughlin 
Chief Licence Inspector & Risk Manager 

Report to Committee 

Date: August 12, 2014 

File: 12-8275-30-001/2014-
Vol 01 

Shelter Island Restaurants Ltd., doing business as 
Tugboat Annie's Pub, 6911 Graybar Road Unit 100 

Staff Recommendation 

That the application from Shelter Island Restaurants Ltd., doing business as Tugboat Annie's 
Pub, for an amendment to increase the occupant load from 85 person capacity to 194 patron 
capacity (78 interior and 116 exterior) under Liquor Primary Licence No. 110707, be supported 
and that a letter be sent to the Liquor Control and Licensing Branch advising that: 

4314686 

1. Council supports the amendment for an increase in occupant load as the increase will 
not have a significant impact on the community. 

2. Council's comments on the prescribed criteria (set out in Section 53 ofthe Liquor 
Control and Licensing Regulations) are as follows: 

a. The potential for additional noise and traffic in the area were considered. 

b. The impact on the community was assessed through a community consultation 
process. 

3. As the operation of a licenced establishment may affect nearby residents the City 
gathered the view of the residents as follows: 

a. Property owners and businesses within a 50 metre radius of the subject 
property were contacted by letter detailing the application, providing 
instructions on how community comments or concerns could be submitted. 

b. Signage was posted at the subject property and three public notices were 
published in a local newspaper. This signage and notice provided information 
on the application and instructions on how community comments or concerns 
could be submitted. 
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4. Council's comments and recommendations respecting the views of the residents are as 
follows: 

a. That based on the letters sent and the lack of response received from all public 
notifications, Council considers that the amendment is acceptable to the 
majority of the residents in the area and the community. 

REPORT CONCURRENCE 

CONCURRENCE OF GENERAL MANAGER 

/Jr .....-(.-

REVIEWED BY STAFF REPORT I INITIALS: 

AGENDA REVIEW SUBCOMMITTEE 

~ 
~D~ 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

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

This report deals with an application submitted to LCLB and to the City of Richmond by Shelter 
Island Restaurants Ltd., (The Applicant) operating asTugboat Annie's Pub. The application is 
for the following amendment to their Liquor Primary Licence No. 110707; 

• To increase the patron capacity from 85 person capacity (65 interior and 20 exterior) to 
194 person capacity (78 interior and 116 exterior). 

The increase in capacity results from a reconfiguration of the upper and lower interior areas and 
enclosing a portion of the exterior area on the premises (Attachment 1). This increase requires 
the Applicant to submit an application to LCLB to increase the occupant load on their liquor 
licence which calls for Local Government comment on the increase. For amendments to Liquor 
Primary licences, the process requires Local Government to provide comments with respect to 
the following: 

• the potential for noise; and 
• the impact on the community. 

Analysis 

The Applicant's operation is located in east Richmond and is situated at the south end of Graybar 
Road overlooking an arm of the Fraser River. The business has been in operation at Unit 100-
6911 Graybar Road since 1986, where the two level building offers a pub and restaurant 
servIces. 

The property is under Land Use Contract 127 and the business use of a pub and restaurant is 
consistent with the permitted land uses in the Contract. To the south of the building is a marina 
and to the north, east and west is a mix of industrial and office uses. There are no residential 
complexes within a 50 metre radius of the operation. 

Summary of Application and Comments 

The City's process for reviewing applications for liquor related permits is prescribed by the 
Development Application Fee's Bylaw No. 8951, which under section 1.8.1 calls for 

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

(a) a licence to serve liquor under the Liquor Control and Licensing Act 
and Regulations; or 

(b) any of the following in relation to an existing licence to serve liquor: 
(i) addition of a patio; 
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(ii) relocation of a licence; 
(iii) change or hours; or 
(iv) patron participation 
must proceed in accordance with subsection 1.8.2. 

1.8.2 Pursuant to an application under subsection 1.8.1, every applicant must: 

(b) post and maintain on the subject property a clearly visible sign 
which indicates: 
(i) type of licence or amendment application; 
(ii) proposed person capacity; 
(iii) type of entertainment (if application is for patron participation 

entertainment); and 
(iv) proposed hours of liquor service; and 

(c) publish a notice in at least three consecutive editions of a newspaper 
that is distributed at least weekly in the area affected by the 
application, providing the same information required in subsection 
1.8.2(b) above. 

The required signage was posted on Friday November 29, 2013, and the three ads were 
published in local newspaper on December 4,5 and 11,2013. 

In addition to the advertised public notice requirements set out in Section 1.8.2, staff have 
adapted from a prior bylaw requirement, the process of the City sending letters to businesses, 
residents and property owners within a 50-metre radius of the establishment (Attachment 2). This 
letter provides details of the proposed liquor licence application and requests the public to 
communicate any concerns to the City. 

There are 4 properties identified within the consultation area. On December 5, 2013, letters were 
sent to 29 businesses and property owners to gather their view on the application. 

All public consultations ended January 6,2014, and no responses were received from the public. 

Potential for Noise 

Staff believe that there would be no noticeable increase in noise if the increase in patron capacity 
is supported. 

Potential for Impact on the Community 

Any typical potential impacts associated with increased patron capacity such as drinking and 
driving, criminal activity and late-night traffic are not expected to be unduly increased with this 
amendment. Based on the lack of response from those contacted in the consultation area and no 
responses from the city-wide public notifications, staff feel that the endorsement ofthe 
application is warranted. 
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Other Agency Comments 

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

Activity associated to the building reconfiguration impacted the processing of comment on this 
application within the typical timeframe. The applicants' submission of an updated fire safety 
plan to Richmond Fire-Rescue in March of2014 and resolution of outstanding building issues 
with the Building Permits and Inspections Division in July of2014 resulted in final inspection of 
the premises. With the reconfiguration achieving regulatory compliance there are no objections 
to the application from any agencies or City divisions. 

Financial Impact 

There will be an increase in licence fee assessed as the number of seats has increased. 

Conclusion 

Following the public consultation period, staff reviewed the Liquor Primary Licence amendment 
application against the legislated review criteria and recommends Council support the 
amendments to increase the patron capacity as the amendment is not expected to increase noise 
or have a negative impact on the community. 

rtf-i, / /~(doJ 
/ JQ)~1trK1da 

,I 
{ Supervisor Business Licence 

(604-276-4155) 

JMH:jmh 

Att. 1: Interior/Exterior Building Plan 
Att. 2: Site Map 
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City of 
Richmond 

6911 Graybar Rd 

ATTACHMENT 2 

Original Date: 08/15/14 

Revision Date: 00/00/00 

Note: Dimensions are in METRES 
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To: 

From: 

City of 
Richmond 

General Purposes Committee 

Amarjeet S. Rattan 

Report to Committee 

Date: September 3, 2014 

File: 01-0140-20-
Director, Intergovernmental Relations & Protocol 
Unit 

PMVA1/2014-Vo101 

Re: Update on PMV's Approval of Fraser Surrey Docks Direct Transfer Coal 
Facility 

Staff Recommendation 

That: 

1. The staff report titled "Update on PMV's Approval of Fraser Surrey Docks Direct 
Transfer Coal Facility" from the Director, Intergovernmental Relations and Protocol 
Unit, dated September 3,2014 be received for information; and 

2. That letters be sent to Fraser Surrey Docks, Port Metro Vancouver, Metro Vancouver, 
and local MPs and MLAs reiterating Richmond City Council's outstanding concerns on 
the Fraser Surrey Docks Direct Transfer Coal Facility. 

Amarj eet S. Rattan 
Director, Intergovernmental Relations & Protocol Unit 
(604-247-4686) 

Att.2 

REPORT CONCURRENCE 

ROUTED To: CONCURRENCE CONCURRENCE OF GENERAL MANAGER 

~C" 
~ 

~ 
. 

Engineering & Public Works ---Emergency Programs 
':7 

REVIEWED BY STAFF REPORT I INITIALS: 

tZ(T~:~ AGENDA REVIEW SUBCOMMITTEE 

.~ ----

4335154 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

On August 21, 2014, Port Metro Vancouver (PMV) announced the approval of a direct coal transfer 
facility to be built at Fraser Surrey Docks, concluding a two-year project review process. 

The purpose of this report is to update Council on the City's areas of concern related to the 
associated environmental and health impacts of the PMV approved direct transfer coal facility. 

Staff previously provided information on this project in the following memoranda: 

• New and Expanded Coal Shipment Activity in Metro Vancouver (dated July 15,2013) 
• Fraser Surrey Docks - Environmental Impact Assessment (dated December 11, 2013) 
• Review for Direct Coal Transfer Facility 
• Decision on Fraser Surry Docks Direct Transfer Coal Facility Project (dated August 

22,2014) 

On December 17,2013, at the Special Council meeting, City Council adopted the following 
resolutions related to this project: 

(1) That the staff memorandum from the Senior Manager, Sustainability 
and District Energy, dated December 11, 2013 be received for 
information; 

(2) That the City of Richmond is opposed to coal shipments from the 
Fraser River Estuary other than the existing Roberts Bank coal port; 

(3) That Port Metro Vancouver be requested to conduct a Health Impact 
Assessment and Metro Vancouver hold a public hearing in relation to 
an application for an Air Quality Permit; and 

(4) That letters be sent to local MPs, MLAs, Metro Vancouver, Fraser 
Surrey Docks, and Port Metro Vancouver reiterating Richmond City 
Council's position. 

This report supports Council's Term Goal #6 Intergovernmental Relations: 

6.5. Develop an enhanced and more effective working relationship with Port Metro 
Vancouver. 

Analysis 

Background 

Fraser Surrey Docks (FSD) is a multipurpose marine terminal located on the Fraser River in 
north Surrey. FSD has recently received approval by Port Metro Vancouver (PMV) to proceed 
with the development of a direct transfer coal facility at its riverfront terminal. The coal transfer 
facility will allow FSD to handle up to four-million metric tonnes annually of sub-bituminous 

4335154 
CNCL - 45



September 2, 2014 - 3 -

thermal coal from the Powder River Basin mining area in Montana and Wyoming. Once the 
facility is operational, a coal train comprised of 124-135 cars will arrive almost daily through 
Peace Arch through the Burlington Northern Santa Fe (BNSF) rail line. The coal will be directly 
transferred onto barges, which will be towed daily to a deep-sea transfer point at Texada Island 
for eventual export to Asian markets. 

PMV's Project Review Process 

The project was initiated by FSD in 2012 and did not trigger the requirement for a formal review 
under either the Canadian Environmental Assessment Act or the BC Environmental Assessment 
Act. As the bulk of the activities are occurring on lands for which PMV has jurisdiction under the 
Canada Marine Act, a project review process administered by PMV was initiated in June 2012 
and then expanded in May 2013 and September 2013. 

This review included an Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) which was conducted by FSD 
and released in November 2013. Upon reviewing the EIA, the City identified five overarching 
areas of concern and in December 2013 forwarded detailed comments to PMV, FSD, Metro 
Vancouver, and local MLAs and MPs. These areas of concern are: 

1. Implications for City residential areas 
2. Maritime operational concerns 
3. Implications for agriculture 
4. Air quality related to rail operations 
5. Cumulative impacts 

To address shortcomings in the EIA identified by regional health authorities and municipal 
stakeholders, PMV added a Human Health Risk Assessment (HHRA) to the project review 
process, the HHRA was conducted by SNC-Lavalin and released in July 2014. Consultation on 
the HHRA was not undertaken as it was considered to be supplemental information to satisfy 
PMV's technical requirements. PMV engaged Golder Associates Limited to conduct a third 
party review ofthis assessment, which was released in August 2014. Fraser and Vancouver 
Coastal Health officials are in the process of reviewing the HHRA and will be providing comments 
following their detailed review. 

Technical Review of PMV Decision Documents 

PMV announced its decision to approve the project on August 21,2014. Documents related to 
the decision can be found on PMV's website: 

http://www.portmetrovancouver.com!en/proj ects/ OngoingProj ects/T enant-Led­
Projects/FraserSurreyDocks.aspx 

Staff have reviewed PMV's Project Review Report and the accompanying Project Permit, which 
outlines a list of 81 conditions FSD is required to meet to mitigate environmental and health 
impacts (Attachment 1). The City previously identified 5 areas of concern related to the project 
and forwarded these concerns to PMV and to regional Members of Parliament and Members of 
the Legislative Assembly in December 2013. The following is a summary of how those 5 
conditions have or have not been addressed. 
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1. Implications for Richmond residential areas. Air quality monitoring and noise impact 
measures are limited to Surrey area. No reference is made to Richmond residential areas, as 
they are inferred to be outside of the impacted area. 

2. Maritime operations concerns. Various measures are introduced to reduce fugitive dust from 
barges (i.e. no operations when winds exceed 40km/h), although no performance-based 
standards or monitoring requirements are included. No clear definition of spill response 
strategy in the event of a marine spill. 

3. Implications for agriculture. Neither the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) nor the 
Mitigation Summary Table (Attachment 2) contain references to impacts on agricultural 
areas in Richmond. 

4. Air quality related to rail operations. Various mitigation measures are included related to the 
use of caking agents and loading/unloading techniques to reduce fugitive dust, however no 
performance-based measures are included, nor is there a well-defined monitoring plan. 

5. Cumulative impacts. The review of cumulative impacts of increased industrialization of the 
South Arm of the Fraser River and related marine traffic increases remains incomplete. The 
EIA only addresses existing projects, and the Mitigation Summary Table is silent on this 
concern. 

Additionally, with respect to emergency response, the conditions of the project permit require FSD 
to develop a marine emergency response protocol and a Spill Prevention Containment and Clean-up 
Plan. The City is unable to assess the ability or capacity of the barge operator or FSD to effectively 
respond to or recover from emergencies. Furthermore, there are no notification requirements for 
FSD in the event of a spill or a marine emergency. In terms of consequence management, 
emergencies from the FSD terminal would likely have an impact upon the City's air quality and the 
Fraser River itself. 

Recommended Action 

It is recommended that letters outlining the City's outstanding concerns be submitted to PMV, 
Fraser Surrey Docks, Metro Vancouver, and local MPs and MLAs. Staff will continue to reiterate 
Council's resolution of December 17,2013 stating "that the City of Richmond is opposed to coal 
shipments from the Fraser River Estuary other than the existing Roberts Bank coal port." 

Financial Impact 

There is no financial impact resulting from this report. 

Conclusion 

Port Metro Vancouver's recent approval of the Fraser Surrey Docks Direct Transfer Coal 
Facility has potential impacts to the City as it introduces coal barge traffic to the South Arm of 
the Fraser River (approximately 2 barges per day, 8,000 DWT each). The City has raised 
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concerns regarding the cumulative impact of low levels of coal dust on the surrounding estuarine 
environments and potential impacts to Richmond residents, as well as the risks associated with a 
large coal spill on the river. Staffwill continue to express Council's position against increased 
coal traffic in the Fraser River Estuary and will continue to monitor the project as it moves 
forward. 

Lesley Douglas 
Acting Senior Manager, Sustainability 
(604-247-4672) 

AR:pb 

Att. 1: PMV Project Permit 
Att. 2: PMV Mitigation Summary Table 
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Paul Brar 
Program Manager, CPMG 
(604-204-8503) 
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Attachment 1 

PROlf::CT PERMIT NUMBER 2012-072 

ADDRESS OF 
PROPONENT 

PROJECT LOCATION 

PROJECTffiLE 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

11060 Elevator Road" Surrey, Be V3V 2Ri" 

For the purposes of this Permit, the Project is understood to ItH;lude the construction works. and 
operations as desc;Tibed by the Proponent In the Project Permit Appl~catlon to the Vancouver 
Fraser ?ott Autht)dty (Vf~PA)f d()lng b~~$iness <lS Port t-tetro Vancouver (PMV), and Stl~)porting 
docurnenta.t~on, as further described in the ErlVirot1mental Review D€Cision Statement. 

PursUi'lnt to the Port j\uthorlties operations Reguletlons under the Canada Marine Act, the 
Project is authorized to prm:ee.d proVided all of the conditions fisted be~ow are adhered to, 

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL: 

GENERAl, CONDITIONS 

L This Permit Is; cOlflrlltlonalon a valle tel)l,we flgr'e~ment with re:spect to the subject 
premises being In place;, NO CONSTRUCnON MAY COt-1t-fENCE IN THE ABSENCE OF II 
VALID TENURE AGREctvlENT. 

2, Inconsideration of the granting of thIS r>ermft by VFPA, the Propnnent ~grees to 
indemnify and save harmless VFPA against any and all flctJons, claims, loss, oamage:sor 
other expenses In Bny way Brlslng or following from or caused by the granting of thIS 
Perrnlt or any worksoontcrnplated bl" this ?ermlt, 

3, The Proponent shan at all times comply with and abkle by all applicable ,laws, 
alLlthori.zatlons, and regulatJons From time to time In force and effect, Indud!ng , wltllout 
limiting the generality of the foregoin!:h all directions established by VFPA from time to 
time (coliettlveiy,"Applrcable LaW") that apply to the approved works, Any reference 
bel'ol'\' tQ a specillc law! statute, by-llH'v! regu!atlon , order or pdlcyls for clarity onlY !md in 
no way limits the generality of the foregofng, 

4. The Proponent acknowledges that all plans and specifications have been prepared and 
nwlewed by qualified pi:'Ofcssionals working on Its behalf,and that VFPA !n no way 
endorses the deSign, safety, engineering, or construction .of authorized works. 

5, Details of any gQnltkant proposed changes to the Project .or relating to the application 
must be submitted to VFPA for consideration of an amendment to this Permit, f'iiote that 
changes to the Project that affect the assumptlons ul'lde,prflnlnQ the VfPA Reviewrnay 

THIS IS NOT A BUILDING PERMIT F>P 2.012-072 
Page 1 Pef } 1 
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resuit jn a requlrenlenCio"revlsinhat Rev:i';;~v"and;"'Hl;;tv31JdTty'':'oHFiePI\l;'miC;ii(rthat'_ .. _ .. ""~'"' 
revisions to environmental mtt!Q:ation measures described in the application may be 
deemed significant changes as referred to In ottler Conditions oHnis PemliL 

6, Development 511£1.11 be generally tn accordance with the app:lkation subm.itted by Jurgen 
Fnilnk;e, Director, engineering and Maintenance, on behalf of ~he proponent tm 31.me 1S 
2012, lndtldlng the attached 10 project drawings numbered 201.2:-072 (a) to (j), and 
tncluding the full !ist of submitted drawings and communltations referenced in the 
Em.i'iromnentai Revlev .. ' Decision StMement This approval does not apply to works other 
th,an those descdbed. 

7, VFPA reserves the right to l"eStind or revise the conditions Usted in thiS Pem1it at any 
time that new Information warranting this action becomes known to VFPA.. The Prnponent 
shall cDoperate fuHy with VFPA in respect Df any review by VFPA Qf the Proponent's 
compliance With these Conditions including, ",."ithout limitation, prov:ding any information 
or doctlrnentatfon required by VfPA, 

8. In addition to the C:ondltlr.ms listed In this approval, work shaH be carried out :in a manner 
ronsistent with the supporting documents proVided by the Proponent, and In compliance 
with appropri'ate Industry environmental codes of practice. Where those documents and 
codes of practice are in confnct with the O::mdltlons !lsted in this apprcNai, the Conditions 
In this approval shall have priority. VFPA should be consulted fur clarification when and if 
required. 

Prior to commencement of operations, the Proponent shah prepare and submlt, to the 
satisfaction of VFPA,6!1 Operationsr"1an6gement Plan that addresses coalloadlng 
operations, general housekeeping procedures .. and terminal Incident response! and water 
lise protOCOJS, including but not limited to the follOWing: 

• Stabilization or loaded ran cars and barge loads to ~imit fugitive dust from wind 
efl)slon) 

• Rail car dumper buildIng operationj 

• RemovaJ of remnant coal trom empty rail cars, and raH car wf~sh down 
proeed:ures; 

.. Barge and conveyor water sprHY practices and 'water m~nag{tment; 

• Barge loading and profiling, spee1flcaHy contro!Hng free drop height into toce:lving 
barge cargo holds by use of an atijt.1Stable chute (snot1i:el) ~pp<lratu$ and loading 
operation!> deslgmH;I to' mitigate fugitive dust during translt; and 

.. Procedur~$ relating to shut down of loading and towi'ng of barges during periods of I 
high wjn~s, 

The construction shall be monitored by an appropriately qualified erwlmm111'mtal frmnltor', II 

who shall be empowered in writing to direct constructlon to ensure compliance with t'hk, 
Permit. ro1onltorlng shall occur when the envlronmentar monitor deems It appropriate but 
in no case less than weekl'l'f and shaH be fLrli time when COfH:;trw:::tlon 15 under way that I 

.'--__ ..;;.h""a"'s-'p""o""t,DflUal to have adverse effects on fish or flsh habitat. ~"'W""_,~~"~~,,,,",,J 
P? 2(}12-Cn 
Page;£ Q,f 11 
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11. The envimmnenta! monitor shill! providm Environmental Monitoring RelJorts to Vff'A Oil a 
wf.:1f.:1kly basis or morefrequen!:ly If circumstances warrant In addition, ill Summal'{ Report 
for the entire environmental monitoring perio(i shall beron ... 'ardt~d to VFPA within six 
weeks of tile conclusion of constnJc~lon, \,IFPA retH!rves thlil night to rule on the ade<:IUElcy 
of the monitoring and the content of ti,e reports ano to require l'{ilvlslons to address any 
inadequacies, TIle Proponent shall providt~ copies of the EnlAn:mrnent<l'1 t'lkmltorlng Reports 
to or,her parties when and ilS dlrectl~<l by VfPA. 

12. The riparian areas {IT the watercourses within the Project area that drOlln dlredl:y and 
lndireetly Into the Fraser River are fish ha[}ltat and thus are protede<l under the Fisheries 
Act. Physical "'larks that may tiffed these areas shall be conducted In a manner tbat takes 
this into conSideration, and shalf be monitored by the envlr'(fnmentai rm:mltor. 

13. The Proponent shaH make this approvnl available- to all employees,. agents, contractu,s, 
lice,'1sees and invItees prior tocomrnenclnQ any physlca! activ!tles. TI1B Pmponent shall 
be solely responsible for ens~ll'lng that all such I'J:mployecs, ag~}nts, contrachm;, licensees 
and Invitees cornply with these Conditions, 

14. The Proponent shall make a copy of this approval t;!vail\'lble to {lgen\:s of any regu!t1tQr'f 
Buthortty (such as Fishery Officers) upon request;. 

VEGETATION AND WILDLIFE 

15. Except 85 descrIbed or referenced in the En'liro:nmenta! Review Decision Statementl there 
shall be flO disturbance to upland vegetatiOt1'Nithin 15 ma::res or any water body" All 
phys!ca! work carried out In the vicinity of the watercotJrses desc;ibed in the application 
documents shall be monitored by and In accordance wlthany advice provided by the 
e!!VlronmBntal monitor, 

16, E>tlstlng native rlpatian vegetation and native soli shall be retained where possible! and 
disturbance or dearing of vegetation shall blfl stag:ed emd strictly limited to mat required 
for Project limpl.emematlorL 

17. Where Project specifics permit, distl,lTbed areas shall be r~plal1te·d with appropriate native· 
sp,edes as soon as practical atter the dLsturbrmCl;'} occurs, in a manner that maximizes the 
likel)" succes:sof the plantings, 

UL The Migratory Blrds Convention Act and the British Cofumbia Wildlife Act prohibit the 
disruption or birds and their nests, Nest sean;:h surveys sholll be compietedby qualified 
professionals before the start of any dearIng activity to ensur(!: no active nests or nests Qr 
raptors or herons ,viII be affected by the proposed works. Vegotatlon dearing works 
st10ufd b<!llJvolded during the general bird breedln~J season (M~rch 15 to August 15) 
where practlc{lL 

FISH AND WILDLIFE HABITAT 

19, The Proponent shall not! directly or lndlr€,ctly: (!) depos1t or permit the deposit of a 
deleterious substance or any type in water frequented by tlsh In >~ mar1ner contrary to 
Section 36(3) of the Fisheries Act; or (ii) adversely affect fish or fIsh habitat in a manner 
contrary to Section 35(1) of the nsf/eries Act. 

, 20. '\,yater spray Intended to \'let down cO<ii load~d on barges for dust control Shall 00 tested 
I to confirm that ove.spray entering the aquatk environment does not contain detectable 
L __ ,~~_.r~~f!Lqig'!L~1JIQn!!SlL;t,tsll!£LIJ.fl~L':IY9IJ"ft~~J1~Y..tln~~f!~JQ,rnQflltorlng....§:gui prr~n,t ( any ov~ersJ2r.~L 
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shall t.'Iii tt:lstE!d, not the receivIng Fraser RiVet). These spray systems shall be tested for 
this cr.;.nditkm prlo; tQcomm1;!l'1ceme:nt of op~lrations, and the [e-st resuits shaH be ind~lI::je{j 
in the Envlronmentrll Monitoring Reports speelried elsewhere In this approval. 

Piles shall be driven wlt!'l a vibratory or drop hamm~r where possible. Where a d'esel,. 
hydrauliC or other a!:;'Ce!erated Impact i1<lmm~w Is required to Ins-taH pipe plies gre.ater than 
300 mm in dlan'letet', tllat Installation shall be monitored with hydroi>hr.)nes to ensure that 
peak ovettwe:ssures In the water tio not exceed 30 kiioPascals at distances greater than 
one [netre (1 m) from the pHe, Bubb!e curt('lins or other proven mitl9aHon 
equlpmentJte<:hnolo'ijleS shull be available for deployment as required, "rhe !'roponent 
shall consult W!th VFPA for additional advice <mci conditions 1(1 tbe event It v'Ilshes to use 
other tecnno'log!es {e.g., drl1!!ng) to install UI~ plies. 

The work shari be halted Immediately If dlstres,s.ad, Injured or deud fish are observed 
following tile In!tiation of pile driving, and appropriat<i experts and VFP,A shall be 
consulted before the works are restarted. 

Exposed hollow pipe pHes that aie left: unattended (tempo,,,ut!y or otherwls.e) shall be 
covered or capped to prevent wildlife entrapment, The envtrQ(1rmmtai rnonltor shall 
provide written c(tnfirmatiotl In fnQnltoiins reports that this condil1(ln has been adhere(1 
to, 

Sediments contained withIn the pl!€lS atterinsta!.!atlon ShOll! bo loft In Il'lac~, If those 
sedIments must bl! ramov<'ld, such",s to facilitate fll!J1l9 with C(Hlcrot€', appropriate experts 
3nd VFPA shall be consulted for appropriate advice regarding the mltlgatlon of potentia! 
adver~H:t effl)d:s before the wOl"ks are initiated. 

BarU0S c{" other vessels used dtrtltl\i eoo5truetkm sMlIlibt be permitted tc grouf1d on the 
foreshore or river bed or otherwise disturb the foreshore or river bed (e,g" dlsturbanc%i as 
,I result of vessel propeller 'wash). Appropriate use of s~)ucls to secure barges is 
acc~ptable, 

AU app1icBhle !Ggislatlon, guldolines, and bGst man.!lgern~nt prqctlces shaH be followed 
with respect to the appllc(ltlon of woo(1 preservatlvt;ls ?lml any ottler paInts or coatllngs, 
\IV here pra.ctl c..ab!e tl mher preservatives are to L\iil tipplied u I~and I n the dry prior to 
installation to anow the preservative to comp!etely absorb .and prevent leaching jnto the 
aquatic environment A rnlnlrmml of 45 days or cotrwI13t100 with wooo treatmf)nt Industry 
Best Management PmctlcEls (BMPS) IS generaily requ!'red to satisfy thiS crlterlol'), This 
Condition .applr.es to inItial mustractlon and tf.) subsequent maintenance, The· F'roponent 
may Wish to refer to the Fisheries and Oceans canada GLildeHMS to Protect Ash and fIsh 
Habitat from Treated Vii'ood Used In Aquatic Environments ftl the f<Juflc Region (HuttOh, 
j(,E, and SiC. Samls" ;£000. Can. Tech, Rep. Fish, Aquat, SCi, 2314: vi + 34 p) for 
,information concerning the St-iPs, 

The PrtJptment shall containanydebns and waste materi<lls resulting frorn the .Proj~ct 11'1 
the immediate working area arid recvver sud! debris and waste material as SOOi! as 
possible, The Proponent shaH remove any submerged debris and waste materiat by means 
ofa dlver or other florHntrllslve method, The Proponent shall not tiSe a grappling hook or 
clamshell bucket to recover submerged debrls or waste material unless suth use Is 
reviewed and approved by VfPA. 

The flsheries and Oooans Ccmatj(l, Conser\"ation and Protection Field Superv'L'>or for Fnlser 
VaUey West In Langley, British Columbia Is to tle advised at least two (2) do'iys in advance 
of lhe start of the !fl"W<1ter physical' work$ (telephone: 604 607 4150; fax: 604 607 
4199 • VFPAsnYll'21JJ:1l!f'!l!J11 ~~ro'~llljHaroo\.Jr Master shall be C::.9ple::;.:d:...o.::.;. n..;.....::th.:.;,.i5::... ___ .3 
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notlrrcat!on (En"¢[ronm'en'tatpfograms@portrnetrovanco:uver~corn and »»'»~">"",.,." .. 

Hatboui'_.fvlaster@portmetrovancouver,cDm),. The physical works may Mt be InItiated 
before the expiry or the notice period, 

CONCRETE AND CE~1ENTITIOUS HATERIALS 

29, f"roject works Invoh/lng the use of cOhcrete, cement, mortars and other Portland cement 
or Hrne containing construt.:tion materials shall be conducted so a5 to enslll1'l that 
sediments., deol;s, concrete (cured or uncured), and concrete fines are not deposited into 
the <lquatlc efl\llronment, eIther directly or Indirectly, Water that has cOfJtacted uncured or 
partly cLlred concrete or Portland cement or Hme containing construction materials, such 
as the water that may be used for exposed aggregate wash-off, wet curing, equipment 
and truck washing, etc. shan not be permitted to enter ttK! aquatlc environment. VFPA 
shail De consulted In advance for further t'€V!Ii)W and authoriZation Where thcli!re cis no 
adteThatJve to permitting the release of such water. ContaInment facilities shall he 
proVided at the site for tnew<lsh-down 'lA91ter from concrete del!v()r~( trucks,. ooncr(!te 
pumping €.qulpment, and other tools and etlulprnent as re<julred. 

SPILL PREVENTION AND CONTINGENCY 

30. Prior to c£)rnmenclng any phvslcal actiVities, the Proponent shan establish a Spill 
Prevention, Containment and dean-up plan for hydrocarbon products (inducing fue'!, oil 
find hydraulic llLi1d) clndany other deleterious substances that may be used aT present 
during the c:omi;[ructfOfl phase of the Project that uses standards, practkes, metflods alld 
procedures to a good commercial standard, conforms to Applicable Law and uses that 
degree of skll1 and carel diligence, prudence and foresight which wautd reasonably and 
ordinarHv be expected from a qualified, skHled and experienced person engaged In a 
similar type Qf undertaking undier the same or shnllar c1rcuT'r1stances. The Propollent shan 
fmSlJre th<lt appropriate spill contalmnent and clean"'up suppiles are available on site at all 
tlm<0s <'mel that all pfht$()hnel wondfig on the. Project are famHlar 'Mth the spill prevention, 
cOl1tah'lment ;:;l!1tJ clean-up plan, Incitient ,espoooo shall be prol'npt and ,appropFlate if) 
accordance 'I'vlth the response plans and the circumstances. (N{)te that other conditions 
ref(1f to InCident response during the Qperatrons phase.) 

31. Working e'qulpmcnt shall be rflspccted regul2wly tQenSUfC that it Is In 90,:)0 m(!lchanlcal 
condition and fr·ee from visible Q:vldence of fuel, 011, coolant, solVt~nt and hydraulic leaks. 
Equlplnent thE,t is found to be other than in good condition shalt b~ removed from 'the job 
site Immedlal~ly. 

32, Constructloo equIpment shall be equipped with oosJlyaocE!ssfDle spill kits, and operators 
shall know 11Q"" and when to use ~IH!!tn" 

33.. Fuelilng or maintenance shaH not be carried out within 3.0 mfbtl'l'$ of the banks of water 
CQursces or surface water oodles .. orin areas where there Is potential for njn~off and 
spilled substances to reach v.'ater courses or surface water bodies. Fuef and other 
hydrotarbnns shall nc,t 00 stored in such arl;1(lS, temporarily or oth.erwise. 

34. Smull portable equipment such as gen(wators or air compressors shalf be used in 
accordance with best el1v1ronmffl)tal pr.act.ice, Including the use of drip trays when 
IfIppifopriate. 

I SEDIMENT AND EROSION CONTROL 

135. 
I 

Any soils excavated from the site during the proposed works must be handled tn a 
mann., r th at prevents th air rei ea5~,.ifl.t.~5m agu<lli.cEti1yl rQ.r:!m~f,)~L~I~tt~t3;!Lre,-"·::)!·ct,,,,!y.<-:::o"",r ____ -' 
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r"·---,..-.,,----,----:-:------::-:---j ijndiroctlyas silt in stotm runoff. 

136. Steps shall bQ takQn to ensun,~ that sediment, sedlmenHaden waters and other 
potentially defeterious sulx;;t!l!1ces do not enter watercourses during !mp,lernenta{iOn of 
the Project. I 

37, Notwithstanding the foregoing condition concerning the release of sedjments, steps shall 
be taken to ehsure that suspended sediments i,n foreshQre and ne~r-shore areas and 
induced turbidlt'r'of local waters attrlbutabfe to the proposed works do notexcee<l the 
following water q{.lallt~1 criteria: 

• When reference bacKgrow1d is less: than or eql!al to 50 nepliefortl!~trlc turbidIty 
units (NTU) Oir 100 milligrams p<!r i1tre (m,glL) t)(m"filtfi!r.u.blfi! r.(',Sidut1 (N!FR), 
Induced turbidity must not o.?'d:c~ed :; NTU ot' lO mg/L NFR ~bo\te the backgrrnJTld 
values; 

• When reference background Is greater than 50 NTU or 100 mg/L NFR, Inducoo 
turbidity must not e:wceed tile b~H;;Kgn:H,md values by more than 10% of the 
background vl'llue; and 

• Rer·erence background is tne lever at a representative nearby reference site that Is 
not or will not be afft:t;!:ed by the proposced worKS In MY way. 

38, EX>i:ilvation dewat!iJr[ng ml;fthods and mitJgatlotls shall ~ as described In thli1 Excavation 
I'lno DeWatering Managern~nt Plan submitted by thli1 Pi'oporle,nt oOn ltme 1, 2014, Tht'l 
Environmental til!Oflltorlng Reports shall confirm that: tM tix~av~tj(m ~nd Pewi'ltertrl'f/ 
t<tanagernent Plan methods are providing effective liliUgation of potential adverse 
t'!otTliimnmentaJ effects· <lsso<:i<:lted With excillvation <IewaterJng, 

OPERATIONAL WATER QUALITY 

39, There shall 00 no discharge of effluents of any type from this site to land or water within 
\tFPA jurisdiction, eftherdirectly or Indirectly as by storm sewer Of other draInage system, 
un!es:; explIcitly authorized by VFPA, A pcnnttted disch,H'ege to sanItary sewer would meet 
this condioon, Any other proposed wat(!f disposal method must be reviewed and 
authorized by VFPA prior to constnJctlon of thlil w(,!ter treatment system. 

40. Vv\ater use on the terminal snail be generally as described 111 the Water Management Plan 
dated August 2'014, and as fmtherdetailed jn the Opemtio1lis Management Plan. 

SOIL AND GROUNDWATER QUALITY 

41. .Any s:oils excavated from the site that !'lire not suitable fot" backfl!! must be. disposed of at 
appropriate off-site facilities in accol-dllnoe with Applici'lble Law, Suspect matenals shO'uld 
be treated as contaminated or tl,ey shoul,d be stoCkpiled until their environmental quality 
has been cetermln 00 , Duration of stQckpiHng on sfte shelll not exceed 60 days unless 
authotized o'i VFPA, Stockpiles shali be cQI\lcred to prevent dispersal by rain, surfa<:e 
flowing storm W<lt~r or wlncL 

42, !>taterials hrought ontO' the propert'~' for Use as backfill Or for site preparatlOt1 must Oft 
from sources demonstrated to be dean and free of envlrlJntneht6l! contamlnation, 

AIR QUALITY 

fllr,~m!l2l!?~Ji$S{)clated with ~he Project shaH be managed to avoid adverse 

PP 2012-(172 
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r-"'" """l1ealth 'and safety effects and prevenElmpacti"to' regtonalandl acal' aTrqua1ft:v';'In'thls 

1 

regard, the Proponent shall prepare and SUbmit, to the sat[5/'actlon of PMV, an A'fi,r Qualily 
Management Plan (AQMP). The Proponent shall fuUy Implement the AQMP prjor to the 

.,1

11 

commencement of operations. The plan shall include, but not be limlted to the followlng 
components: 

• ~1aMgement PI'clfi Scope - outllnlrl9 the j;jEmerai approach, objectives, Intent, and 
respon sibllitl es; 

~ Emission Site Inventory- characterization of site arid activities; 

• Impact Assessment -ldel1tifyin,g Issues of conceini SOU ices, and receptors; 

.. t'1Itlgtlt!on ~1em,ures • Identlflcatjon of operational plans, COlnplalnt marmgement, 
stMdilr<l operating, procedures fttld policies; 

• t¥1onltorlng :Methodology ~ d~t<i1j!lng the tvpecS Qf tlleJnltorlng, equlprrnllnt, locations, 
and methods; 

Reporting - detailing data management, report types, corntent and frequency, 

44, All air quality data gatherad through the AQt'4P shan be compared to the expected \fabJes 
d~s'Crlb€:d fn the Lovalton AIr Quality Asses:;;l'l'lent (AQA) report underpinning the SNG 
Laval In HUtll'i<i1fl Hearth Risk Ass~ssrnent (HHM), and thJ!l results of the comparison 
reported to PI'1\'. PMV will be cOMsu!teti ,ifld advised of the humtm hC3alth risk impUtations 
in the event that the monitoring data suggest that air qualitjl effects are '>'torse than 
expected In the AQA. p~W Will review the Gtlt8 and, If appropriate .. wm require that tlje 
HHP.A be updated to Incorporate the results. r~{)te that If such an update suggests that 
slgrMlcant human health risk eXists, PMV would require that the project be rev!s{!d 
approprlately to mitigate that risk. 

45. Prior to cornmenoement of (lperatIQt1s, fSD is required to obtain tile appropriate approvals 
For and complete ttu~ upgrades to the agricultural products air hlilndHng equipment 
Identified I n the AQA. 

46. DUflng the oonstrudlcm phase of the Project, the Proponent shall mBke roasonableefforts 
to enslIre that heavy duty diesel pOYlrered rcmd !icenood vellldes are mode! year 2:007 or 
newer, 

47, During the oonstru ction phase of the Project, the Proponent shat! make reason able efforts 
to ,~m$UN that dlesel pOWll1!ftld nQn~r'Oad or off~road equipment is Tier :3 or better, 

48. Du,lng the construction 1'11<11000% thE.' Proji1.\e\', dllst control rneaSurl:iS shall bo implemented 
as required and inmxordance WIth the Et!I,1ronrnenta! Mi1f1agement Plan, lndudlng but 
not !imltea to the fol!hywlng: 

• Soli stockpiles shari be covered or shlel'ded from wind as necessary ot- stahll1t.ed 
WIth wat.er or other dust control measures; 

• There shall be no v:islble dust or vehicle trcH::k-out beyond the haase boundary; 

.. Wheel washing facilities shall be established where appropriate; 

L-____ .~..::.V..:::ehjde.?"J;::L~~d to,"~rgtl];§!:I2!j:J),~'LloLfiJ)~"m?,lk~rf1:1!ls sh()Mit;! be c~:::::\fc:::e::...:re~o::.i';''--____ ---' 
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.. Paved 5och0r1S subject to dust iilccumulatioos should !:re cleaned/wetted on a 
re:gular b,;JiSIS; anci 

~ Unpaved sections shQUld be wetted ana regular basis, 

49. Vehicle and equipment ld!lng stlall b~ llfllited to tl"le greatest 'Practical and safe extent, 

SQ, Where the option 1$ avallabh:;,/ the newest tugs shaH be utllfzed ouring p.arge positioning 
and mov~ment to limit exposure to Nitrogen Oxkles (NOx) Md 1)lesel Particull'lte f'<1atter 
from engine exhEIlist, 

51. VfPA reser-res the right to impose additlQnal comJitions In the future in the event that It 
becomes apparent to VFPA that ttl;:> is nec~$ary with regard to managing emlssrons to air 
associated with the terminal fad!rty. 

LIGHTING 

52, The Proponent shailitake all appmpliate steps to prevent adverse off-site !1ghting impacts 
on wildlife, aquatic lire, and the surrounding community. Sum steps shall indude the uSe 
or best available technology to mitigate light spillage and documentation of the 
imp!ementatlon gnd effectiveness ofthl?..5e practices to' the satisfaction ofVPPA. The 
Propon~nt $112111 00 respon!;>:lve to nght ooncern:f> rai:;;ed by VFPA during construction and 
op~ratlons. 

53, Appropriate steps 5<11·311 be taken to prevent adverSiS noise impacts on wildlife am:! the 
surrounding c6mmunlty, In the event thai: it becomes apparent to VFPA that additional 
ITleasures are IHH;mssary 'l'VI,ttl r~gard to managing noise, VFPA may reqUire that the 
Proponent prepare and subn'ift a Noise Management Plan, to the satisfaction of VfPA, The 
Proponent shall be responslvfI; to not::;.e·t'olated Issues identified by regulators and VFPA 
duMng construction and operations. 

DEBRIS AND WASTE f"lATERI,A,lS 

54, Construction wastes shaW be reused or re<;ycled where practical and as appropriate. 

Iss. 

I 
The Proponent shaH ensure that debris and waste material resulting fmm the Project are 
contained, collected, a.nd disposed of at appropriate upland locations in a manner .that 
\)ses standards, practk';es, me.thods and procedures to a good commercial standard, 
c:oHfomlS to Applicable La'N and lI!HllS that degree of skllf and care, diligence, prudence 
and foresight which would reasonably and ordinarily be f;lxpectedfrom a qualified, skilled 
and experienced person et1ga{led in a similar type oJ undertaking under the same or 
slrn!lar circumst<1m:es, 

56, The Proponent 'is responSible for locatrng .aU eXisting site servIces and utilities lnc/uding 
ClFlY located ILlfldergrDLrna and the Proponent shaH ensure that these services and utilltles 
are protected during construction, and operation of the Project. The Proponent Is 
responsible to employ best practices and meet <lppllcabre rode requirements with respect 
to protection or exl.sting site services and c[eati1lnee betw~n e'xlstlng and proposed site 
services, and shall refa.cate any affected uUlitles. The Proponent Is respo!)slble for repair-
01' It\! lacement of any damage to existing site serYJS;~.~ ... ~n$l .. L~lU.j.\i~to the satisfacti9.D of . 

PP 2012-012 
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59. 

60. 

62. 

63, 

VFM, th<lt result from cOhstruction 1Wld operatiM of the Project. 

Prior to commencement of oonstrw::t!O«1, ttlf:'! Proponent shaH submit signed and scaled 
drawings for proposed works approved ror eonstrudi~1 by a profess!onal engineer 
flcElnsed to practice In the Province of British Columbia fortlle prop{}sed on <,u'id off *site 
worxs, to the satisfactro(1 of VFPA. 

The Proponet)t ShJiU observe the COf:!li rJ{~n$fer Facility Ffre Safety PI<Y11 d'1ited September 
2012 and update as necessar'y' prior' toeonstrllcUon Elnd from time 00 time as necessary 
ou!"1 ng OPfllf~tk)ns, t{) the satlsfactionf>f VFPA. 

The Proponent shaH provide a $l!Jparate set of i'ftii'l)ulltdrawlngs <lnd plans In AutoCAO <Elnd 
Adobe (PDF) fOlTnat detallJrv,;1 the improvl.trnents made to off-site amas, wlthln 60 days or 
completion of off-site works, 

Prior to commencement of {;(H~$tructlonl the Pt'l}p{)nent shall submrt canflrrnatlon from its 
structural engineer that the loading and surfa.ce wear resulting from the barge loader wJ[! 

not caus!;! ovtirstress, dam{lge, or deterlor<ltlon of the dotk Stt'lj ctvre (I,il):. eXOf.!!lslve 
d~!lectlotls, cracking, water Iri9reSS, etc"), 

Tile Proponent shall not use ground anchors that are abandoned In place wlthout separate 
written authoriZation from VFPA. 

Prior to COflltTl€nCement of constructIon, the Proponent shall submit written confirmation 
that the proposed connection of the parge winch falrleads to tile existing dock shall not 
negatlve!y !rnpar.'\: tile exh,tlng tensiOfli;d dock along the barge bert115, 

The Proponent shall o:mductand submlt a pliQto9raphic Inventory of the asphalt area to 
the south of the proposed c!qmper bullidlng; and an Instrumented survey of the building 
fOLindations of the aekaert C~nada b~jq(jlngIDcatifld adJacent to the dumpe!" building, prior 
to commencement of eonst:ruction and w'lthin gO days of the completion of construction, 
to the satisfaction of VfM. 

TRANSPORTATION 

64, Prior to commencement of COflstructlon, the Prop<ment shall submit a detaIled deSign, 
Including electrical ccrmectlons, for tile two proposed ra'il croos]ngs of Robson Road, 
demonstrating cornpflancewitf1(:t.frrent Transport Canada standards, ~o the satisfaction of 
VFPA, 

65, Prier to commencement or o!}eratlofls, the Proponent sha!1 constrllct an alternate 
~H~m,<ment access routl\'i for tile Bekacrt Cana.da Site! t1;) the satisfaction of VfPA. 

6EL The Proponent shafl completely remove the Data Audit Industries truck scale by the 
cono1uslon of rC<r;lC CQt1stTUCtlOf'l, lndudlng foundations and assoclated utilities, shall make 
g,ood the work area, and shall rnatch exlstin g grades, to th e s·a:tlsfactijon of VfPA. 

~lARINE OPERATIONS 

67., Prior to commencement oT operations, the proporient shaH prOVIde a written submission 
cOr'lfirming that the risk redi..fcticlh< I'1H!:)asures ()utrlned it~ the Risk A.ss(!ssnlt'~nt Study for 
Coal Barge Operation dated September 26, 2012 v,till be 'lmpiernenteo during operations 
over the life oHne Project, 

L§!I:!_ .. _.Ib!=:.!'.t:IJj':l!?n~tit~h~!ILf!l~int~l!l5!.,,~J,lrr.~.t)l?.b!:1lL~~l~.QJJ~I£J:Yjan. on behalf of !:he bar:ge 
PP :lou-on 
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71. 

The Proponent shan develop and submit a Sediment Monltot'ing Plan specific to the coal 
types· (and their associated organic, metaIHc, IiInd metallok1 components) handled at the 
terminal for the river bottom MI.'!!' th~ berth race, to the satisfactrOll of \IF?f\. 

In the event of a product spiillnto trle Fraser Riverl the Proponent will be required to 
submit a Clean-up Plan to the satisfaction of the VfPA Harbour r-~aster. Should VFPA 
determine that the submitted plan dO~$ not sUffichmt!y address the carrier's 
responsibiHtles, V FPA, reserv'es thl;) tight to hire a contl'f~ct{)r to remove the spi'lfec rnaterlai 
st the expense of the Proponent. 

VFPA reserves the right to rmplementoperatlonal cl'lterla on the Fraser River that may 
prioritize traffic on an as-needed basis at iii future' date, 

cmllsTRucnOF'oJ - GEr~ERAL 

73, 

174 , 

1 

75. 

75, 

77. 

78, 

,79. 
j 

so. 

Prior to commelm:ement or construction, a tenure arran9'ement to permit off-site works 
must be Ir! pLace. 

Prtor to applicattoii for a Building Permit, the Proponent shall submit <In updated Fire Code 
Report from a Fire Protection Engln,eer demonstrating that the proposed racilit), will be 
adequately protected from the risks of fire, and shaH work wim the City of SutTey Are 
Department to th!s same end, to the satisfactIon of VFPA, 

Prior to commencement of construction, the Proponent shaH submit signed and sealed 
draw:lngs sl1d profe.<;sloI'H:llletters or assurance approved for construction by a professional 
engineer 11c.-ensed to practice in the Province of Sritksh Columblra l and shaH ob.tain it VFPA 
BuHding Permit 

Prh:w Ito commencement of constmctlon the Proponent shall prepare and Implement an 
a.rchaeological Chance find Procedure as guidance during exuwationactlvitfes. In the 
event that suspected archaeoiogical materia!s are encountered dwing 'Project 
constn;ct:~on, the Proponent shall Immediately Ce[)Se construction actlvltles that may 
disturb the potential materi'als fmd notify VfPA. 

The Proponent shall adhere to the COnstl1Jctlon Communications Plan dated August 20141 

to the satisfaction ofVFPA 

The Proponent shall provide VFPA with an updated ctlnstrLlctlon schedule prior to 
comrnencement of an.." works, and shall proVide VFPA with regular updates of the 
s<:hedul~ througti{)ut til!;! duration of cot]str!)ction, 

AU noise levels resulting from cDnstructlon activities shall be in keeping 'with standards of 
the CII.'lI' of Surrey Noise Control By-law No .. 7044, and Corporation of Delta Noise Control 
By-Law No, 1905, and the City of New Westminster Noise 8yli'!lw No, 6520, whicheve,ls 
most restrictive, unless prior written consent from VH'A tHiS been obtai Md. 

The Proponent may place temporary oonstruct1on trailers on site whll'e this permit remains 
In eFFect, provided that the PrDponent shall f1(vt COfmElct such trall;t}r5 to an.." underground 
utWtles without the prior written consent of Vi=f>A which may include" wIU){)ut limitation 
and at VFPA's discretion, a VfPA Building Permit 

The Proponent shaH pro'llde as"buHt drawings and plans .. in both AutoCP.D and Advbe 
PDF format, within 60 __ 9.EY! otc.{)rnQt[~1.911~f tl.~L,I..L1~"'-,_"_~ ___________ j 
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The approved work:s must commence by ,D,.ugust:n, 2015 (the "Commencement Date") 
and be compl€,te no later than August 31, 2016 (the ~CompleUo'n Oate")"Por an extension 
to the Commencement Date, the Proponent must apply to VFPA in writing no later than 
3:0 days roHowlng that date. For an extension to the Completion Date, the Proponent must 
apply in writing to VFPA no later than 30 days prior to that date. FaHure to apply for all 
extension as requ I red may, at the sole discretion of VFPA" r·esult in termination or 
modiftcations to tllis appra\"si. 

Robin Slhll\!!st;t;!;t' 
PresIdent and Chief Executive Officer 

pp 2012.,0'72 
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Attachment 2 

Fraser Surrey Docks Limited ?rtn~"'hlp - Dlroct Trans!er Coal Facility MItigation Summary Tabl." Final 

i{"M Category" wm.M!~Il!tion Strategy Oescrlptioo' ".,''',. "",mWWW~~m.' 'm_'_--W~a~'~,::~-::=:::~::"~'-""-
Construction on ,tile F .. c,,,lI,,IILy __ ---c~__c___cc-_,__.,_,_-:__ 
(a) Oust Prior 10 Ihe start of construction:ii"'basefine level" particulate All consfiiicllOii';;CiiV1iiesanct';;o;;Uacij'jiY: 

matter, dust fall and nitrogen dioxide monitoring program will be activity 
Implemented to quantify lh. pre-projec\ levels. This will provide a 
camparativ!) reference for luture monitoring. Two monitoring 
stations with Met One E· Samplers Md dust fall canisters would 
be installed at least six months prior 10 construction and take 
cOl1tinual samples over that period. A meteorolO>lical monitoriOj] 
statlon would measure wind speed, wind directlon, rainfall, 
tempetature and relallve humidity, Nitrogen dioxide would be 
tested using" hand held monitor QI1 a monthly basis, Current 
particulate matter concentrations can be analyzed by 1/~nd speed 

"'ib) Noise o· o.m ••• __ ,~",,, •• _ ~~~)~~gR%~~~I~~~~ ;;~fg~~ p~::I~t~:"~~~~oo AM anir10"":O"'O::-----cAc:ItC'''''-nstruetion activijies·-,m .. - .. ,· .. __ ..... M .. _'_ 

PM in accordance with Ctty of Surrey noise bylaws and in order to 
______ ",,,,,.w .. __ •• m .w ..... mlnimif.'1,n9..i~e during .t.J:t",~lght: ... TI1~rft,)YVLbe no work Sundays. 

(el Noise Pito driVing, which Is expected 10 be the largest somee of noIse, is 
expected to last no longer than two weeks, This activity wil! 
adhere to 1110 City of Surray Bylaws with respect to timing, These 
byls,,,,. require Ihat ' .... ork Is conducted between 7:00 AM and 
10:00 PM, Monday to Saturday, Most wor\( Is expected to occur 

, __ E:~Yi?~l)l1~I,lQ,i\M and 6;00 PM, MondaY!~f(ltlf!YL~'o.,"OO ___ ",======::-iC=== __ _ 
A vibratory pile ddving process will be used, rather than a A total of 12 piles are \0 be installed. 

(9) Dtist ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, .. ,, __ ,,,,,, ""'_w ~~fii~!!iii~~~~!'I~~~~i~~hO:::~h;;Unh. con.Trl;;;ii;;;;period -AirquaiiiY'W'iilbe-monito;;;;r whe",wau;''C 
and during operations via two Met One E·Sampler air quaHty emtsslons from construction activities will 
monlloring stations sampling partlculale matter. If particulate be most prevalent 
maltar monitoring data exceeds air quality objectives Or baseline 
levelS, Inan the ofigin or source at the emissions will ne 
investigated and documented, Tho calise and potential reasons 
will be determined and cQrrective ,"otion wlll be taken to ensure 
ambient air quality is below air quality objectives or baseline 

--_ .. "' .. _---- .~~~!EY~!s" ________ _ 
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Fraser Surrey Docks Umll<>d Partnership - Direct Ttansfer Coal FacUlty Mitigation Summary Tabro - Final 

=r'=: .......... 5}J!i~~._··:::·:·:::::::-.... ,,-.. ::_-_-_-.. ~ 
(I) Dust 

M.ms.non §ir!1~9yJ~~~£ii£!To;; .............. _=:-.:~:.~-=:;;;;;ii~i~:~ppiT~~~i~~·___==-_. 
Contractors will be required to employ the following mitigation Ourlng entire construction phase 
practices during construction: 

Grading of the construction sile in phases, to coincide 
with actual construction I n each specific area 
Commencing linear construction at the location that is 
upwind from the prevailing wind direction 
Using wind fencing in construction areas that are 
frequently subjected to high winds (will be evaluated once 
construction commences) 
As necessary during the construction process, Use water 
spray to control dust on access (oads, lay.down areas, 
work areas and disposal areas 
Minimizing drop heights when transferring material (such 
as when j(,aciing soil onto haul trucks) 
large portions of the construction site where possihle will 
be fenced in to eliminate non..essen!ial traffic and dust 

_____ -.,.---c--!p"'r-"oPEa?'g~a=tion, •• m._m~m.-;--.,....,.:-.--c<-,.---,--,,--o.--'----:--"'-"""_'_'"" ______ _ 
No significant impacts are expected, Catch basin protection wlll In ground construction work nea, shed 1; 

(h) Lighting 

"'(1) Traffic 

Page 2 of 11 

be instelled prior to construction in the Shed 1 working ar"as, insl<ililation of tl1(; receiving pH and tunnel, 
Excavation discharge will be directed to in-ground pits $pec1fically water settlement pond and support 
created to manage lurbid excavatioDw]!\I1!!h.. Columns for the conveyors 
Existing overhead Terminallignting [Qf the (ac"ili:CtyC"'i'sC:e'"'xp""eC":ct"oC":ci"t"'o--'iA"'Il"'c'Co=-os"'tr:"u"'c"tio"'n'-a"'c""li"'yrr"'i"'es"-, "-----­
be adequate for the conslruction of the proposed facilily. 
Howevor, if any addITional Ughtlng is required for any excessively 
dark days or confined worK, Ilghting will be directed away from 
residential areas, 

"'-"""All construction (raffic will accesslegress the terminai"iifii;U:-----··-· All cOnstruction actMtle$ within the 
arranged times to aveil! concerns with regular traffic patterns to terminal. Rail construction activities, 
and from the termiM\. Construction impacting regular and public partlcularly the tail crossing on RobslJn 
traffic routes will be performed during off peak times with lull Road and Elevator Road, l3ekaert access 
flagging, Notifications will be postGd one week in advance and reconstruction. 
sont to all surrounding propertk,s detailing limes and impacts of 
proposed construc!iQ!!YY2.!i<.£!u~1'!li.!,:nd public traffic ro.l,le,,,s,-, _____ . ___ "._~~ .. __ . __ .............. w ............... ___ ....... ,., 
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Fraser Surrey Docks L1mlt.d Partnorohlp - Direct Transt.r Coal Facility Mitigation Summary Table· Final 

... ~!!!!I9,?ry:.:--;;=7'::C::-' 
Ul Riparian Planting 

Mi!!llation Strategy Oescrlpllon~w~. m·--------===~appif;;ibf;~"-~·--~--­
Plantings will be undertaken in Ihe Shadow Brook area. to mitigate Shadow Brook Channel, green coded ditch 
too loss of riparian vegetation east of Elevator Road and Rail Yard work. 

Th" current d".i9n does not impact the Shadow Brook area. Tile 
current desig" of th" rail loop/flekaer!'s relocated 3.c.cess and 
proposed raU worKs within the rail holding yard potentially impacts 
green and possibly yallow coded ditches. Due to these impacts, it 
was proposed to mitigate by way of enhancing 1,206 m' in the 
Shadow Brook and area WiUl approximately 1 ,2{)6 native plant 
species, 

ihe species planted will be appropriate native species, 

Riparian planting wilt be undertaken in Ihe fall to maximize 
survival. 

Questiom.7'concerns or enqoirtos during construction ca,l be 
directed to Public Affairs; 

604-581·2233 (24x7) 
604-582-2244 (M·F) 
Communily@fsd.bc.ca 

-To be compliant wiih-theTi'NSfioaifiilgi~qujfeinen:is:alT .,." ..... , ........ ·················CO;.;'iiraiJ;siiiiiiinsiibetweeiiihe-w 

customers will be required to contractually commit to: ; origin mines and FSD 
Coal trains in the PARY, pre 

Applying a veneer suppressant at mines pre departure unloading 
(binds 100 surface particles together to PfOvlde a Coal trains on the FSD terminal, 
membrane that is ,esislanl to dust lift off) pre unloading 
Profiling coal loads In atcordanoo WITh the BNSF loading 
template 
Removing eXcess coal on wB,pn sills by using a car sill 

___ ............ " ............. __ ............. _____ ....... ___ , ............. _ .. bL~~~ ...... ____ ....... ____ .~ .. _~ 
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Frase, Surrey Doeks Limited Partnership. Direct T",,,.fer Coal Facility Mltig.tkm Summary Table· Final 

II --",-~~c;Ea'F~9.9!y.,, __ 
(b) Dust 

(0) Spills 

""""-"-~~MTiigatioil strtttegY1?!§£I~"p"ti",o,,:i·":-:=:-:=-:-c-:;===;c:-~_-;w~~:~~~p.p.Jt~a~b;cl",&:-:_"'c:""-,~·-,··;-··.,.·'.,."'",""'-,.,.-;;-=_ 
The sides and bottom of the empty cars Will be automatically for all empty ran cars upon departure from 
sprayed to remove eny remaining coal after leaving dumper pit the unloadIng shed. 
shed endosure at a defined \vssh car station. The spray device is 
configured in an arch shape up either side and acrO$$ the bottom 
with nozzles at specific inte"""ls to ensure lull coverage. The 
spray device is automatically triggered from a sensor in the track 
that recogniJ:as movement Qf the railcar. All water collected from 
car washing will be automatically pumped to the water 
treatment/setlling pond for proper handling, recycling andlor 

..'!j.ffi.'1.~!!Lw.w .. w __ w .................... __ .......................... ,~w_w __ 'w .. w .. "'''''''"(''"'_.......,,,,......,,._.....,..-,..-_.---,-,-_____ _ 
Cars will be shunted through the bottom dump receiving pit via an All ra!! cars 10 be unloaded 
electrle positioner (an indexer). which is quieter than a locomotive, 
A positioner is quieter as it eliminates the freClUent stopping and 
starting Ihat recUls with a locomotive. Use of the positioner 
eliminates the reourring compa.;tion and retraction of rail car 
couplings and a$sQ!'1~1~!UWise. 
The on dock rail has been de"'s'7ig'-n-.e-d>;t-.o·h-.a-v-e·tlJ--r-.n7in--g-a .... n-g·le .... s-.n-.o~·"~~cu';;:;esonlhe proposed rail unloadIng 
greater than 12.5 degrees in order to reduce noise. ij unexpected loop. 
squealln!} noise does occur at certain points, fSD will instali track 

.. _____ .. __ lubricators in o!der to help m!!iQf!t~L .. " ............. mmm .. mmm.. • m. .... _____ ........ _, •• " ............ , .. ___ .... .. 

All spills will be cleaned immediately in accordance with FSD's .. · ........ Coal spills , ...... 
Spill Response Plan 'The method of addressing spills will be 
dependent on the size and location of \tH' spill. The diff",rent 
scenarios and respective actions and authorities are outlined in 
FSD Splll Response Plans .. All Operational and Maintenance 
Supervisors will be trained to safely and effactlvely deal with a 
spill. All spills will be handled In the prlolity 01 human safety. 

(f) Archeological COnsideratio;;s-",,·~';;ci;~~1~s:~'i~igT~£~~:~~~~i~~g~a~~r;;n7;;5Aofihe-.......,Ac;;II;-a-re-a-s-Q-;(exca\;:aijQns disturbing native 
anticipated areas of excavation. The results of In" final reporl soils. 
indicated there were no areas of concern and recommend only 
that key construction personnel be made aware 'Chance Finds" 
and maintain a 'Chance Finds" procedure on site at all times 
during the course of construction. Please refer to the AOA report 

_______________ .. __ .. 1~?~g_~QA...P.::r:f.3.9.2!l1}:..<lglliIY.....f.'S.q, .... _w"...... .... "" ...... "........ .. __ .... 
(g) Operation Time fSD is a 24X7 operation. Although railcars are expected to be 

received between 4am and Sam and picked up between Spm and 
9pm it could take plaoe pi MY time of the day, f'SD will post 
alternate receiving or delivery pedods 011 their website 48 hours in 
adva Ilce prior to operations. 
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Fra.er Surrey O",k. Limited Partnofshlp - Dlract Transf.r Coal Facility Mitigation Summary T~bl" - Fltlal 

2. Operfllions· Coal reciiVTngpTi~~ 

r~<ttf,;&K~<?!£- ............... ----·Ther;;ceivin;:£'p~,;viIT[)ew1ihjn-;;covereu sfruclure:;;xcept fo;il,;; 'BOtTom dumpreciifvingpii ........ ----~ 
--;;7-: __ -;----------~£ll~!llQg_f\t.,§.tl.1J~r end for the !r8ln to enterlexit._ ............ --;;_--;o;--""=--c: _________ ~ 

(b) Oust Afomiled water misttfog system will be projected directly at both Receiving pit 
sides of the boltom dump rall car while unloading into tha pit. 
There are two spray bars, one on each side, equipped with 
s<:v"raillozZles at appropriate distances to ensure complete 
coverage. The system is alltomatically triggered by the railcar 
movement and will apply a steady mist to all areaS receiving coal 

... m ••• .':J.~ring the entil.~.~I~I?~gi.!!9.p.!9,S,.."~~,, .. ~~ ........... _. ___ . , ~~ .. _ .. ~~'."m'_mm' ______ .. 

All external conveyors will be covered on the lop and sides with ........ · .. 'Three conveyor segments: 
steel sheeting to prevent coal or dust from axiting, Ali external Hooper feeder conveyor 
transfer points from one Ctlnveyor to the other wil1 be fully Outfeed conv.yot from the Feeder 
enclosed 011 ali foursides, lop and bottom. In addition, ali conveyor 
external transfer points will be equipped wilh water/misting spray Marine Vessel Loader 
with a chemical suppressant that is automatically applied on a 
continual basis while system is in operation, A spray b~r is Two transfer poinls: 
loc;>ted above the conveyor at the transfer point and has sevaral Feeder conveyor to Outfeed 
nozzles at appropriate distances to ensure complete coverage. conveyor 
Transfer points are alst) equipped with wash down equipment Oulfeed conveyor to Marine 

mmmmmm_~~.f9t.<*~aning ()uL!I).E1~y!~~ ...................... __ ~_ .... _ ............... ____ ..... " ........ mm .. y:\!?,~,~.L!93'..9!~r ~,_ .. 
Coal on conveyors will be mechanically profiled to not exceed belt All conveyors (see li.t in 3(c)) 
edge height to lim~ expo~\lfe to air flow, Profiling is accomplished 
through the fiow (design) ofthe inmsfor point at the designated 

-{ej'Dusj---- .. " ........... -.---.. 'W~~; ~~~a~e;it~p:~:~~:a~ r:~~;t~:~~~t willautomatically bam-Two transfer points tielween'conveyo-iSm

,-,,., 

applied at transfer points between conveyors on a continual basis (see list in 3(c») 
while system is in operation, The spray bar is loc1ited above the 
conveyor and has several nozzles at appropriate distances to 

........... .......... , .. ~.--. ·············6~~~·~ui;i;~~~~n9t~~h~~~·wilr·5e·To·;;o(PONit«(l'nfothe""deslgri "' '''''AW'''conveyors''(seil"TisFiri''j{c}) 
of the transfer points, Use of dust limiting shapes such as CllfVJ:ld 
chutes, baffles, belt skirting and shrouds to reduce the amount of 
turbulence anti wind which increases exposure to air and can 
createdusL {gY"GreyAVVSterrJiana'ge'n;'ent ......... ·······yhe··receTvTn'irhOpper·WilTbs··mou·nted in a"seaie(fconcret;plr~/\lr~ "Roceivi"ng"hopp6f"ancfp'it ................... _ ... __ .-.... . 
collected water will be pumped to lhe water treatment/settling 
pond for proper handling, recycli~\1!!!l~!I,9rc:d",l"sP",o",s",a:!:L _____________ _ 
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fras"r Surrey Dock, limited Partne",hip • Dlrec! Transfer Coal Facility Mitigation Sumnlary Table· Final 

··Mj!igatiotlStrategY~O~icripijoil···········-·~ ... ·.· ... ~_._m~ ........ _ ............... mmWh.reapjilicabf;i···mm ........ ~. .~ .. m •• 

All collected water, exposed water and wash down wator will he Fuli facility area and applicable watershed 
pumped to the water trealment/settling pond for proper handling, 

----;.~;:.:;x~;~~~¥'~~:~~fe~~~aI1i9hlin9 for Ine facilitY·;S··;;xpecte<fio-··m

• The receiving shed housing the hopper 
be adequate for the proposed facility. If lighting is required on the and pit, conve,'or tunnel, along the length 
facility it will be directed away from resi<Jential areas. of conveyors and catwalks, around the 

transfer around the single control 
and along the Maline 

-------- ... -.--.-.. ~-.. ---~-~"~"-.", . .,,. 
~""i __ ~1£.adJni2oal on barg~s -.-=~ .... -.. 

(a) Dus! ···-Coal drop heights will be IImiteu tiirough the use of a variable 

(b) Dust 

height (li.rfti~9) vE>ss$lloader 10 reduce the ability for the product 
to catch wincl and create du~t Max height in Ihis condition can be 
more controlled would Mve an aVefage droP height of 1m. The 
vessel loader will be covered to contain the product and reduce 
emissions, 
A snorkel off the end of vessel loader will be used to reduce 
turbulence of the proouct and drop height which eliminates the 
ability for the product to separate or catch wind and create dus!. 
The snorkel will be enclosed to con1ain the product and reduce 
emissions. At the end of the snorkel there will be a halo (round) 
water spray to mitigate against fugitlve dust while loading the 

Marine Vessel loading conveyor 

(c) Dust··',,··,,·,,'"''''''-···· ······~ii~:dJlj$iabieve;;$enOad;;rwijrb;;'i;s;;,nosii;;pe·jhero;;;j"piie--Sarges duri;;g·iOiding operailon'w .. ,"-­
on the berge such that it Is slightly rounded lind not peaked to 
reduce the ability of tha coal to catch wind and create dust. The 
ves$elloader will be manually controlled and the operator will 
move the unit side to side, forward and beck to flatten out lhe 
coal. 

····jiirespon~ie to dustgeiie;:alioil.andwh;;ii-weatheroor.ditiOO;;·are·Ba·i1i~e·;;d:;ri'ii'gToadingoperation, as 
expected to lead to dust generation (days with no precipitation, weather <Xlnditiof\s dictate 
sunny conditions, winds greater than 19 knllnr), water will be 
applled to wet the coal as it is loaded ollio tM barge and when 
the barge is sitting at the berth awailing departure. Application 
wlll be via a manually operated spray halo installed on the tip of 
the vessel loader sno~el and a series of manually operated rain 

.' •. "~ __ • __ ~~. __ ""'"m_'","_~,, __ , birds along the berth face. 
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Fr'$~r Surrey Dock" llmU.d Partnorshlp· DlmCl Transler Coat Facility MItigation Summary Table. Fin.! 

_"'",ii_" _ ..... _. _. ···~c'-'a'-'i:e"'g"-'o"-iYL·-·_··_-··_-··_--_·._--_--____ .. _. __ ._._~!!i9~tic>n Str.tom: Ooscri'ption ."."~ .. Ml!I!!..~l!'pUca."b,,,le,--_______ _ 
(e) Dust suppressants in the form of binding agents will be added to 

the coal prior to loading onto the barge, The agents will 
significantly reduce fugitive dust and the potential for spontaneous 
combustion. The same or similar agents are currently being used 
by the producers and prior to I()ading the rail car. Please 
reference Section 2.4.6.2 of the Environmental Impact 

(I) Oust 
Assessment 
An anemometer and particulate metter air qtiaiiiy"m~'nitor will be 
located nearby the vessel loader. Meteorological data Will be 
mondored continuously llnd will be available in real time to the 
terminal operator and on the terminal's website to the general 
pUblic, fho monitoring will include wind speed and directiem, 
particulate matter, temperature. relative humidity and 
preclpltaUon. Operations \'~II shut dovm in periods of winds In 
excess of 40 kmlh on a sustained basis of more than 5 minutes, 

(9) Letlchate------·------ "iMilis'Hie'barges are at FSD, the coal surface onToooeini-arges" Barges dui{ng'ioadiiig'operatlon, as 

Coal barge van'iird;;;;;ii"Frasct 
RI1Ief fa Texada Island 

will be wetled as r&quired (La. rain birds operatoo from the berth weather condillons dictate, 
for five minutes every 30 minutes). fhe coal on the barges is 
expected to absort> all of the waler that will be sprayed on it 
during Mrrnaloperations. . .............. m .. _ .. _.--,,.-,=-.,-__ .,-,..,-_--,,,-..,..,._ 
E:xisling overhead Terminal lighting fur the facility is expected 10 rhe Marine Vessei loading conveyor-and 
be adequate for Ihe proposed facility and we do not expect to Ihe control room 
require any new lighting, If lighting is required en the vessel 
loader it will be directed away fforn resid!!;!ll!\i!Lll{j!l!!!.~, 

(a) Oust .. - ........ ·-.. - .. ~ .. ~~ .... 8'a;ge'si·d;;walls wil! be used to partiaUy protect coal from airflov,"""'7IifcoaTbaig.;"s"used·i}sTw"flen FSO and 

(Ii) Dust 

(e) Dust 

(d) Dust 

'P;;ge 7 ()f 11 

The adjllstabla vesseikiiiCi'erwili be used to shape thecasl pile 
on the barge such that it is slightly rounded and not peaked to 
reduce the ability of the coal to catch wind and create dust. The 
vessel loader will be manually controlled and the operator Will 
move the unit side to side, fOlward and back to flatten out the 

Texada Island 
All coal barges used between FSD and 
faxeda Island 

coa~t.,-__ ~~ ____ ~~~~ __ ~~ 
..........••... Coal barge will be sprayed with ",aler prior to departure froln"FSO- All coal barges used between FSD anti 

if the surface of the coal is no! sufficiently wet to help control fexada Island 

····~~~1£la~:~~n~i~~~i~pefllte in periods of high wiildinexcesso( "Aifcoalbiiirge', usedi)etween "'SO and 
40km {22 knots per hour) on a sustained basis of more than 5 fexada Island 
minutes. · .. ··· .. · .... · .. • .. -·---·----------A,-u-gu-s"'t"';;:20;;-,1-:c-4----
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Fraser Surrey Dook. Limited Partnerohlp • Direct Traltsfer Coal FacUlty Mitigation Summary Table· Final 

~lr=~'''Category Mitigation Strategy Description _ ..... ,_, .. _:_~.".~~ ... _, .. _~:~=:=.Wj}!:r!:iiimll~ii:~if=:====::=== 
(e) Marine safely Barge movements will only be conducted when wind conditions All coal barges used between FSD and 

-(;;I);--.M7a:::r:;:in:::"'-:s:::a7:fe:;:tYC--------o~"'r:"'mc"ap"'"p!'~~;::~"'"P~:~t=iie.rharg;;;;·wii(6eused, such that a leak In one ~~~~a~ ~~::s used betwe€n FSD and 
• um .. ..... Il2!!,p.!l.!3l.nenj.}x!tnot compromise the entire barge Texada ISland 

(gf"M;;;r;;;;'satetY No coal storage in hull af barges, such that a pundure althe hull All coal barges used between FSD lind 
would not lead directly to a coal spill Texada Island 

('ill Fishing Communications The project barge/vessal schedule will be available to the public All coal barges llsed between FSD and 
online Texeda Island 

-;;(i):-;F"'is::;h:cin::::gC----------iW~here praci"icaCbargelvessel movements ;;'ljjlbe $ch'ldu!ed To be ap"'p"'n""ed"'-wo-he-re--praciiclI! and where 
around fishing windows the barge operators feci there is a pnlentlal 

-'UrmFishing·"-mm-'"~--.---"-- Pre-emptlVeiYiioliiYfi.iiinggroups ''If-::a-:c=o-::n''llj::::ct''l::::s-::e-:xp::::e::::c:;:te::::d:;----'~;;~'''nbffl~~C~'::'::~e~~~~~;~ilcal and where'­

feel there is a potential. 

_ 5 .. _."" Emerli'eiicyR;;spOns;''''''-''~---
(a) Fire Prevention Conveyor belts will be equipped with lire taps with valves at 

(b}Fire prevefiBon-'---"-~·-~~;~~+~1;{;ij-II~-e-l-o~cat;-e-;d-a717.th-e-;b-e""U-d;-ri'-Y-e-a-re-a-d"'i-re-c"'tly-up""w--iC"n"'d-o""f -C-;::-on-v-e-y-or-s-y-st"""'-m--------­
the belt drive 

~m(ci" Fire Prevention ihe conveyor system will use fire retardant hydraulic fiuide and Conveyor $ystem 
-;:...-.===== ______ -if"'ire":':'re"'s""ist.anl .• b."'!.ti!19.-....... m •••••.• w~m ••••••••••• ~··.w·"'." .... ~" .. "_ .. __ ... ___ • ___ _ 

(d) Fire Prevention An automal$d dry actlv$ fire suppression system will be installed Receiving building, pit and conveyor tunnel 
w .. _..i.~Jhe fecelvlnll building, concrete pit and cotlveYNiUnnel. 
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Fraser Surrey Douks Limited Partnership" Direct Transfer Coal Facility Mitigation Summary Tabl •• Final 

# CategorY "",_""" 
(e) Marine Emergency Response 

(a) COll'lmunicaUons 

Page 9 of 11 

MitIi!atl;;il"stmfiiigyDescrlptiOIl "_,._,__ ---------.ViiTi;;r;ijij?iicable 
FSD has worked with its barging operator to develop a marine All Project barging operatlons 
emergency res panse protocol. The protocol prioritizes response 
in the following manner: 

1. Hllman safely: ensure the wellbeing ofth .. surrounding 
public, emergency responders and .taff, 

2, Containment: ensure vessel is secure 10 mitigate further 
damage or spillage and if relevant, employ containment 
tacllcs to surround and recover lost cargo, 

3. Assessment: review shoreline impacts using adapted 
Shoreline Clean"Up Assessment Tactics, in close 
consultation with Environment Canada, <1l)d review 
marine impacts in consultation with the Department of 
Fisheries and Oceans (01'0); 

4, Cleanup: following consul!allol) wltl1 regulators and othel 
stakeholders, undertake dredge or other clean up 
operations. This activity would likely be done In 
collaboration with spedalfz:ed clean liP agencies, 

5, Resumption of b usln<i>ss for users of the Fraser River: 
once it is deemed safe to do so, open route in Fraser 
River so users can resume business in a timely manner, 

Ques'iion$;'coiiCiinsOr'enqUlfieidtiiirtg operations can be During operations rail, facility or barging 
directed to Public Affairs: 

$04-581-2233 (24x7] 
804-582-2244 (M-F) 
Community @fsd,bc,ca 

August 2014 
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:#;:::::_~_"-;;'C",a",te;:g",occ;YL"":-c'~,,' ===== _______ -"'M"'lt"'!g"'a"'t!""o'! .. 1?!!.'t.t'!!lY DeS;;'rlpfu1li==~~_ .-:-:=-:;-=="---o::W",h",e",re,:,a~p",p",lI;c",ab",,I~.-_______ ---_ 
(b) Marine Habitat and Waterways The Facility and the Project barges will be operdied by very DTS Facility overall Operations 

experienced Operators. The marine carrier alld Terminal 
operator have been operating on the Fraaer River for over 
40 and 50 yea,s respectively. FSD and the barge operator 
have worked together to develop a sel or risk mitigati"n 
processes in orde, to minimize Ihe potential fol' a barge 
accident and resulting coal spill. However, trace elements 
and PAH in unburned ooa\s proposed for handling at fSD 
would not be considered harmfUl 10 aquatic life because 
these constituents aI''' generally not bloavailable under 
typical environmental conditions. Given that standard 
operating procedures focus v"f'J highly on incident 
prevention and a apiU Into the aquatic environment is 
considered unlikely, residual effects on fish or fish habitat 
are not (>xpac!ed from the operation of the proposed 
Project. Please refer 10 section 5.$ of the EIA (Fish and 
Fish HaMat) which looks at potential effeels and proposed 
m~Igation meesuI1!s. 

Wastawater fmm toel handling will be recycled thmugh the 
water management system during operation. In addilloil, 
storm waler quality for the Project wilt be monitored prior to 
discharge. With the impiementajjon of management plans 
for water treatment, water quality monitoring, Run-off and 
emergency spill prevention as well as the mitigation 
measures IdenU!led above, no significant residual effects on 
waler quali!y, including the Fraser River are expected. For a 
summary of tne Water Management mitigation strategies, 
please ref.er to page 189·190 of the EIA. 

The EtA can be found al 
http://www.fsd.bc.calindex.phplcompanylcomrnunity-

_____________ -'o"'u"'trc:6=ac"'h"-I ________ ""._~~~, ... ,~, .. ,~ .. "",c,._. ___ .. ~ _________ _ 
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T"'-"-C;;b;'gory' ""~~'~""~~'''- M1U9~tl!lnJ~!riil!!9Y Descriptl()n 
(c) Wildlife and Vegetation Mitigation measures to protect wildlife and vegetation, 

particularly near Shadow Bmok and other watercourses 
includee: 
• Schedule vegetation clearing activities, if required, 
outside ofthe breeding bird season (March 110 August 1) to 
avoid contravention of the Be Wildlife Act and Migratory 
Birds Convention Act; 
• Nest surveys a!he breeding bird season cannot be 
avoided; 
• Pre-<::1earin9 and constructiotl listed plant surveys, with 
an emphasis on stream bank lupine which may be 
present in the existing track alignment; 
• Installing temporary fencing (e.g, snow funce) aWLmd the 
riparian zone of Shadow Brook to prevent personnel and 
machine access into the area; and 
• Noxious weed control. 

With the assistance of an experienced Environmental 
consultant, FSD has established a comprehensive 
Environmental Managem",nt Plan. The plan ensures the full 
protection Of wildlife, vegetation, wate, way and marine 
habitat protection during the construction and operational 
phase. Please refer to the EMP for further detail. 
Please refer to section 5,6 of the EIA where mitigation 
measuros to protect wildlife and vegetation are outlined, 
Additionally, 5 ummarized mitigation measures for 
Vegetation and Wildlife can be found on page 187 of the 
E1A 

The EtA and EMP can be found at 
hltp:liwww.fsd.bc.caiindex.phpicompanylcommunity· 

-,-,::-:c:--_,, __ ""_,_, __ ,, ______ o='=')t~reachl 
Cd) Operation Time FSD is a-24x7 operation. Although cnat receiving is 

antiCipated to be during dayshiff hours (Sam to 4:30pm) it 
could take place on the ail!lrnoon (4:30pm to 1:00~m) and 
gravoyard (1:00am to 8:00am) shifts. FSD will post 
afternoon and gravoyard working periods on their website 
48 hours in advance prior to operatinlls. 

Page 11 of 11 

Mitlgatlcn Summary Table· Fill" 
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"'-During operations of coal receivin1!'O','-­
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City of 
Richmond 

To: Planning Committee 

From: Wayne Craig 
Director of Development 

Report to Com m ittee 
Planning and Development Department 

Date: August 21,2014 

File: RZ 13-642848 

Re: Application by Urban Design Group Architects Ltd. for Rezoning at 
3011 No.5 Road from "Gas Station Commercial (ZC12) - Bridgeport Road and 
Ironwood Area" to "Car Wash & Service Station (ZC35) - Bridgeport" 

Staff Recommendation 

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9174, to create "Car Wash & Service 
Station (ZC35) - Bridgeport" and for the rezoning of3011 No.5 Road from "Gas Station 
Commercial (ZC12) - Bridgeport Road and Ironwood Area" to "Car Wash & Service Station 
(ZC35) - Bridgeport", be introduced and given first reading. 

;:)~iC2' WaynrCraig 
Director of /ve!, pment 

l)N:blg ~ 
Att. 

REPORT CONCURRENCE 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

Urban Design Group Architects Ltd., on behalf of 0976440 B.C. Ltd., has applied to the City of 
Richmond for permission to rezone 3011 No.5 Road (Attachment 1) from "Gas Station 
Commercial (ZC12) Bridgeport Road and Ironwood Area" to a new site-specific zone, "Car 
Wash & Service Station (ZC35) - Bridgeport" in order to permit development of the site as a 
drive-through car wash and drive-through oil change service centre (Attachment 2). 

Project Overview 

The subject site is located at the southwest corner of Bridgeport Road and No.5 Road, is located 
within the Bridgeport Area generally, and is located within the Bridgeport Road Corridor 
specifically. The area is characterized by existing automobile-oriented commercial development. 
Redevelopment of the currently vacant site as a drive-through oil change and car wash service 
centre is compatible with nearby uses and in accordance with the Bridgeport Area Plan's 
objective to retain the corridor as an automobile-oriented commercial area. 

Findings of Fact 

The subject site is approximately 1,286 m2 (0.32 acres) in size and no dedications are required. 
The subject property has frontages on both No.5 Road and Bridgeport Road. The site is 
currently vacant and was previously used as a gas station. 

The site is currently zoned "Gas Station Commercial (ZC12) - Bridgeport Road and Ironwood 
Area", which supports gas station use, as well as car wash and retail convenience as secondary 
uses. The proposed drive-through car wash and drive-through oil change service centre would 
be generally consistent with the existing uses and character of the area. 

A Development Application Data Sheet providing details about the development proposal is 
attached (Attachment 3). 

A Servicing Agreement is required as a condition of rezoning and will address off-site works, 
which are discussed in a subsequent section of this report. 

Surrounding Development 

To the North: A range of commercial uses are located on the north side of Bridgeport Road 
including a Scotia Bank, restaurant and a Chevron gas station. The sites are zoned 
"Neighbourhood Commercial (CN),' and "Gas Station Commercial (ZC 25) - Bridgeport Area" 
respectively and are designated "Industrial" in the Bridgeport Area Plan. 

To the East: Retail and commercial uses are located on the east side of No. 5 Road. The site is 
zoned "Industrial Retail (IR1)" and designated "Commercial/Industrial" in the Bridgeport Area 
Plan. 
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To the South and West: Bridgeport Centre, which contains a furniture store and a tile and 
flooring centre that wraps around the south and west edges of the subject site with frontages on 
both No.5 Road and Bridgeport Road. The site is zoned "Industrial Retail (IR1)" and designated 
"Commercial/Industrial" in the Bridgeport Area Plan. 

Related Policies & Studies 

Ministry of Environment 

A Certificate of Compliance, issued by the Ministry of Environment, was submitted to the City 
at the time the applicant initiated a development application with the City. A Certificate of 
Compliance was required because the site was previously used and occupied by Petro Canada 
and operated as a full service gas station. The certificate issued on April 12,2012 certifies that 
the subject lands were satisfactorily remediated to meet Contaminated Sites Regulation 
Standards and qualifies approval with a list of conditions that are described in Schedule "B", 
which is attached to the issued Certificate of Compliance. 

Official Community Plan (OCP) 

The subject site is designated "Mixed Employment" in the Official Community Plan (OCP), 
which supports the automobile oriented commercial use that is proposed on-site. 

Bridgeport Area Plan 

The site is located within the Bridgeport Area Plan generally, and within the Bridgeport Road 
Corridor specifically. The associated land use map supports Commercial/Industrial use on the 
site. The proposed redevelopment of the site to accommodate a drive-through car wash and an 
oil change facility is generally consistent with the site's land use designations in both the OCP 
and the Bridgeport Area Plan. 

OCP Aircraft Noise Sensitive Development (ANSD) Policy 

The subject site is located within an area where new aircraft noise sensitive land uses are 
prohibited. Although noise sensitive land use is not proposed, an aircraft noise indemnity 
covenant is required as a condition of rezoning (Attachment 5). 

Public Art 

The City's Public Art Program applies to non-residential development that is greater than 2,000 
m2 (21,530 ft2). Based on the size of the proposed development, the applicant is not required to 
contribute to the City's Public Art Program. 

Floodplain Management Implementation Strategy 

The applicant is required to comply with the Flood Plain Designation and Protection Bylaw 
(No. 8204). In accordance with the Flood Management Strategy, a Flood Indemnity restrictive 
covenant, specifying the minimum flood construction level (2.9 m GSC) is required prior to 
rezoning bylaw adoption. 

4332972 CNCL - 73



August 21, 2014 - 4 - RZ 13-642848 

The drive-through oil service operation has been designed so that users drive into the service bay 
and the car is serviced from a below ground service pit beneath the vehicle. The applicant is 
seeking a site-specific exemption from the Director of Building Approvals to permit the 
proposed service pit area, which would have a floor level lower than the minimum flood 
elevation required. The applicant has submitted construction and water-proofing details and the 
proposal has been conditionally supported by relevant City departments including Building 
Approvals. The applicant has been advised of the following terms: 

• Prior to Building Permit issuance the applicant must: 
~ Demonstrate to the satisfaction of Building Approvals that the pit area will be 

tanked to ensure it is not water permeable. 
~ Provide details, to the satisfaction of Building Approvals, for the access hatch 

to the mechanical room proposed within the pit. The details must demonstrate 
that the hatch and associated area is water tight and that the hatch cannot be 
closed and/or locked when someone is in the area. If the floor elevation of the 
hatch is higher than (or at) the flood plain elevation, then the hatch will need 
to demonstrate the safety features that allow someone from inside the 
mechanical room to egress at any time. If the room is accessed from within 
the pit, the door will be required to be watertight. 

• The applicant must comply with the BC Plumbing Code, which requires installation 
of a sand trap, which collects sediment, and an oil interceptor. 

• The applicant has confirmed that an oil interceptor, which includes a separator, will 
be installed as part of their required storm drainage works to mitigate the potential of 
a spill or oil/gasoline from entering the storm system. 

• The applicant has been advised that all wash water must be either recycled on site or 
sent to the sanitary system, which requires compliance with Metro Vancouver Liquid 
Waste Management bylaws and a Waste Water Discharge Permit from Metro 
Vancouver. The applicant has been advised to work directly with Metro Vancouver 
to secure approval and permits and will be required to demonstrate compliance as a 
condition of Building Permit issuance. 

Consultation 

The rezoning process includes the erection of a development sign, notification of neighbours and 
local advertising of the Public Hearing. The applicant has forwarded confirmation that a 
development sign has been posted on the site. Staff did not receive any phone calls or written 
correspondence regarding the proposed development. 

Staff Comments & Analysis 

The following provides a synopsis of the issues identified through the technical review process 
and the associated actions. The Rezoning Considerations (Attachment 5) outline the various 
aspects to be addressed prior to the application being finalized. 
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Site Plan 

The proposed site plan was reviewed with consideration of: 
• The Bridgeport Area Plan's support for retention of the corridor as an important 

automobile oriented commercial area; 
• The site's location at the busy intersection of Bridgeport Road and No.5 Road; 
• On-site parking, queuing, truck turning, and circulation requirements; and 
• The Bridgeport Area Plan's objective to improve the visual appearance of 

Bridgeport Road and enhance the area's overall "image". 

To accommodate the circulation, queuing and parking requirements, which are outlined in the 
following section, the proposed building footprint is located less than a metre from the 
Bridgeport Road property line, which is significantly closer than the standard 6 m -12 m 
(20 ft. 40 ft.) front yard building setback for service station and car wash developments in the 
city. However, the setback area will be treated with landscaping and an upgraded City sidewalk 
and boulevard will be introduced through the Servicing Agreement (SA) to enhance the frontage 
of both Bridgeport Road and No.5 Road. 

Although the proposed development is more than 130 m (425 ft.) from a residential area, as a 
condition of rezoning bylaw adoption, the applicant is required to demonstrate that operation of 
the proposed car wash will comply with the City's Noise Regulation Bylaw No. 8856. 

Transportation 

The applicant has demonstrated, to the satisfaction of Transportation staff, that on-site 
circulation, vehicle queuing and all required vehicle parking can be accommodated on-site. No 
road dedications or additional rights-of-way to accommodate traffic circulation or frontage 
improvements have been identified through Transportation Division's review of the proposal. 

Vehicle Access & Circulation 
The subject site is located at the intersection of Bridgeport Road and No.5 Road. Reduction 
and/or consolidation of individual access points along main arterial roads is a priority with any 
redevelopment in this area. As a result, redevelopment of the subject site includes traffic 
management provisions that control access to and from the site. 

The Servicing Agreement (SA) will limit Bridgeport Road access to right-in, right-out 
movements through the inclusion of a raised island "pork chop". It will also secure signage to 
prevent vehicle traffic from exiting the site via the No.5 Road access, which is designed to 
facilitate right-in only vehicle access to the site. An existing covenant registered on the 
property's title (document BM 226125) limits access via No.5 Road to a single entrance and 
egress; the proposed site plan further limits access along this frontage. 

The internal drive aisle width is limited to 4.8 m (15 ft.); therefore, only one-way traffic is 
accommodated on-site and all vehicle traffic will be required to exit the site via the Bridgeport 

4332972 CNCL - 75



August 21,2014 - 6 - RZ 13-642848 

Road access. Using a turning template for a SU9 truck (9.1 m long), the applicant has 
demonstrated, to the satisfaction of Transportation staff, that the site plan accommodates truck 
movements in and out of the site. 

Queuing & Parking 
Transportation Division has applied the required parking rates for "Service Station" to determine 
the minimum number of required on-site parking spaces. Transportation Division has accepted 
the applicant's proposal to provide: 

• Two (2) parking stalls are located on the south side of the building and three (3) stalls are 
located on either side of the car vacuum station. The stall located on the north side of the 
vacuum station (stall #8) will be secured for employee use while the remaining stalls are 
available for use by both employees and visitors. The provision of five (5) stalls is based 
on the proposed usable commercial floor area (215.2 m2 (2,315 ft2)). 

• Two (2) queuing stalls for the car wash bay. 
• Three (3) queuing stalls for each oil change bay; for a total of six (6) queuing stalls. 

Boulevard Upgrades 
A minimum 1.5 m (5 ft.) wide sidewalk and a treed boulevard along both Bridgeport Road and 
No.5 Road will be secured through the Servicing Agreement (SA). The width of the boulevard 
ranges from the standard 1.5 m (5 ft.) requirement along Bridgeport Road to an enhanced 2.4 m 
(8 ft.) wide boulevard at the north east corner of the site, and 3.4 m (11 ft.) wide boulevard along 
No.5 Road. 

Engineering 

All Engineering servicing issues will be addressed through the required Servicing Agreement 
(SA) for this application and are discussed in detail in Attachment 5. Works include but are not 
limited to the following: 

• Confirmation of adequate available water flow at the Building Permit stage; 
• Upgrading the storm sewer on the Bridgeport Road frontage along approximately 18 m 

(59 ft.) of the frontage; 
• Addressing sanitary service connection requirements for both the interim and ultimate 

scenarios, which includes securing a 6 m (20 ft.) wide utility right of way along the south 
property line of the subject site in recognition that when the adjacent lot, which wraps 
along the west and south edges of the subject site (11938 Bridgeport Road) develops, the 
existing sanitary system connection may be relocated. 

• Discharge of Statutory Right of Way located at the south west corner of the site (3 m x 
3m) (Plan 70538, Reference No. Y170166). 

• Any conflict between sidewalk and boulevard improvements and existing BC Hydro 
poles must be resolved at the developer's cost to the satisfaction of the Director of 
Engineering. 

Trees 

There are no trees on the subject site. Parks supports the removal of two (2) existing City trees 
that are located along No.5 Road, which will be affected by the required sidewalk and boulevard 
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upgrades. The applicant will compensate for the removal of the trees at the standard 1: 1 
compensation rate as detailed in Attachment 5. 

Proposed Bylaw 

The proposed site-specific zone, "Car Wash & Service Station (ZC35) - Bridgeport" is a tailored 
version of the site's existing zoning ("Gas Station Commercial (ZCI2) - Bridgeport Road and 
Ironwood"), and the "Gas & Service Stations (CG 1 & CG2)" zone, which is the zone typically 
used outside of the City Centre to accommodate car wash use. A site-specific zone, rather than 
the "Gas & Service Stations (CG 1 & CG2)" zone, is proposed based on consideration of site­
specific constraints, which include access and parking capacity. The following is a synopsis of 
the proposed site-specific zone: 

4332972 

Uses: The site's existing ZC12 zoning permits gas station, car wash and retail, 
convenience use. The proposed site-specific zone omits gas station use and retail, 
convenience use, and introduces car wash and service station to support the drive-through 
oil change and car wash uses that are proposed. 

Gas station and retail, convenience uses are not supported based on consideration of the 
size and location of the subject site, and the site's inability to accommodate the additional 
on-site parking that would be required by the uses. Omitting retail, convenience use will 
not affect the owner's ability to sell oil products associated with the oil change service. 
The trend in gas station development is to include a sizable convenience store area and/or 
restaurant services, which both require on-site parking that cannot be provided on the 
site. Transportation staff support development of the site provided uses are limited to 
drive-through services. 

Density & Lot Coverage: The 0.28 Floor Area Ratio (FAR) and 17% lot coverage 
proposed by the development is less than the 0.35 FAR and 35% lot coverage supported 
by the ZC12 and CGI12 zones. Accordingly, the proposed site-specific zone supports 
0.30 FAR and 20% lot coverage. 

Yards & Setbacks: A 0.9 m (3 ft.) building setback is proposed from Bridgeport Road 
and a 10m (32 ft.) building setback is proposed from No.5 Road. Staff support the 
reduced setbacks based on site-specific constraints including on-site manoeuvring 
requirements and the improvements to the public boulevard and sidewalk that will be 
undertaken through the development process. 

Landscaping & Screening: The Richmond Zoning Bylaw requires commercial 
development to provide a minimum 3.0 m (9 ft.) wide landscaping treatment along a 
property line abutting a road. The proposed site-specific zone supports a reduced 
landscaped area that is 0.9 m (3 ft.) wide along a portion of Bridgeport Road and 2.0 m 
(6 ft.) along No.5 Road based on consideration of on-site manoeuvring requirements and 
the overall improvement to the public realm that will be achieved through the process of 
developing the site. 

CNCL - 77



August 21,2014 - 8 - RZ 13-642848 

Other Regulations: To minimize noise impact on adjacencies, the car wash must be 
wholly contained within the building and must comply with the City's Noise Regulation 
Bylaw No. 8856. 

All other sections of the bylaw, including height, minimum lot size, on-site parking and loading, 
are consistent with the CG 1/CG2 zone, which is customarily used to facilitate service station and 
car wash use outside the City Centre. 

Sustainability 

The applicant has provided a summary of sustainability features that will be included within the 
development (Attachment 4). The features include: 

• Low maintenance building materials to increase the life cycle of the building; 
• Radiant heating and compliance with ASHRAE 2010 for energy efficiency; 
• LED light fixtures; 
• Low flow plumbing fixtures and water wise landscaping; 
• Installation of a rain water collection system on the roof that collects water from the roof 

and roof drains, which will be used by the car wash water system; 
• Collection of used oil by a third party, which will be recycled off-site; 
• Antifreeze will be collected for recycling. 

Proposed Development Permit (DP 13-641791) 

The proposed design will be further reviewed as part of the Development Permit review process. 
The applicant has been advised that the following will be considered: 

• Design development of building facades including consideration of materials, signage, 
and illumination fixture details; 

• If applicable, material and design development for screening ofrooftop mechanical 
equipment; 

• Opportunities to introduce additional on-site landscaping; and 
• Demonstration that the principles of Crime Prevention Through Environmental 

Design (CPTED) have been integrated both into the site plan and the building design. 

Financial Impact or Economic Impact 

No financial or economic impact is anticipated as a result of the proposed development. 
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Conclusion 

Overall, the proposed development of a drive-through car wash and oil change service centre is 
consistent with the land use objectives of the OCP and Bridgeport Area Plan. Further, the 
applicant has addressed site-specific constraints to the satisfaction of City staff. As a result, a 
site-specific zone, "Car Wash & Service Station (ZC35) - Bridgeport" has been drafted and 
proposes a tailored list of permitted uses and provisions for reduced building setbacks. Based on 
the suitability of the proposed land use and the applicant's design response, staff recommend that 
the proposed development be approved to proceed. 

It is recommended that Bylaw No. 9174 to rezone the subject property from "Gas Station 
Commercial (ZC12) - Bridgeport Road and Ironwood Area" to "Car Wash & Service Station 
(ZC 35) - Bridgeport" be introduced and given first reading. 

~[/t!ttt!f ;f{ 
r£iana Nikolic, MCIP 

Planner 2-Urban Design 
(604-276-4040) 

DN:blg 

Attachemnt1: Location Map 
Attachment 2: Conceptual Development Plans 
Attachment 3: Development Application Data Sheet 
Attachment 4: Sustainability Response Provided by Applicant 
Attachment 4: Rezoning Considerations 
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City of 
Richmond 

Development Application Data Sheet 
Development Applications Division 

RZ 13-642848 Attachment 3 

Address: 3011 No.5 Road 

Applicant: Urban Design Group Architects Ltd. 

Planning Area(s): Bridgeport Area Plan 

Existing Proposed 

Owner: 0976440 B.C. Ltd. 0976440 B.C. Ltd. 

Site Size (m2
): 

1,289 mL (13,870 fe) (0.32 acre) 1 ,289 m~ (13,870 fe) 
(0.32 acre) 

Vacant Drive-through oil change and car 
Land Uses: wash (sale of oil related to oil 

change service) 

OCP Designation: Mixed Employment Mixed Employment 

Bridgeport Area Plan Commercial Industrial Commercial Industrial 
Designation: 

Gas Station Commercial (ZC12)- Car Wash & Service Station 
Zoning: Bridgeport Road and Ironwood (ZC35) - Bridgeport 

Area 

Number of Units: Vacant 1 building 

Proposed Bylaw No. 

I 
9174 Proposed Variance 
"(Car Wash & Service 
Station (ZC35)" 

Floor Area Ratio: Max. 0.30 FAR 0.26 none permitted 

Lot Coverage - Building: Max. 20% 16.7% none 

Lot Size (min. dimensions): No minimum 
1,286.7 mL (13,850 W) 

none 
(0.32 acre) 

Setback - Bridgeport (Front Yard) 
Min. 0.9 m Min 0.9 m none 

(m): 
Setback - No.5 Road (Exterior 

Min. 10.0 m Min. 10.4 m none 
Yard) (m): 
Setback - interior side yard and 

Min. 7.9 m 
Min. 7.9 m (south) 

none 
rear yard (m): Min. 20.8 m (west) 

Height (m): Building: 9.0 m 6.4 m none 

Service Station: Customer/employee 
2/100 m2 of gross parking: 5 stalls 
leasable floor area; plus: Car wash: 2 queuing 

Off-street Parking Spaces - 1 space for each car stalls none 
wash bay; plus Vehicle Service Bay: 3 
- 3 spaces for each queuing stalls for each 
vehicle service bay oil change bay (total 6) 
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June 13,2014 - 2- RZ 13-642848 

I Proposed Bylaw No. I 

I 

9174 
Proposed Variance 

"(Car Wash & Service 
Station (ZC3S)" 

12 (including queuing 13 (including queuing 
stalls) stalls) 

Customer/employee Customer/employee 
Off-street Parking Spaces - Total: parking: 5 parking: 5 none 

Queuing stalls: Queuing stalls: 
Car wash:1 Carwash:2 
Vehicle Service Bay: 6 Vehicle Service Bay: 6 

Bike Parking Class 1: 1 Class 1: 1 
Class 2: 1 Class 2: 1 

none 

Amenity Space - Indoor: n/a n/a none 

Amenity Space - Outdoor: n/a n/a none 

Other: Tree replacement compensation required for loss of significant trees. 
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ATTACHMENT 4 
URBAN DESIGN GROUP ARCHITECTS LTD. 600 - 1140 W PENDER ST. VANCOUVER, BC V6E 4G1 (604) 687-2334 FAX (604) 688-7481 

Paul Chiu, Architect AIBC, MRAIC, AAA, SM, MM, OM, SBA, Principal 
Fariba Gharaei, Architect AIBC, MRAIC, OM, LEED AP, SBA, Associate 
Steven Wagner, Architect AIBC, MRAIC, AlA, LEED AP, Associate 
Rudi Klauser, RID, NCIDQ, LEED AP, Senior Associate 
Crosbby Chiu, MRAIC, SBA, Senior Associate 

June 23, 2014 

City of Richmond 
6911 No.3 Road 
Richmond BC 
V6Y 2C1 

Attention: Diana Nikolic, MCiP 
Planner 

Re: Sustainability 
Mobile 1 - Oil Change & Car Wash, 3011 No.5 Road, Richmond 

Dear Mayor and Councilors, 

Rick Jones, Principal 
Aaron Vornbrock, Senior Vice President 

Eric Ching, CSBA, Vice President 
Martin Grube, Associate 

Bojan llic. Associate 

Our Project No. 3674 

This new development is for a Mobile 1 - Oil Change and Car Wash facility which incorporates 
the following: 

• High quality building materials with low maintenance are proposed to increase the life­
cycle of the building and minimize the need for repair/additional construction work. 

• Radiant heating systems are to be used to heat the occupant rather than the space. This 
building is categorized as a semi-heated building ahd we will comply with the 
requirements of ASHRAE 201 0 for energy efficiency. 

r 

• LED light-fixtures will be used to minimize both energy consumption and frequent 
replacement of the lighting. 

• Low-flow plumbing fixtures and water wise landscaping is proposed in order to lower 
water consumption for this development. 

• High efficiency plumbing fixtures to be provided. 

• Rain water collection and re-use of the water system to be provided to minimize 
discharge of the water to the City sanitary line and reduce the water usage for the car 
wash. 
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City of Richmond Our Project No, 3674 
Mobile 1 - Oil Change and Car Wash, 3011 No, 5 Road, Richmond Page 2 

• Recycled measures to be considered during the construction time, 

• The used oil will be recycled and reused, Garbage recycling is provided to minimize the 
waste material, 

• Antifreeze and used motor oil will be picked up for recycling, 

Yours Truly, 

Fariba Gharaei, Architect AIBC, MRAIC, OAA, LEED AP, SBA, Associate 
URBAN DESIGN GROUP ARCHITECTS LTD, 

FG/mp 
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City of 
Richmond 

Address: 3011 NO.5 Road 

Attachment 5 

Rezoning Considerations 
Development Applications Division 

6911 NO.3 Road, Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1 

File No.: RZ 13-642848 

Prior to final adoption of Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9174, the developer is 
required to complete the following: 
1. Registration of a flood indemnity covenant on Title that includes reference to the proposed site-specific exemption 

that is required to facilitate the proposed service pit and is subject to approval from the Director of Building 
Approvals. 

2. Registration of an aircraft noise indemnity covenant on Title. 

3. Demonstrate that operation ofthe proposed car wash will comply with the City's Noise Regulation Bylaw No. 8856 
(e.g. submission of an acoustic report prepared by a professional Engineer). 

4. Discharge of Statutory Right of Way located at the south west corner of the site (3 m x 3m) (Plan 70538, Reference 
No. Y170166). 

5. City acceptance ofthe developer's offer to voluntarily contribute $1,300.00 to the City's Tree Compensation Fund for 
the planting of replacement trees within the City. 

6. The submission and processing of a Development Permit* completed to a level deemed acceptable by the Director of 
Development. 

7. Enter into a Servicing Agreement* for the design and construction of a new 1.5 m wide sidewalk at the property line 
along both Bridgeport Road and No.5 Road. A minimum 1.5 m wide grass and treed boulevard to the curb is 
required along Bridgeport Road. A grass and treed boulevard is required along No.5 Road and the width will vary 
between 2.4 m and 3.4 m. The Servicing Agreement is to include, but is not limited to the following: 

Water works servicing: 

a) Using the OCP Model, there is 564 Lis available at 20 psi residual at the hydrant located at the northwest corner 
of Bridgeport Road and No.5 Road and 358 Lis available at 20 psi residual at 3080 No.5 Road. The proposed 
development requires a minimum fire flow of220 Lis. Water analysis is not required. However, when the 
building design is confirmed at the Building Permit stage, fire flow calculations that are signed and sealed by a 
professional engineer based on the Fire Underwriter Surveyor ISO is required to be submitted to confirm that 
there is adequate available flow. 

b) Based on the proposed rezoning, the proposed site will require a fire hydrant, spaced as per City standard, along 
No.5 Road frontage. 

c) Water service connection will be from No.5 Road frontage. 

Drainage works servicing: 

a) In lieu of upgrading the existing 450 mm diameter storm sewer on Bridgeport Road frontage, a 600 mm diameter 
storm sewer, with an approximate length of 18 m, is to be provided at Bridgeport Road to connect existing 
manhole STMH-3l56 (located at the proposed site's northeast corner) and existing manhole STMH-3168 (located 
at the proposed site's northeast corner). 

b) Drainage service connection will be from No.5 Road frontage. 

Sanitary works servicing: 

a) The proposed development may get sanitary service from the existing City sanitary system located within a north­
south utility right of way near the No.5 Road frontage of 11938 Bridgeport Road. 

Initial: ---
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b) The sanitary service connection shall be designed to match both interim and ultimate scenarios as follows: 

1. Provide a type 3 inspection chamber complete with a sanitary lead directed south and tie-in to an existing 
sanitary manhole (SMH 6372) located south of the south property line ofJ011 No.5 Road. 

11. The required inspection chamber (per item number i) shall have another lead directed east and it shall 
terminate at the east property line of 30 11 No.5 Road. The east opening ofthe required inspection 
chamber shall be temporarily plugged. 

111. A 6m wide utility right of way along the south property line of3011 No.5 Road shall be required to 
contain the required inspection chamber and sanitary leads per item number i and ii above. 

In the interim, the proposed development shall be serviced through the lead directed south to the existing sanitary 
manhole. 

When 11938 Bridgeport Road develops in the future, the existing sanitary system located within the north-south 
utility right of way near the No 5 Road frontage of 11938 Bridgeport Road may be abandoned and the existing utility 
right of way discharged. Before abandonment, 11938 Bridgeport Road will be required to provide service to 3011 No 
5 Road through the required lead that is capped at the east property line ofJO 11 No 5 Road (per item number ii 
above). 

Private utility works: 
a) Developer to provide Private utility companies rights-of-ways to accommodate their above ground equipment 

(i.e., Pad mounted transformers, LPT kiosks, Shaw kiosk, Telus Sac pad, etc.) and any future under-grounding of 
overhead lines. 

b) Existing BC Hydro Poles at No 5 Road frontage will conflict with the required frontage improvements. 
Alterations and relocation of any private utilities will be at the developer's cost. 

c) It is recommended that the developer contact the private utility companies (i.e., BC Hydro, Shaw, Telus, etc.) to 
learn of their requirements. 

Transportation: 
On-site circulation is two way from Bridgeport to the service bays and one-way westbound from the exits of the 
service bays and the No.5 Road access. 
a) For the Bridgeport Road access, a raised island "pork chop" is required to limit turning movements to right-in, 

right-out at the intersection of the driveway. 
b) For the No. 5 Road access, a "Do Not Enter" sign is required facing the left turn traffic on No.5 Road. In 

addition, a raised internal island at the driveway is required to restrict movement. On-site circulation is restricted 
c) All new driveway letdowns designed as per the City's Engineering Design Specifications. 

General: 
An assessment is required from a Professional Engineer with experience in Geotechnical Engineering on the impact of the 
proposed on-site works to the existing offsite infrastructures along Bridgeport Road and No 5 Road frontages (i.e., AC 
sanitary forcemains, AC watermains, etc.) 
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 ofthe 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. 
The Engineering design, via the Servicing Agreement and/or the Development Permit and/or the Building Permit design 
must incorporate the recommendations of the impact assessment. 

Prior to Building Permit Issuance, the developer must complete the following requirements: 
1. 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. 

Initial: ---
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2. Incorporation of accessibility measures in Building Permit (BP) plans as determined via the Rezoning and/or 
Development Permit processes. 

3. Demonstrate the following to the satisfaction of the Building Department: 

a) Demonstration that the pit area is not water permeable; 

b) Provide details associated with the access hatch to the mechanical room at pit elevation. The details must 
demonstrate that the hatch and associated area is water tight and that the hatch cannot be closed and/or locked 
when someone is in the area. If the floor elevation of the hatch is higher than (or at) the flood plain elevation, 
then the hatch will need to demonstrate the safety aspects that allow someone from inside the mechanical room to 
egress at any time. If the room is accessed from within the pit, the door will be required to be watertight. 

c) Compliance with the BC Plumbing Code, which requires installation of a sand trap and oil interceptor. 

d) Any waste water sent to the sanitary system requires compliance with Metro Vancouver Liquid Waste 
Management bylaws and a Waste Water Discharge Permit from Metro Vancouver. The applicant must 
demonstrate compliance as a condition of Building Permit issuance. 

4. Obtain a Building Permit (BP) for any construction hoarding. If construction hoarding is required to temporarily 
occupy a public street, the air space above a public street, or any part thereof, additional City approvals and associated 
fees may be required as part ofthe Building Permit. For additional information, contact the Building Approvals 
Division at 604-276-4285. 

Note: 

* 
• 

This requires a separate application. 

Where the Director of Development deems appropriate, the preceding agreements are to be drawn not only as personal covenants 
of the property owner but also as covenants pursuant to Section 219 of the Land Title Act. 

All agreements to be registered in the Land Title Office shall have priority over all such liens, charges and encumbrances as is 
considered advisable by the Director of Development. All agreements to be registered in the Land Title Office shall, unless the 
Director of Development determines otherwise, be fully registered in the Land Title Office prior to enactment of the appropriate 
bylaw. 

The preceding agreements shall provide security to the City including indenmities, warranties, equitable/rent charges, Letters of 
Credit and withholding permits, as deemed necessary or advisable by the Director of Development. All agreements shall be in a 
form and content satisfactory to the Director of Development. 

• Additional legal agreements, as determined via the subject development's Servicing Agreement(s) and/or Development Permit(s), 
and/or Building Permit(s) to the satisfaction of the Director of Engineering may be required including, but not limited to, site 
investigation, testing, monitoring, site preparation, de-watering, drilling, underpinning, anchoring, shoring, piling, pre-loading, 
ground densification or other activities that may result in settlement, displacement, subsidence, damage or nuisance to City and 
private utility infrastructure. 

• Applicants for all City Permits are required to comply at all times with the conditions of the Provincial Wildlife Act and Federal 
Migratory Birds Convention Act, which contain prohibitions on the removal or disturbance of both birds and their nests. Issuance 
of Municipal permits does not give an individual authority to contravene these legislations. The City of Richmond recommends 
that where significant trees or vegetation exists on site, the services of a Qualified Environmental Professional (QEP) be secured 
to perform a survey and ensure that development activities are in compliance with all relevant legislation. 

Signed Date 
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City of 
Richmond 

Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 
Amendment Bylaw 9174 (13-642848) 

3011 No.5 Road 

Bylaw 9174 

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

1. Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 is amended by inserting Section 22.35 thereof the 
following: 

4259904 

"22.35 Car Wash & Service Station (ZC35) - Bridgeport 

22.35.1 Purpose 

The zone provides for car wash and service station use. 

22.35.2 Permitted Uses 

• car wash 
• service station 

22.35.3 Permitted Density 

1. The maximum floor area ratio is 0.30. 

22.35.4 Permitted Lot Coverage 

1. The maximum lot coverage is 20% for buildings. 

22.35.5 Yards & Setbacks 

1. The minimum front yard (abutting Bridgeport Road) is 0.9 m for buildings. 

2. The minimum exterior side yard (abutting NO.5 Road) is 10m for buildings. 

3. The minimum interior side yard and rear yard is 7.9 m for buildings. 

22.35.6 Permitted Heights 

1. The maximum height for buildings is 9.0 m. 

2. Accessory structures are not permitted. 

22.35.7 Subdivision Provisions/Minimum Lot Size 

1. There are no minimum lot width, lot depth or lot area requirements. 

22.35.8 Landscaping & Screening 

1. Landscaping and screening shall be provided in accordance with the provisions of 
Section 6.0 except, that the minimum required landscaping is reduced from 3.0 m 
to: 
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Bylaw 9174 

a) 

b) 

0.9 m on the portion of the lot which abuts Bridgeport Road; and 

2.0 m on the portion of the lot which abuts NO.5 Road. 

22.35.9 On-Site Parking and Loading 

Page 2 

1. On-site vehicle and bicycle parking and loading shall be provided according to the 
standards set out in Section 7.0. 

22.35.10 Other Regulations 

1. An automated or semi-automated car wash must be wholly contained in a 
building and must comply with the City's Noise Regulation Bylaw No. 8856. 

2. 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 Richmond 
Zoning Bylaw 8500, is amended by repealing the existing zoning designation of the 
following area and by designating it CAR WASH & SERVICE STATION (ZC35)­
BRIDGEPORT. 

P.I.D.007-376-723 
East 150 Feet (Reference Plan 17050) Lot 1 
Except: Firstly; Part On Bylaw Plan 59971, 
Secondly: Part In Plan LMP21779 
Thirdly: Part On Plan LMP39115 
Section 25 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 1366 

3. This Bylaw may be cited as "Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9174". 

FIRST READING 

PUBLIC HEARING 

SECOND READING 

THIRD READING 

OTHER CONDITIONS SATISFIED 

ADOPTED 

MAYOR 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: August 29,2014 

File: 12-8060-20-009165NoI01 
ZT 2014-667206 

Re: Application by the City of Richmond for a Zoning Text Amendment to the Office 
and Education (ZIS5) - City Hall West (Thompson Area) Zoning District at 6931 
Granville Avenue 

Staff Recommendation 

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9165, to amend the "Office and 
Education (ZIS5) - City Hall West (Thompson Area)" zoning district for the property at 
6931 Granville Avenue to add "emergency service" as a permitted use under Section 24.5.2, be 
introduced and given first reading. 

~ 
Way~raig 
Director of Deve 
L­
WC:jh 

Att. 

ROUTED To: 

Transportation 

4303879 

REPORT CONCURRENCE 

CONCURRENCE 
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August 29,2014 - 2 - ZT 14-667206 

Staff Report 

Origin 

An application has been made by the City of Richmond's Capital Buildings Project Development 
Division of the Engineering & Public Works Department for a zoning text amendment to the 
existing "Office and Education (ZIS5) - City Hall West (Thompson Area)" zoning district to 
include the term "emergency service" as a permitted use under Section 24.5.2 of Richmond 
Zoning Bylaw 8500 for the property at 6931 Granville Avenue (Attachment 1). The purpose of 
the zoning text amendment is to facilitate the reconstruction of Brighouse Fire Hall No.1 by 
utilizing the subject property as a temporary fire hall until the new fire hall is completed. 

Findings of Fact 

A Development Application Data Sheet providing details about the development proposal is 
attached in Attachment 2. 

Surrounding Development 

The site is presently occupied by a single storey building and a surface parking lot at the 
northwest corner of Granville Avenue and Gilbert Road. The immediate context surrounding the 
site is as follows: 

To the North: Single family residential detached dwellings, zoned "Single Detached (RSIIE)" 
and designated "Neighbourhood Residential (NRES)" in the 2041 Official Community Plan 
(OCP) Land Use Map. 

To the East: Gilbert Road and the existing Brighouse Fire Hall No.1 zoned "School & 
Institutional Use (SI)" and designated "Park" in the 2041 OCP Land Use Map. 

To the South: Granville Avenue and townhouses zoned "Town Housing (ZT26) - East 
Livingstone" and "Town Housing (ZT39) - East Livingstone", and designated "Neighbourhood 
Residential (NRES)" in the 2041 OCP Land Use Map. 

To the West: Single family residential detached dwellings, zoned "Single Detached (RSlIE)" 
and designated "Neighbourhood Residential (NRES)" in the 2041 OCP Land Use Map. 

Related Policies & Studies 

2041 Official Community Plan 

The 2041 Official Community Plan (OCP) designates the subject site as "Limited Mixed Use" 
which allows a mix of residential uses along with limited commercial, industrial, office, 
institutional or community and pedestrian-oriented uses intended to enhance the public amenity 
and livability of the area. The proposed text amendment would comply with the 2041 OCP land 
use designation. The site is not within an Area Plan or Sub-Area Plan. 
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OCP Aircraft Noise Sensitive Development (ANSD) Policy 

The site is located within Area 4 of the Aircraft Noise Sensitive Development (ANSD) map, 
which allows consideration of all new aircraft noise sensitive uses. 

Floodplain Management Implementation Strategy 

In accordance with the City's Flood Management Strategy, the minimum allowable elevation for 
habitable space is 2.9 metres GSC or 0.3 metres above the highest crown of the adjacent road. 

Public Input 

As the site is a comer lot, two public notification signs were erected on the subject property to 
inform residents of the proposed zoning text amendment. Staff have not received any telephone 
calls or written correspondence in association with the subject application. 

A series of public open houses are to be held on September 19, 20, and 23 on the City's overall 
concept plan for the Minoru Civic Precinct. Although the subject property is not the focus of 
these open houses, residents adjacent to the subject property will be notified and may wish to 
discuss any concerns with staff about the proposed temporary fire hall during reconstruction of 
the new Brighouse Fire Hall No.!. If there are any concerns or comments identified, they will 
be summarized and provided to Council prior to the Public Hearing. 

Analysis 

Proposal 

As one of the City's Major Facilities Phase 1 projects, Brighouse Fire Hall No.1 is proposed to 
be rebuilt on the same site as the existing fire hall at the northeast comer of Granville Avenue 
and Gilbert Road. The subject property, known as City Hall West, is currently used by Human 
Resources and Bylaws staff. As part of a larger program to consolidate staff at or near City Hall, 
staff from City Hall West will be moving to the Annex building (former RCMP building) at the 
end of October 2014. This presents an opportunity for fire protection staff to use the subject 
property during construction of the new Brighouse Fire Hall No.!. Attachment 3 includes the 
proposed site plan layout for the subject property, and Attachment 4 provides some photos of the 
site and building. 

The intention is to begin the site and building improvements by late 2014 and move fire 
protection staff to the subject property in early 2015. It is anticipated that it will take 18 to 24 
months to complete construction of the new fire hall. At that time, fire protection staff would be 
able to move their operations back to the new facility. 

Most of the improvements to the existing building would be limited to the interior with some 
minor modifications to the exterior of the building. Exterior work to the subject property would 
include the reconfiguration of the parking area, including the addition of an emergency service 
vehicle bay facing Gilbert Road and moving 12 vehicular parking spaces for staff along 
Granville Avenue. 
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Land Use 

The existing "Office and Education (ZIS5) - City Hall West (Thompson Area)" zone permits 
"government service" which includes taxation offices, courthouses, employment offices, social 
service offices and other similar uses, in addition to a municipal works yard or recycling drop 
off. In order to allow the proposed temporary fire hall, the City of Richmond has applied to 
include "emergency service" as a permitted use. The term "emergency service" is an existing 
use defined in Zoning Bylaw 8500, and is defined as a building or land used by fire protection, 
police, ambulance or other such services as a base of operations, and includes a fire hall. 

The "Office and Education (ZIS5) - City Hall West (Thompson Area)" zoning district is a site 
specific zone, which applies only to the subject property and adding "emergency service" as a 
permitted use would generally be in keeping with the intent of the existing zone. 

Vehicular Circulation 

Site modifications would be needed to allow one emergency vehicle (fire truck) to be parked on 
site. The remaining fire truck vehicles currently at Brighouse Fire Hall No.1 would be parked at 
other locations near the City Centre. To allow the fire truck to park on the subject property, it 
would be required to back into the subject property from Gilbert Road. A temporary shelter will 
be installed on the east side of the existing building for this emergency vehicle. The existing 
driveway location will be moved slightly to the south to ensure that the existing Green Ash tree 
remains. Attachment 5 indicates the turning radius for the fire truck in three different scenarios. 

Accommodating the emergency vehicle will displace 12 of the existing parking spaces on site, 
which will be relocated and face Granville Avenue in front of the existing building. This would 
involve a new vehicular crossing on Granville Avenue at the western limit of the site to allow 
access to these parking spaces. The new driveway crossing would be on an interim basis to 
support the temporary fire hall operations. The City's long term objective is to have only one 
vehicular crossing on Granville Avenue and such a driveway configuration will be pursued after 
the temporary use of the site as a fire hall is complete. 

The remaining parking spaces would be reconfigured in the existing parking lot. A total of 35 
parking spaces would be provided which meets the minimum requirements under Section 7.0 
(Parking and Loading) in Zoning Bylaw 8500 and would meet the operational requirements of 
the temporary fire hall. Transportation staff have reviewed and concur with the site and 
circulation plan. 

Tree Retention, Removal and Replacement 

There are 27 trees on the subject property that meet the minimum specifications in Tree 
Protection Bylaw 8057. Of these trees, 14 are proposed to be removed. Most of these trees are 
considered in poor shape due to structural defects from previous topping for hydro line clearance 
or are located within the reconfigured parking area. Tree protection staff have reviewed and 
agreed with the project arborist's assessment that these trees are not viable for long term 
retention and should be removed and replaced. 
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Fourteen trees are proposed to be replanted which is consistent with Tree Protection Bylaw 8057. 
Attachment 6 includes landscaping details including the proposed locations of the replacement 
trees. The replacement trees include 12 Red Maple trees to be planted along the frontage of 
Granville Avenue and Gilbert Road and two Red Cedar trees to be planted along the north 
property line. 

The remaining 13 trees are to be retained and protected on site. This includes a large Green Ash 
tree on the east side of the subject property facing Gilbert Road which will be retained. 

Financial Impact 

None 

Conclusion 

The City of Richmond's Capital Buildings Project Development Division of the Engineering and 
Public Works Department is requesting a zoning text amendment in order to allow the term 
"emergency service" as a permitted use under Section 24.5.2 of Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 
at 6931 Granville Avenue. The site is currently zoned as "Office and Education (ZIS5) - City 
Hall West (Thompson Area)" which permits child care, commercial education, government 
service, and office uses. Adding "emergency service" as a permitted use would be in keeping 
with the intent of the existing zone. 

It is recommended that Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9165 be introduced and given 
first reading. 

John 
Senior Planner 

JH:cas 

Att. 1: Location Map 
Att. 2: Development Application Data Sheet 
Att. 3: Site Plan 
Att. 4: Photos of Site 
Att. 5: Turning Radius Templates for Fire Truck 
Att.6: Landscaping Plan 
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ATTACHMENT 2 

City of 
. Richmond 

Development Application Data Sheet 
Development Applications Division 

ZT 2014-667206 Attachment 2 

Address: 6931 Granville Avenue 

Applicant: The City of Richmond 

Planning Area(s): _N:....:..::.o:...:-ne=--_____________________________ _ 

Existing Proposed 

Owner: City of Richmond No change 

Site Size (m2
): 

4,177 mL (44,961 W) No change 

Child care Child care 
Commercial education Commercial education 

Land Uses: Government service Government services 
Office Office 

Emergency service 

OCP Designation: Limited Mixed Use No change 

Area Plan Designation: N/A N/A 

Office and Education (ZIS5) - City Hall West Office and Education (ZIS5) - City Hall 

Zoning: (Thompson Area) which provides for West (Thompson Area) which provides for 
education, office and a child care facility in education, office, fire hall and a child care 
the existing structure on the site. facility in the existing structure on the site. 

Initial: ---
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ATTACHMENT 4 
Photo 1: Green Ash tree facing Gilbert Road to be saved 
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Photo 2: Looking at eastern elevation and parking area facing Gilbert Road 

Photo 3: Looking at south elevation of existing building facing Granville Avenue 
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City of 
Richmond 

Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 
Amendment Bylaw 9165 (ZT 14-667206) 

6931 Granville Avenue 

Bylaw 9165 

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

1. Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 is amended by adding the following permitted use under 
Section 24.5.2 in alphabetical order: 

". emergency service". 

2. This Bylaw may be cited as "Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9165". 

FIRST READING 

PUBLIC HEARING 

SECOND READING 

THIRD READING 

ADOPTED 

MAYOR CORPORATE OFFICER 

4330689 

CITY OF 
RICHMOND 
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City of 
Richmond Report to Committee 

To: Planning Committee Date: September 9,2014 

From: Wayne Craig File: TU 14-666140 
Director of Development 

Re: Application by Firework Productions Ltd. for a Temporary Commercial Use 
Permit Renewal at 8351 River Road, Duck Island (Lot 87 Section 21 Block 5 North 
Range 6 West Plan 34592) and 8411/8431/8451 West Road for 2015, 2016 and 
2017 

Staff Recommendation 

1. That the application by Firework Productions Ltd. for a Temporary Commercial Use Permit 
renewal for the properties at 8351 River Road, Duck Island (Lot 87 Section 21 Block 5 North 
Range 6 West Plan 34592) and 8411/843118451 West Road be considered at Public Hearing 
to be held on October 20,2014 at 7:00 pm in the Council Chambers of Richmond City Hall, 
and that the following recommendation be forwarded to that meeting for consideration: 

"That a Temporary Commercial Use Permit be issued to Firework Productions Ltd. for 
the properties at 8351 River Road, Duck Island (Lot 87 Section 21 Block 5 North Range 
6 West Plan 34592) and 841118431/8451 West Road for the purposes of permitting an 
evening night market event between May 15,2015 to November 1,2015 (inclusive), 
May 13,2016 to October 30,2016 (inclusive) and May 12,2017 to October 29, 2017 
(inclusive) subject to the fulfillment of all terms, conditions and requirements outlined in 
the Temporary Commercial Use Permit and attached Schedules." 

2. That the Public Hearing notification area include all properties to the north of Bridgeport 
Road and west of Great Canadian Way as shown in Attachment 4 to the staff report dated 
September 9,2014 from the Director of Development. 

WC:ke 

Att. 
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September 9, 2014 

ROUTED To: 

Business Licences 
Engineering 
Community Bylaws 
Fire Rescue 
RCMP 
Building Approvals 
Transportation 

4342837 

- 2 - TU 14-666140 

REPORT CONCURRENCE 

CONCURRENCE CONCURRENCE OF GENERAL MANAGER . 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

Firework Productions Ltd. (Raymond Cheung) has applied to the City of Richmond for a 
Temporary Commercial Use Permit (TCUP) renewal at 8351 River Road, Duck Island (Lot 87 
Section 21 Block 5 North Range 6 West Plan 34592) and 841118431/8451 West Road (the 
"subject site") for the purposes of operating a seasonal night market event during specified 
periods for 2015,2016 and 2017 (refer to Attachment 1 for a location map). On March 19,2012, 
Council issued the original TCUP (TU 11-595782) for a 3 year term expiring at the end of the 
2014 season. 

The subject site is also subject to a rezoning application (RZ 12-598104) proposing a 
comprehensive mixed use development for the site, which is being processed by staff. The event 
organizer (Raymond Cheung clo Firework Productions Ltd.) has obtained authorization from the 
property owner to apply for a TCUP renewal to operate this event from 2015 to 2017 as an 
interim use as this proposal goes through the necessary development application processes. 

Proposed Temporary Commercial Use Permit 
The proposed TCUP renewal for the night market is generally similar to past events on the 
subject site. The main changes being made in this renewal application are: 

• The inclusion of 8411, 8431 and 8451 West Road in the TCUP proposal for additional 
off-street parking use (dedicated vendor parking only). 

• Minor amendments to the hours of operation for the event. 
• Extending the event to the end of October for each year under the renewed permit. 

Event Description 
The event consists of the market area located on the south west portion of Duck Island that 
contains the food and commercial vendor booths, entertainment activities and other supporting 
event functions (i.e., administrative and storage space, first aid area, outdoor displays). The 
remaining portion of the Duck Island site consists of parking dedicated to the event. The three 
properties at 8411,8431 and 8451 West Road are proposed to be included in this renewal 
application for the purposes of providing dedicated parking to the event vendors. 

A site plan of the subject site is contained in Attachment 2. The event proposal includes: 
• A maximum total of 220 commercial and 100 food vendors. 
• 1,480 parking stalls on the Duck Island site plus an additional 200 parking stalls for use 

by event vendors located at 8411, 8431 and 8451 West Road. 
• Supporting services and on-site entertainment activities. 
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Event Dates Hours of O,Qeration 
Opening/ 
Closing Days of Operation Hours of Operation 
Dates 

• Friday, Saturday, Sunday and Statutory • 7pm-12am: Friday and Saturday. 

May 15to 
Holidays. • 6pm-11 pm: Sunday and Statutory 

2015 
November 1 • No event proposed for Canada Day or Holidays. 

the evening prior to July 1 • 6pm-12am: Day preceding a 

• 79 operation days proposed. Statutory Holiday. 

• Friday, Saturday, Sunday and Statutory • 7pm-12am: Friday and Saturday. 

May 13 to 
Holidays. • 6pm-11 pm: Sunday and Statutory 

2016 
October 30 • Event proposed to be open on June 30 Holidays. 

(Thursday) - Prior to Canada Day • 6pm-12am: Day preceding a 

• 80 operation days proposed. Statutory Holiday. 

• Friday, Saturday, Sunday and Statutory • 7pm-12am: Friday and Saturday. 

May 12 to 
Holidays. • 6pm-11 pm: Sunday and Statutory 

2017 
October 29 • July 3 (Monday after July 1 Canada Holidays. 

Day). • 6pm-12am: Day preceding a 

• 80 operation days proposed. Statutory Holiday. 

The proposed days of operation of the night market will be on Friday, Saturday, Sunday and 
Statutory holiday Monday evenings with the exception of the event opening on one Thursday 
evening (June 30) in 2016, which is the evening prior to the Canada Day Statutory holiday. 

Findings of Fact 

Item Existing Proposed 
Owner • Sanhurgon Investment Ltd (Inc. No. No change 

BC908774) 

• 0916544 BC Ltd (Inc. No. 0916544) 

Applicant Firework Productions Ltd. (Raymond Cheung) No change 

Site Size Combined total area - 84,886 sq. m (21 No change 
acres) 

Land Uses • Currently vacant gravel/sand lots that has Proposed temporary evening 
been levelled and graded. market consisting of food/retail 

• Existing Canada Line guide way. vendors, on-site entertainment, 
supporting services and off-

• Existing event infrastructure (gravelled street parking stalls (no change 
parking lots/drive-aisles; vendor booth, from previous TCUP approval). 
services 

2041 OCP Designation Commercial and Park No change 
- General Land Use 
Map 

2041 OCP - Temporary 2041 OCP permits Temporary Use Permits in TCUP renewal application 
Use Permits areas with a Commercial Land Use complies with 2041 OCP policies 

DeSignation on consideration of Temporary 
Use Permits. 

City Centre - Urban Centre (T5) No change 
Bridgeport Village Sub 
Area Plan Designation 

Zoning Light Industrial (IL) No change 
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Surrounding Development 
To the north: Fraser River and foreshore. 
To the east: Fraser River and foreshore; River Rock Casino zoned "Casino Hotel Commercial 

(ZC 17)" that contains casino, hotel and parking facilities. 
To the south: River Road and a closed rail line on property owned by the City. On the opposite 

side of River Road, "Light Industrial (IL)" zoned properties. 
To the west: Bridgeport Road and bridge to Sea Island. 

Comprehensive Rezoning Proposal for Duck Island - Potential Impacts to TCUP 
Through the processing of the comprehensive rezoning application for Duck Island, a number of 
City requirements involving land transactions and dedications for various road, dike and park 
works and upgrades will likely be secured if approved by Council. Depending on the timing of 
rezoning application approval, completion of these land transactions and related servicing and 
other site preparation activities may have an impact on the proposed night market event. Staff 
will review these rezoning requirements in conjunction with the night market event in the future 
to determine impacts to any approved TCUP to determine any applicable impacts. No impacts to 
the processing of the rezoning application are anticipated from the proposed TCUP renewal 
application or operation of a temporary night market event on site. 

Night Market Event at 12631 Vulcan Way (Lions Communication Inc.) 
A TCUP renewal application for 12631 Vulcan Way by Lions Communication Inc. has also been 
recently submitted to the City (application received August 25,2014) and proposes a market 
event on the site similar to previous years. The TCUP issued to Lions Communication for the 
night market at 12631 Vulcan Way expires at the end of the 2014 season and the renewal 
application is seeking a similar 3 year extension. Staff review of the application is underway. 

Local Government Act - Temporary Land Uses 
The Local Government Act (LGA) enables municipalities the ability to: 

• Designate areas where temporary commercial uses may be considered. 
• Issue temporary use permits through Council resolution. 
• Undertake public notification on the proposed temporary use. 
• Specify terms and conditions applicable to the proposed temporary use. 

Maximum time periods that a TCUP is valid for is 3 years. Upon expiration, a renewal can be 
applied for a maximum of 3 years. The proposed TCUP renewal proposal for a night market on 
Duck Island from 2015 to 2017 complies with the provisions of the LGA. 

2012 to 2014 - Issues and Responses 
This section summarizes specific issues that arose from the night market operating on the subject 
site from 2012 to 2014 and provides a response summary (in italics) to outline how the issue was 
resolved. 
• Ensuring access to/from River Rock Casino 

4342837 

• Traffic Management Plan designed to direct night market traffic to No.3 Road for 
access/egress purposes, while also facilitating access for casino traffic. 

• Digital sign boards and signage in the surrounding area directs traffic to No. 3 Road 
for access to the night market. 
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II Event organizer markets and promotes visitors to utilize the Canada Line. 
II Traffic controls along No.3 Road are designed to allow two lanes northbound travel, 

which enables casino traffic to be diverted to the River Rock parkade and not queued 
along No.3 Road. 

II By encouraging night market traffic to utilize No.3 Road, Great Canadian Way and 
River Road are generally available to provide full access to the River Rock Casino 
and other businesses in the surrounding area. 

II City Traffic Operations staff have observed traffic patterns in the area and have 
confirmed that the above access arrangements work well to manage night market and 
River Rock Casino traffic to ensure efficient access to both venues. 

• Improve access arrangements for River Rock Casino and night market visitors 
II Early in the 2012 season, the City arranged implementation of additional travel lanes 

along No.3 Road, north of Bridgeport Road to improve with access/egress for the 
night market and River Rock Casino. 

II Additional lanes of travel were differentiated along River Road in proximity to the 
River Rock Casino's parkade structure and No.3 Road/River Road intersection to 
improve vehicle movements to and from the area. 

II Traffic Management Plan (IMP) was adjusted based on the above referenced road 
lane changes. 

II Additional signage added to the area to assist with traffic direction and parking. 
• Ensuring sufficient off-street parking for the event 

II As required in the original TCUP approved by Council in 2012, the organizer is 
required to maintain a minimum of 1,150 free parking stalls for night market visitors 
and 300 stalls dedicated to event vendors. 

II In the middle of the 2013 season, the organizer secured an additional 3 properties to 
the immediate south of the event site that could accommodate an additional 200 
parking stalls. These parking stalls are dedicated for use by event vendors, which 
therefore opens up an additional 200 stalls on the Duck Island event site for public 
use. These properties are being added to the TCUP renewal application for 2015 to 
2017 for use as a dedicated vendor parking area. 

• Promotion of Canada Line service 
II During night market events, the Canada Line is well utilized by visitors to the event. 
II The organizer continues to promote and market the use of the Canada line to night 

market visitors through advertisements. 
II Adjust the TMP to account for pedestrian traffic between the Canada Line station and 

night market event site. 

Public Consultation and Notification 

The proponent consulted with businesses and residents in the surrounding area. The organizer 
discussed the proposed event directly with people who were available to provide feedback from 
property owners/tenants/residents about the event. A summary of the consultation feedback and 
comments is shown in Attachment 3. A majority of the comments received were related to 
ensuring availability of parking passes to facilitate vehicle access to the area for residents and 
businesses. Concerns about garbage and littering are being addressed through a garbage 
management plan to be implemented by the event organizer, which will also be incorporated into 
the terms and provisions of the proposed TCUP renewal. 
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City staff also have plans to meet with River Rock representatives to discuss the proposed night 
market TCUP renewal application. Any specific comments or concerns communicated by River 
Rock staff will be forwarded to Council in advance of the Public Hearing. 

Public Hearing and Notification by the City of Richmond 
The Temporary Commercial Use Permit renewal requires that the application be forwarded to a 
Public Hearing. A public hearing notification area generally bounded by Bridgeport Road to the 
south, Great Canadian Way to the East and Fraser River to the west and north is recommended 
by staff (refer to Attachment 4 for a proposed notification area map). 

Staff Comments 

Transportation 
Transportation staff have reviewed the application to renew the TCUP for an additional 3 years 
with the additional lots for parking. Based on observations of the event and traffic management 
provisions (TMP) by staff, it is noted that the traffic flow to and from the event operates 
effectively to ensure access to the night market site and River Rock Casino. A summary of the 
Transportation requirements to be incorporated into the proposed TCUP renewal is as follows: 

• Parking requirements: 
• Duck Island site - 1,480 parking stalls 
• 8411, 8431 and 8451 West Road - 200 parking stalls (vendor parking only) 
• All event parking stalls to be provided free of charge. 

• Submission and approval of a Traffic Management Plan (TMP) (prepared by a 
professional consultant) for review and approval by the City, based on previous years 
operations that includes any revisions required by City staff. 

• Implementation of the TMP to be undertaken by a professional Traffic Control Company 
with appropriate trained and certified staff. Changes to the TMP can be made at the sole 
discretion of Transportation staff. 

• The TMP and operation by a Traffic Control Company is at the event organizers sole 
cost. 

• Implementation of directional/way finding signage based on the plan approved by 
Transportation staff at the event organizers sole cost. 

• Continued initiatives by the event organizer to market and promote the use of public 
transit (Canada Line and bus) for attendees to the night market. 

• Additional off-site parking stalls secured by the event organizer at their own initiative 
would be considered extra and beyond what the City requires for this event and is not a 
required component of the TMP or TCUP renewal. 

Community Bylaws 
Attendance by dedicated Community Bylaws officers/staffbased on the previous years 
arrangement is required for any proposed renewal of the TCUP for the purposes of monitoring 
and enforcing on-street parking and related City roadway regulations around the night market 
event site. Dedicated Community Bylaw officers to patrol the surrounding night market event 
area are recommended to be a minimum of six hours of bylaw officer patrol during all event 
hours of operation, which would provide sufficient coverage. The proponent is responsible for 
the costs of the 6 hours of Community Bylaw officer(s) patrol each night the event is in 
operation, with scheduling of hours at the discretion of Community Bylaws staff. The estimated 
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cost of Community Bylaw staffing for the event has been incorporated into the required bond 
amounts to be secured for this event (see Financial Impact section). 

RCMP 
Attendance by dedicated RCMP officers (minimum of2 members) based on the previous year's 
arrangement is required for any proposed renewal of the TCUP for the purposes providing a 
police presence, oversee event attendees and vendor operations, monitor operation of the TMP 
and intervene if necessary. Having RCMP on-site during event hours also facilitates a quick 
response in the event of an emergency. RCMP member attendance at the night market event will 
be in addition to the existing RCMP deployment in Richmond, with the proponent responsible 
for all costs of RCMP members dedicated to the night market event. 

The estimated cost of RCMP officer staffing has been incorporated into the required bond 
amounts (2015 to 2017), with provisions built into the bond to enable the RCMP Commercial 
Crimes Unit to undertake necessary investigative and enforcement work to address product 
counterfeiting/intellectual property issues if any arise. Also included in the bond amount is 
RCMP staff time allocated to administering and managing the scheduling of officers for the 
event (see Financial Impact section). 

Richmond Fire Rescue 
The proposed night market location and required emergency access provisions are remaining 
generally unchanged from previous years. An updated Fire Safety Plan is required to be 
completed by the appropriate consultant for submission and approval by Richmond Fire Rescue 
prior to the opening of the event that includes fire safety provisions associated with the general 
event operations, fire safety measures for retail and food vendors and compliance with applicable 
Building Code and Fire Code for all buildings, structures and appliances (hot water tanks, 
cooking equipment, electrical appliances and machinery etc.). Approval of the Fire Safety Plan 
by Richmond Fire Rescue prior to the opening of the event is incorporated into the terms of the 
TCUP renewal. The event organizer and each applicable food vendor is required to comply with 
Richmond Fire Rescue's Food Vendor Checklist and is included in the terms and conditions of 
the TCUP renewal for the proposed event. 

Building Approvals 
Any buildings, structures, services or changes to existing on-site servicing infrastructure 
(including service connections) will require consultation with Building Approvals and will 
require the submission of all appropriate applications for building permit and site service permit 
work. 

Business Licensing 
All commercial retail and food vendor booths operating at the night market event are required to 
apply for and obtain Business Licenses to operate. The event proponent (Raymond Cheung C/O 
Firework Productions Ltd.) is also required to obtain an appropriate Business License for the 
purposes of operating the night market event. Each vendor at the night market is required to 
obtain a Business License for each year of operation. 
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Engineering 
All servicing and related technical issues were resolved through the review of the initial TCUP 
application on this site in 2012. No engineering or servicing issues arise from the proposed 
TCUP renewal proposal. 

Vancouver Coastal Health 
All vendors involved in the selling or handling of food and beverage product at the event are 
required to obtain appropriate permits to operate from Vancouver Coastal Health (VCH) to 
ensure compliance with food safety, sanitation and food handling requirements. VCH will 
determine requirements associated with provisions for food vendors having access to water (hot 
and cold), access to appropriate refrigeration and food safety measures that the event organizer 
and each food vendor booth is responsible for compliance. 

VCH has an application and inspection process to ensure compliance with their regulations, 
which they implement prior to food vendors opening at the event. Any deficiencies or 
infractions are required to be resolved by the food vendors or event proponent prior to opening of 
the food court or individual food vendors. 

Analysis 

All technical issues and changes to the night market event included in the TCUP renewal 
application have been incorporated into the proposed permit that would enable the night market 
to operate on the subject site in 2015,2016 and 2017 generally from mid-May to the end of 
October during the dates and times specified in this report. 

A majority of the applicable terms and conditions identified in the original 2012 TCUP approval 
for this site will also be incorporated into the TCUP renewal being considered in this report. The 
main changes being forwarded in the TCUP renewal that is different from the original permit 
granted in 2012 is summarized as follows: 

• Inclusion of 8411,8431 and 8451 West Road in the TCUP renewal application to provide 
dedicated parking for market vendors. Staff support this revision as it allows for an 
additional 200 parking stalls to be secured for this event for use by event vendors, thereby 
making available an additional 200 free parking stalls on the Duck Island site north of 
River Road for the general public. 

• Extension of the event into the end of October for each year. In previous years, the night 
market closing date would coincide with the Thanksgiving long weekend in October. 
The event organizer has requested an extension to the end of October. The event 
organizer is responsible for informing the City if they intend on closing the night market 
early in the season and ensuring that all event vendors are also informed of the earlier 
closure. 

Financial Impact 

Cost Recovery - City and RCMP Expenses 
The proposed night market is a privately operated event that is open to the general public. Due 
to the significant popularity of past events hosted on other sites in Richmond and increasing 
draw of attendees from across the region and visiting tourists, presence from RCMP members, 
Community Bylaw Officers and various staff from other divisions is required with costs to be 
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paid by the event organizer. This enables existing service levels for policing and bylaws across 
the City to be maintained. In summary, a cost recovery model is applied for the proposed night 
market TCUP renewal. 

Operational Security Bond Requirements 
The estimated costs will be submitted prior to Council consideration of the TCUP at Public 
Hearing (tentatively October 20,2014) for the first year of operation in 2015 and one month in 
advance of the event opening date for subsequent years (2016 and 2017). The following is a 
summary of what the bond submission will cover: 

• 2 RCMP members assigned to the night market event each day of operation and during 
all hours of operation at the applicable overtime rate (commute time to and from the 
event is included). 

• RCMP commercial crimes unit resources and staff hours to supplement event organizer 
policing and enforcement of counterfeit products and other illegal goods. 

• Community Bylaws - 6 hours (based on the applicable overtime rate) of dedicated patrol 
by Community Bylaw Officers for each day of operation for the night market event 
(scheduling of hours is at the discretion of Community Bylaws). 

• A 20% contingency fund in addition to the base operational security bond for each year 
of event operation. 

• Attendance by City staff to oversee and monitor implementation of the TMP and general 
event operations. 

• Production, posting and takedown of night market directional signage by City staff. 

Security bond requirements are as follows: 
• 2015 - $181,000 (base amount) + $36,000 (20% contingency) = $217,000 (Adjusted for 

additional days of operation and anticipated wage increases). 
• 2016 - $194,000 (base amount) + $39,000 (20% contingency) = $233,000 (Adjusted for 

additional days of operation and anticipated wage increases). 
• 2017 - $197,000 (base amount) + $39,000 (20% contingency) = $236,000 (Adjusted for 

additional days of operation and anticipated wage increases). 

Upon conclusion of the night market event for each year, any surplus leftover from the bond will 
be returned to the event proponent. Provisions are also included in the TCUP to require payment 
of any outstanding invoices (in excess of the estimated security bond amount) to be paid in full 
for the event to operate. 

The Procedure Bylaw for Council consideration of Temporary Commercial Use Permits 
(Bylaw 7273), requires that security bonds be submitted prior to Council consideration of the 
TCUP at Public Hearing. As a result, the following security bond submission deadline dates 
apply for the TCUP renewal: 

• For 2015 - $217,000 to be submitted prior to October 20,2014 as the initial security 
bond amount. 

• For 2016 - $233,000 to be submitted prior to April 13, 2016. 
• For 2017 - $234,000 to be submitted prior to April 12, 2017. 
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Conclusion 

The proposed night market TCUP renewal on the subject site has addressed all technical 
components and met all City requirements related to operating a seasonal event on this site from 
2015 to 2017. The subject property is well serviced by public transit and the event organizer has 
also provided the required amount of off-street parking and traffic management measures based 
on previous year's operation, which proved successful in managing vehicle traffic to the site and 
minimizing impacts to existing businesses in the surrounding area. On this basis, staff 
recommend approval of the Temporary Commercial Use Permit for the subject site and that this 
recommendation be forwarded to Council for consideration at a Public Hearing, tentatively 
scheduled for October 20,2014. Staff also recommend expanding the Public Hearing 
notification area include all properties to the north of Bridgeport Road and west of Great 
Canadian Way as shown in Attachment 4 to this staff report. 

Kevin Eng 
Planner 2 

KE:cas 

Attachment 1 - Location Map 
Attachment 2 - Night Market Site Plan 
Attachment 3 - Public Consultation Summary 
Attachment 4 - Recommended Public Hearing Notification Area 
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Revision Date: 09/08/14 
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ATTACHMENT 3 

Schedule 3: 

Neighbour Consultations below were completed on April 10, 2014. Neighbours who did not have parking 
passes/no parking signs or who requested additional signs were provided with them free of charge as of 
May 3, 2014. This addressed the issues and concerns for these neighbours who were worried about 
Night Market visitors parking on their property. 
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PROPOSED NIGHT 
MARKET SITE 

Public Hearing 
Notification Area 

ATTACHMENT 4 

Original Date: ()2/08/12 

Revision Date: 02/09/12 
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City of 
Richmond Temporary Commercial Use Permit 

No. TU 14-666140 

To the Holder: Firework Productions Ltd. 
Sanhurgon Investment Ltd., Inc. No. BC908774 
0916544 B.C. Ltd., Inc. No. 0916544 

Property Address: 8351 River Road, Duck Island (Lot 87 Section 21 Block 5 North 
Range 6 West Plan 34592 and 8411/8431/8451 West Road 

Address: C/O Mr. Raymond Cheung 
3063 - 8700 McKim Way 
Richmond, BC V6X 4A5 

1. This Temporary Commercial Use Permit is issued subject to compliance with all of the 
Bylaws of the City applicable thereto, except as specifically varied or supplemented by this 
Permit. 

2. This Temporary Commercial Use Permit is issued subject to compliance with all the items 
outlined on the attached Schedule "A" to this permit. 

3. Should the Holder fail to adhere and comply with all the terms and conditions outlined in 
Schedule "A", the Temporary Commercial Use Permit Shall be void and no longer 
considered valid for the subject site. 

4. This Temporary Commercial Use Permit applies to and only to those lands shown 
cross-hatched on the attached Schedule "B" to this permit. 

5. The subject property may be used for the following temporary commercial uses: 

4342837 

A night market event on the following dates: 
• May 15,2015 to November 1,2015 inclusive (as outlined in the attached 

Schedule "c" to this permit); 
• May l3, 2016 to October 30, 2016 inclusive (as outlined in the attached Schedule 

"c" to this permit); and 
• May 12,2017 to October 29, 2017 inclusive (as outlined in the attached Schedule 

"c" to this permit). 

The night market event dates and hours of operation shall be in accordance with the 
attached Schedule "c" to this permit. 

The night market event shall be in accordance with the site plan as outlined in Schedule 
"D" to this permit. 
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To the Holder: 

Property Address: 

Address: 

No. TU 14-666140 

Firework Productions Ltd. 
Sanhurgon Investment Ltd., Inc. No. BC908774 
0916544 B.C. Ltd., Inc. No. 0916544 

8351 River Road, Duck Island (Lot 87 Section 21 Block 5 North 
Range 6 West Plan 34592 and 8411/8431/8451 West Road 

CIO Mr. Raymond Cheung 
3063 - 8700 McKim Way 
Richmond, BC V6X 4A5 

6. Any temporary buildings, structures and signs shall be demolished or removed and the site 
and adjacent roads shall be maintained and restored to a condition satisfactory to the City of 
Richmond, upon the expiration of this permit or cessation of the use, whichever is sooner. 

7. As a condition of the issuance of this Permit, Council is holding the security set out below to 
ensure that development is carried out in accordance with the terms and conditions of this 
Permit. Should any interest be earned upon the security, it shall accrue to the Holder if the 
security is returned. The condition of the posting of the security is that should the Holder fail 
to carry out the development hereby authorized, according to the terms and conditions of this 
Permit within the time provided, the City may use the security to carry out the work by its 
servants, agents or contractors, and any surplus shall be paid over to the Holder, or should the 
Holder carry out the temporary commercial use permitted by this permit within the time set 
out herein and comply with all the undertakings given in Schedule "A" attached hereto, the 
security shall be returned to the Holder. 

• A cash security (or acceptable letter of credit) in the amount of $217,000 must be 
submitted prior to October 20, 2014 for the purposes of operating an evening market 
event during the specified dates set out in Schedule "C" in 2015. 

• A cash security (or acceptable letter of credit) in the amount of$233,000 must be 
submitted prior to April 13, 2016 for the purposes of operating an evening market event 
during the specified dates set out in Schedule "C" in 2016. 

• A cash security (or acceptable letter of credit) in the amount of $236,000 must be 
submitted prior to April 12, 2017 for the purposes of operating an evening market event 
during the specified dates set out in Schedule "C" in 2017. 

8. Should the Holder fail to provide the cash security by the dates specified in this permit, the 
Temporary Commercial Use Permit shall be void and no longer considered valid for the 
subject site. 

9. The land described herein shall be developed generally in accordance with the terms and 
conditions and provisions of this Permit and any plans and specifications attached to this 
Permit which shall form a part hereof. 
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To the Holder: 

Property Address: 

Address: 

No. TU 14-666140 

Firework Productions Ltd. 
Sanhurgon Investment Ltd., Inc. No. BC908774 
0916544 B.C. Ltd., Inc. No. 0916544 

8351 River Road, Duck Island (Lot 87 Section 21 Block 5 North 
Range 6 West Plan 34592 and 8411/8431/8451 West Road 

C/O Mr. Raymond Cheung 
3063 - 8700 McKim Way 
Richmond, BC V6X 4A5 

10. Monies outstanding and owed by the Holder to the City of Richmond for costs associated 
with the previous evening market event must be paid in full by the following dates: 

• All monies outstanding from the 2015 event must be paid in full prior to April 13,2016. 

• All monies outstanding from the 2016 event must be paid in full prior to April 12, 2017. 

Should the Holder fail to provide any outstanding monies by the date specified in this permit, 
the Temporary Commercial Use Permit shall be void and no longer considered valid for the 
subject site. 

11. This Temporary Commercial Use Permit is valid for the dates specified in Schedule "C" for 
2015,2016 and 2017 only. 

This Permit is not a Building Permit. 

AUTHORIZING RESOLUTION NO. 
DAY OF 

DELIVERED THIS DAY OF 

MAYOR 

4342837 

ISSUED BY THE COUNCIL THE 

CORPORATE OFFICER 
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Schedule "A" 

In consideration of the City of Richmond issuing a Temporary Commercial Use Permit (TCUP) 
for the purposes of operating a night market event for 2015,2016 and 2017 on the subject site, 
the event organizer (Firework Productions Ltd. c/o Raymond Cheung) acknowledges and agrees 
to the following terms and conditions: 

Traffic Management Plan (TMP) 
• Traffic control and operations during the event is to be in accordance with the TMP 

approved by the City's Transportation Division. 
• Operation of the TMP is to be undertaken by a professional Traffic Control Company 

with the appropriate trained and certified staff. Costs associated with operations and 
running of the TMP is the responsibility of the event organizer. 

• The TMP is to be monitored by the City'S Transportation Division in consultation with 
on-site RCMP and Community Bylaws staff and is subject to revision and changes 
(i.e., alteration of the plan; additional Traffic Control staff) should the need arise. 

• Approval of the TMP, including any necessary revisions, is at the sole discretion of 
Transportation Division staff. 

• Posting of signage and erection of barricades and road markings will be undertaken based 
on the TMP and is to be at the cost of the event organizer. 

• The Event organizer is required to implement a marketing and promotion strategy 
(approved by Transportation Division staff) that encourages night market patrons to take 
public transit to the event 

Off-Street Parking 
• Parking stalls required for the night market event under the following provisions: 

• 1,480 parking stall located on Duck Island. 
• 200 parking stalls located on 84111843118451 West Road. 
• Of the total number of parking stalls secured (1,680), a minimum of300 stalls 

shall be allocated to event vendors. 
• All off-street parking stalls provided on the event site is required to be free. 

City of Richmond and RCMP Staffing 
• A minimum of 2 RCMP members must be in attendance for each night the event is being 

held during the hours of operation for the purposes of providing a police presence and 
overseeing the TMP and general event operations (Note: Implementation and operation 
of the TMP is required to be undertaken by a professional traffic control company with 
appropriate trained and certified staff). 

• Six (6) hours of dedicated patrol by Community Bylaw Enforcement Officers is required 
for each day the event is in operation with scheduling at the discretion of Community 
Bylaws. 

• Periodic attendance by Transportation Division and City staff to monitor and oversee the 
operations of the event and TMP. 

• All costs for RCMP members and City staffing at the applicable rates is the responsibility 
of the event organizers. 
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Implementation of Works on City Property 
• Any works on City property is required as a result of the night market event must comply 

with the following requirements: 
a Works include, but are not limited to construction of asphalt walkways, temporary 

pedestrian crosswalks and a secondary emergency access to the market event area. 
Works also include any required upgrades and maintenance to existing works 

a Design for works to be undertaken by the appropriate professional and approved 
by the City. 

a Construction of works to be undertaken through a City Work Order or other 
appropriate process prior to issuance of the building permit(s) and/or on-site 
servicing permit for the night market event. 

a All costs associated with the design, construction, maintenance and removal (if 
required) of works is the responsibility of the event organizer. 

a Enter into the appropriate agreements where necessary for the above referenced 
works prior to issuance of the building permit(s) and/or on-site servicing permit 
for the night market event. 

Required Approvals from External Agencies 
Review and approval (if necessary) from the following external agencies is required prior to 
operating a night market event on the subject site: 

• Approval from the Provincial Diking Authority for the existing emergency access ramp 
structure located over the existing dike statutory right-of-way. 

• Ministry of Transportation and Infrastructure (MOTI) review of traffic control provisions 
identified in the TMP for intersections under MOTI jurisdiction. 

Flood Construction Level (FCL) Requirements 
• All buildings and structures on the subject site must be temporary and cannot be utilized 

year round. 
• If these criteria are met, temporary buildings and structures are not required to comply 

with the minimum FCL of 4.35 m. 
• Buildings and structures that do not meet these criteria are required to be constructed at a 

minimum FCL of 4.35 m. 

Required Permits/Licenses from the City of Richmond and Stakeholders 
• Building permits and on-site servicing permits for any buildings, structures, services, 

service connections, including any changes to on-site servicing infrastructure. 
• Business Licenses for all commercial/food vendors to operate at the night market event 

(including the event operator). 
• Vancouver Coastal Health (VCH) permits and licenses for the overall food court area and 

all food and beverage vendors to operate at the night market event, including inspection 
approval by VCH staff. 

4342837 CNCL - 137



- 3 -

Richmond Fire Rescue (RFR) Requirements 
• Implementation of an emergency response route and access location to the event market 

area. This response route is required to remain clear and unimpeded at all times to 
facilitate access for emergency vehicles, personnel and equipment. 

• Implementation of a dedicated approved emergency response route for RFR truck access 
and turnaround to facilitate access to the proposed parking lot "B" as shown in the night 
market site plan attached as Schedule "D" to the TCUP. This fire access lane is required 
to be designed to support the expected loads imposed by firefighting equipment to permit 
accessibility under all climatic conditions. 

• Submission and approval of an updated Fire Safety Plan on a yearly basis by Richmond 
Fire Rescue for the night market event. 

• The event organizer and each applicable food vendor at the night market event is required 
to complete and sign the Richmond Fire Rescue Food Vendor Checklist (Schedule "E") 
and be able to produce the completed and signed documents upon request by Richmond 
Fire Rescue personnel. 

Night Market Site Plan 
• Implementation of the event in general accordance to the night market site plan as shown 

in the TCUP report and attached as Schedule "D" to the TCUP. 
• Amendments to the night market site plan can be considered if they are required/deemed 

necessary by City staff or other external agencies/stakeholders. Any changes to the night 
market site plan approved by the City of Richmond will be considered the approved site 
attached to and forming part of the TCUP. 

• The maximum number of vendors allowed in this TCUP is: 
• 220 commercial vendors; and 
• 100 food vendors. 

• Related accessory entertainment activities and displays that are ancillary to the market 
event activities are permitted. 

Night Market Operations 
• The event organizer is required to provide dedicated event security, parking lot patrollers, 

event liaison staff and certified first aid staff. 
• The event organizer is responsible for providing adequate means of communication 

amongst event staffing, security, first aid, traffic control personnel, RCMP members and 
Community Bylaw Officers. 

• Garbage and Litter Management Plan - Clean up and litter removal before, during and 
after the evening market event each night of operation. Clean-up and litter removal is to 
be conducted by the event organizers and is to include the subject property as well as 
surrounding areas impacted by the evening market event. The plan will also include 
placement of garbage receptacles off-site along heavily travelled pedestrian routes. 
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Product Anti-Counterfeiting Strategy 
The event organizer is responsible for implementing the following action items as part of their 
anti-counterfeiting strategy: 

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

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

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

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

Night Market Event Cancellation Procedure 
• In the event of an evening market event closure on any identified operational day, event 

organizers are responsible for notifying appropriate City staff and RCMP members a 
minimum of 24 hours prior to the start of the event. Should event cancellation 
notification be within the 24 hour time period, staffing costs will be incurred based on 
minimum call out times. 

• The event organizer is responsible for notifying all vendors of any event cancellation. 
• The event organizer is responsible for notifying the City and any related stakeholders 

(i.e., RCMP, VCH) if they decide to close early for the season prior to the last date 
permitted in this TCUP renewal application for 2015, 2016 and 2017. 

Security Bond Requirements 
• The event organizer is required to submit an operational security bond to the City in 

accordance with the terms and conditions identified in the TCUP. 
• The operation security bond is required to cover City costs and expenses as a result of the 

night market event, which includes a contingency fund to address any issues arising 
during event operations. 

• The event organizer is required to pay for additional City costs, in the event that costs 
exceed the amount submitted in the operational security bond. 

General Provisions 
• At the conclusion of each event operation day, any road modifications (temporary 

signage, barriers, cones) associated with the TMP must be removed and original road 
conditions restored to the satisfaction of the Transportation Division staff. 

• Upon expiration of this permit or cessation of the permitted use, whichever is sooner, the 
following shall be completed: 

4342837 

• The property described in Schedule "B" shall be restored to its original condition. 
• Adjacent roads shall be maintained and restored to a condition satisfactory to the 

City of Richmond. 
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Undertaking 
• In consideration of the City of Richmond issuing the Temporary Commercial Use Permit, 

we the undersigned hereby agree to demolish or remove any temporary buildings, 
structures and signs; to restore the land described in Schedule "B"; and to maintain and 
restore adjacent roads, to a condition satisfactory to the City of Richmond upon the 
expiration of this Permit or cessation of the permitted use, whichever is sooner. 

4342837 

Firework Productions Ltd. 
by its authorized signatory 

(Signed copy on file) 

Raymond Cheung 
Firework Productions Ltd. 
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Schedule "e" 
Evening Market Event Schedule of Dates for 2015 
Month Day Event Month Day Event 

Hours Hours 
May 15 7pm-12am June 5 7pm-12am 
(10 Days) 16 7pm-12am (12 Days) 6 7pm-12am 

17 6pm-12am 7 6pm-11 pm 
18 6pm-11pm 12 7pm-12am 
22 7pm-12am 13 7pm-12am 
23 7pm-12am 14 6pm-11pm 
24 6pm-11pm 19 7pm-12am 
29 7pm-12am 20 7pm-12am 
30 7pm-12am 21 6pm-11pm 
31 6pm-11pm 26 7pm-12am 

27 7pm-12am 
28 6pm-11 pm 

July 3 7pm-12am August 1 7pm-12am 
(13 Days) 4 7pm-12am (15 Days) 2 6pm-12am 

5 6pm-11pm 3 6pm-11 pm 
10 7pm-12am 7 7pm-12am 
11 7pm-12am 8 7pm-12am 
12 6pm-11 pm 9 6pm-11pm 
17 7pm-12am 14 7pm-12am 
18 7pm-12am 15 7pm-12am 
19 6pm-11pm 16 6pm-11 pm 
24 7pm-12am 21 7pm-12am 
25 7pm-12am 22 7pm-12am 
26 6pm-11pm 23 6pm-11 pm 
31 7pm-12am 28 ~m-12am 

29 7pm-12am 
30 6Qm-11pm 

September 4 7pm-12am October 2 7pm-12am 
(13 days) 5 7pm-12am (16 Days) 3 7pm-12am 

6 6pm-12am 4 6pm-11 pm 
7 6pm-11pm 9 7pm-12am 
11 7pm-12am 10 7pm-12am 
12 7pm-12am 11 6pm-12am 
13 6pm-11pm 12 6pm-11pm 
18 7pm-12am 16 7pm-12am 
19 7pm-12am 17 7pm-12am 
20 6pm-11 pm 18 6pm-11 pm 
25 7pm-12am 23 7pm-12am 
26 7pm-12am 24 7pm-12am 
27 6pm-11pm 25 6pm-11pm 

30 7pm-12am 
31 7pm-12am 
November 1 6pm-11 pm 

Total Number of Event Operation Days - 79 
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E M k t E t S h d I f D t f 2016 venmg ar e ven c e u eo a es or 
Month Day Event Month Day Event 

Hours Hours 
May 13 7pm-12am June 3 7pm-12am 
(10 Days) 14 7pm-12am (13 Days) 4 7pm-12am 

15 6pm-11Qm 5 6pm-11pm 
20 7pm-12am 10 7pm-12am 
21 7pm-12am 11 7pm-12am 
22 6pm-12am 12 6pm-11pm 
23 6pm-11 pm 17 7pm-12am 
27 7pm-12am 18 7pm-12am 
28 7pm-12am 19 6pm-11pm 
29 6pm-11Qm 24 7pm-12am 

25 7pm-12am 
26 6pm-11pm 
30 7pm-12am 

July 1 7pm-12am August 1 6pm-11pm 
(15 Days) 2 7pm-12am (13 Days) 5 7pm-12am 

3 6pm-11pm 6 7pm-12am 
8 7pm-12am 7 6pm-11pm 
9 7pm-12am 12 7pm-12am 
10 6pm-11Qm 13 7pm-12am 
15 7pm-12am 14 6pm-11 pm 
16 7pm-12am 19 7pm-12am 
17 6pm-11pm 20 7pm-12am 
22 7pm-12am 21 6pm-11pm 
23 7pm-12am 26 7pm-12am 
24 6pm-11pm 27 7pm-12am 
29 7pm-12am 28 6pm-11pm 
30 7pm-12am 
31 6pm-12am 

September 2 7pm-12am October 1 7pm-12am 
(14 days) 3 7pm-12am (15 Days) 2 6pm-11pm 

4 6pm-12am 7 7pm-12am 
5 6pm-11pm 8 7pm-12am 
9 7pm-12am 9 6pm-12am 
10 7pm-12am 10 6pm-11pm 
11 6pm-11pm 14 7pm-12am 
16 7pm-12am 15 7pm-12am 
17 7pm-12am 16 6pm-11pm 
18 6pm-11pm 21 7pm-12am 
23 7pm-12am 22 7pm-12am 
24 7pm-12am 23 6pm-11pm 
25 6pm-11Qm 28 7pm-12am 
30 7pm-12am 29 7pm-12am 

30 6pm-11pm 
Total Number of Event Operation Days - 80 
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E M k t E t S h d I f D t f 2017 vemng ar e ven c e u eo a es or 
Month Day Event Month Day Event 

Hours Hours 
May 12 7pm-12am June 2 7pm-12am 
(10 Days) 13 7pm-12am (13 Days) 3 7pm-12am 

14 6pm-11pm 4 6pm-11pm 
19 7pm-12am 9 7pm-12am 
20 7pm-12am 10 7om-12am 
21 6pm-12am 11 6pm-11pm 
22 6pm-11 pm 16 7om-12am 
26 7pm-12am 17 7pm-12am 
27 7pm-12am 18 6om-11 pm 
28 6pm-11pm 23 7pm-12am 

24 7pm-12am 
25 6pm-11pm 
30 7pm-12am 

July 1 7pm-12am August 4 7om-12am 
(15 Days) 2 6pm-12am (13 Days) 5 7pm-12am 

3 6pm-11pm 6 6om-12am 
7 7pm-12am 7 6pm-11pm 
8 7pm-12am 11 7om-12am 
9 6pm-11pm 12 7pm-12am 
14 7pm-12am 13 6om-11pm 
15 7pm-12am 18 7pm-12am 
16 6pm-11pm 19 7om-12am 
21 7pm-12am 20 6pm-11pm 
22 7pm-12am 25 7om-12am 
23 6pm-11pm 26 7pm-12am 
28 7pm-12am 27 6om-11pm 
29 7pm-12am 
30 6pm-11 pm 

September 1 7pm-12am October 1 6pm-11pm 
(15 days) 2 7pm-12am (14 Days) 6 7pm-12am 

3 6pm-12am 7 7pm-12am 
4 6pm-11 pm 8 6om-12am 
8 7pm-12am 9 6pm-11 pm 
9 7pm-12am 13 7pm-12am 
10 6pm-11pm 14 7pm-12am 
15 7pm-12am 15 6pm-11pm 
16 7pm-12am 20 7om-12am 
17 6pm-11 pm 21 7pm-12am 
22 7pm-12am 22 6om-11pm 
23 7pm-12am 27 7pm-12am 
24 6pm-11pm 28 7om-12am 
29 7pm-12am 29 6pm-11 pm 
30 7pm-12am 

Total Number of Event Operation Days - 80 
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SCHEDULE E 

Richmond Fire-Rescue 

General Fire Safety for Food Vendors Including Mobile Food Trucks 

General Fire Safety Requirements 

Vendors shall meet requirements defined in NFPA 96. This checklist outlines specific fire requirements 
for vendors and is provided to eliminate or reduce last minute delays to vendors applying for event 
approval. 

o All commercial cooking units (deep fryers, grills, etc) in trailers or trucks shall have an automatic 
suppression system (meeting ULC300) and at least one portable Class K wet chemical 
extinguisher. 

o All commercial deep fryers are required to have a portable Class K wet chemical extinguisher. 

o Vendors using heating or cooking units shall provide for their own use at least one portable multi­
purpose extinguisher (minimum 10 pound 4A-60B:C rated). Fire Extinguishers must be visible, 
accessible, and may not sit on the ground. 

o All commercial cooking units, other than approved self-contained units, require non-combustible 
hoods, filters, or trays for containing grease laden vapours-must have been cleaned and tagged 
by a certified Applied Science Technologist Technician (ASTT) or company within the past 6 
months. 

o All appliances are required to have appropriate certification and/or listing (e.g. CSA, ULC). 

o All tents and awnings with any heat sources and/or cooking units underneath must be fire treated 
and labelled to meet NFPA 705 (regardless of clearances - no exceptions). 

o All commercial cooking exhaust hoods must have required filters and trays installed at all times 
(mesh filters are not permitted). Tagged by a certified ASST within the past 6 months. 

o All extinguishers and automatic suppression systems to have current service completed by an 
ASTT, complete with stamped service tag. 

o Stand alone stove or burners and self-contained cooking appliances shall be supported on an 
approved base or non-combustible surface and kept away from combustibles (do not place directly 
on the ground). No folding tables with oil cooking on top. 

o Propane cylinders and tanks shall be secured to a permanent surface to prevent tipping and located 
away from cooking and heat devices as per all applicable Gas Codes and Standards. 

o No unattached (spare) propane tanks in cooking area. 

o Temporary electrical power, generators, and any connections to vendors must be proper gauge, 
properly rated (e.g. CSA, ULC), protected from weather and vehicle traffic and restricted from public 
access-do not use damaged cords. No household extension cords. 

o Generators may require a noise cover or acceptable non-combustible housing depending on 
location. Combustible items may not be placed on generators in contact with hot surfaces e.g. 
tarps. 

For further information or questions, please contact Richmond Fire-Rescue at 604-278-5131, Monday 
to Friday, 8:15 am to 5:00 pm. 

4144199/March 28, 2014 

Information contained here is subject to change without notice. 

Richmond Fire-Rescue's Mission is to protect and enhance the City's livability through 

service excellence in prevention, education and emergency response., ",~'" ,'_'~'~--:-­
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City of 
Richmond 

To: Mayor and Councillors 

From: Terry Crowe 
Manager, Policy Planning 

Memorandum 
Planning and Development Department 

Policy Planning 

Date: September 10,2014 

File: 08-4040-01/2014-VoI01 

Re: Referral: Comparison of Richmond and Metro Vancouver Proposed Responses 
the BC Ministry of Agriculture Consultation on Potential Changes to the 
Agricultural Land Reserve Use, Subdivision and Procedure Regulation 

Purpose 
On September 3, 2014, Planning Committee deferred consideration of the staff report titled 
"Richmond Response to BC Ministry of Agriculture Consultation on Potential Changes to the 
Agricultural Land Reserve (ALR) Use, Subdivision and Procedure Regulation" (Attachment 1), 
until the September 16, 2014 Planning Committee meeting, and directed staff to "examine the 
response by Metro Vancouver to the potential changes to the Agricultural Land Reserve 
regulations, as proposed by the Ministry of Agriculture and report back to the Tuesday, 
September 16,2014 Planning Committee meeting". The purpose of this memo is to report back 
on this referral. 

Background 
On September 5, 2014, the Metro Vancouver (MV)'s Regional Planning and Agriculture 
Committee considered the MV staff report titled "Provincial Consultation on Potential Changes 
to the Agricultural Land Commission (ALC) Act" (Attachment 2) and recommended that the 
MV Board endorse the comments at its upcoming September 19, 2014 meeting. 

Analysis 
Comparison of City and Metro Vancouver Responses To the Ministry'S Questions: 
A summary comparison of the City's and Metro Vancouver's responses to the Ministry's Zone 1 
questions is as follows: 
1. Ministry Q1. Should the parameters for allowable on-farm food storage, packing, processing 

and retail establishments be revised? 
• Similar Comments: MV says no: Richmond says no. 

2. Ministry Q2. Should breweries, distilleries and meaderies be allowed on ALR land on the 
same or similar terms as wineries and cideries are currently allowed? 
• Different Comments: Metro Vancouver first wants current ALC regulations adequately 

monitored and enforced; Richmond agrees only if City can regulate the uses. 
3. Ministry Q3. Should the allowable footprint for consumption areas (or 'lounges') ancillary to 

wineries and cideries (and potentially also breweries, distilleries and meaderis) be increased, 
and if so on what basis? 

• Similar Comments: MV says no: Richmond says no. 
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4. Ministry Q4. To what extent should wineries and cideries (and potentially breweries, 
distilleries and meaderies) be allowed to sell alcohol that was produced elsewhere in BC, not 
at the winery or cidery? 
• Different Comments: Metro Vancouver disagrees to ensure that ALR activities prioritize 

farming; Richmond agrees only if City can regulate like now (same 300m2 areas, 
minimum of 50% from the farm). 

5. Ministry Q5. Should anaerobic digesters be permitted in the ALR if the inputs are generated 
from farming activities? 
• Different Comments: Metro Vancouver disagrees that anaerobic digesters should be 

permitted in the ALR without an application to the ALC; Richmond agrees that they can 
be permitted without an application to the ALC, as long as the City can place additional 
regulations. 

6. Ministry Q6. Should on-farm co-generation facilities be permitted on farms where a portion 
of the energy created is used on farm? 
• Different Comments: Metro Vancouver disagrees that on-farm cogeneration facilities 

should be permitted in the ALR without an application to the ALC; Richmond agrees that 
they can be permitted without an application to the ALC, as long as the City can place 
additional regulations. 

7. Ministry Q10. Should greater clarity be provided on what constitutes an agri-tourism activity 
that is allowed in the ALR without an application, and if so what parameters should be 
established? 
• Similar Comments: MV says yes; Richmond says yes. 

From the above, while the City and Metro Vancouver support the ALR, their responses vary 
depending on the Question and how it is interpreted. 

Comparison of City and Metro Vancouver Additional Responses 
In addition to responding to the questions posed by the Ministry of Agriculture, similar to 
Richmond, MV has identified the following key points, which were supported by many local 
governments at the Abbotsford regional meeting on August 14,2014. MV is requesting that the 
following points be considered before any expansion to the range of allowable uses in the ALR is 
pursued: 
1. The lack of monitoring and enforcement of the current regulations should be addressed. 
2. Unexplored tax implications which result from a decision to allow additional manufacturing, 

retail and restaurant activities on farmland should be addressed. 
3. Potential impacts of proposed changes on local governments in terms of utility services, road 

maintenance, policing, bylaw enforcement, nuisance complaints and property taxes should be 
explored. 

4. Primary agricultural production must be the top priority for ALR lands. 
5. The need for a self-sustaining ALC that has the ability to recover the true costs of processing 

applications should be addressed. 

Attachment 3 more clearly identifies the similarities and differences between Metro Vancouver's 
and Richmond's proposed comments. 
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Summary 
In summary, staff suggest that the proposed City recommendations which were presented at the 
September 3, 2014 Planning Committee meeting and are to be considered at Planning Committee 
on September 16,2014 are still appropriate as they address important City concerns. Metro 
Vancouver's proposed comments can also be supported as they too are aimed at protecting the 
ALR and local government interests from a different point of view with different conditions 
(e.g., the City can support allowing on-farm anaerobic digesters and co-generation without an 
application to the ALC, if it can regulate them; but if the Province does not allow a municipality 
to regulate them, then Metro Vancouver's comments are useful, as they want such uses to be 
reviewed on the case by case basis and not automatically allowed). 

Policy Planning staff will be available to discuss this memo further at the September 16, 2014 
Planning Committee meeting. For clarification, please contact Terry Crowe at 604-276-4139 or 
Minhee Park at 604-276-4188. 

~7 

TITYC 
Manager, Policy Planning 
(604-276-4139) 

MP: cas 

Att.3 

71L-- L '­,/ , 
Minhee Park 
Planner 1 
(604-276-4188) 

pc: Joe Erceg, General Manager, Planning and Development 

Attachments 

/ ) 
t~-

Att.1: Richmond staff report to the Planning Committee dated August 15,2014 
Att.2: Metro Vancouver staff report to the Regional Planning and Agricultural Committee dated 

August 20, 2014 
Att.3: Comparison proposed Metro Vancouver & Richmond responses to the Ministry of 

Agriculture's ALC Act consultation questions 
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ATTACHMENT 1 

City of 
Richmond 

To: Planning Committee Date: August 15,2014 

From: Joe Erceg, General Manager 
Planning and Development 

File: 08-4040-01/2014-VoI01 

Re: Richmond Response to BC Ministry of Agriculture Consultation on Potential 
Changes to the Agricultural Land Reserve Use, Subdivision and Procedure 
Regulation 

Staff Recommendations 

That: 
(1) the attached Richmond response (Attachment 2), which was submitted to the Ministry of 

Agriculture prior to the deadline of August 22, 2014 regarding potential changes to the 
Agricultural Land Reserve (ALR) Use, Subdivision and Procedure Regulation be ratified; 

(2) the Ministry of Agriculture be requested to extend the deadline for comments to September 30, 
2014 to enable all stakeholders to have reasonable time to provide feedback; 

(3) the Ministry of Agriculture be requested to provide a detailed analysis of the potential impacts 
and implications (including taxation implications) of each proposed change, enable local 
governments to also regulate the proposed changes, and allow the local governments and 
stakeholders the opportunity to review the draft regulations prior to their adoption; 

(4) the Ministry of Agriculture and Agricultural Land Commission (ALC) staff and funding be 
increased to properly enforce the existing and proposed ALR regulations; and 

(5) this report and recommendations be forwarded to Richmond MPs, MLAs, the Metro Vancouver 
Board t'}ll M '0 Vancouver local governments. 

, / ' -7' ,------ ---- ------, 
r,j? - REPORT CONCURRENCE 

J Erceg, Gen al Manager, f---------------~------1 
Panning and Development ENCE OF GENERAL MANAGER 

JE:mp 
Att.3 

t ' GReta 
REVIEWED BY STAFF REPORT I 
AGENDA REVIEW SUBCOMMITTEE 

ApPROVED B~ CAO 

A-' .... ..-----....... -t-

INITIALS : 

\'L\J -41 , 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

With the passage of Bill 24, the Ministry of Agriculture is proposing additional ALR activities and 
changes to the regulations for some of the allowable ALR uses (Attachment 1). The Ministry 
conducted a consultation from July 22 to August 22,2014 to obtain input from local governments, 
regional stakeholders and the general public on regulation development. 

The purpose of this report is to obtain Council's ratification of the attached Richmond response that 
has been submitted to the Ministry by its August 22,2014 deadline (Attachment 2) and recommend 
that Council request the Ministry to extend its deadline to September 30,2014 to allow local 
governments and stakeholders to have more time to respond and further consult on the proposed 
changes. 

Finding of Facts 

Context 
The ALC Act sets a legislative framework for the establishment and administration of the 
agricultural land preservation program and identifies permissible activities in the ALR. Specific 
regulations and details of the uses permitted in the ALR are found in the Agricultural Land Reserve 
Use, Subdivision and Procedure Regulation which supports the Act. 

The ALC Act was amended by the passage of Bill 24 in May 2014 and the key intention of the 
amendment was to allow farmers in the ALR to diversify their businesses and maintain agricultural 
viability. In order to support this legislative change, the Ministry is proposing to allow additional 
activities in the ALR without requiring property owners to make an application (e.g., non-farm use 
application) to the ALC and modify the parameters of the permitted uses. 

Consultation Process 
The Ministry of Agriculture formed a Reference Group that consists of representatives from the 
Agricultural Land Commission (ALC), the Union of British Columbia Municipalities (UBCM) and 
the BC Agriculture Council (BCAC) to obtain input on the proposed consultation questions and 
precess. The Group will review the outcome of the consultation and provide input on any draft 
regulations that the Ministry may consider. The Ministry intends to have the new regulations in 
place by the end of2014. 

The Ministry's engagement website was live from July 22 to August22, 2014 and comments were 
accepted through an online survey, by email, or by regular mail. 

In addition, seven regional meetings took place during the consultation period with invited 
stakeholders including local governments and industry (i.e., agriculture associations and Farmers' 
Institutes). The City of Richmond's Policy Planning staff attended the regional meeting held in 
Abbotsford on August 14, 2014 and presented draft responses (Attachment 2) to obtain input from 
the regional stakeholders prior to the final submission. 
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Analysis 

Richmond Responses 
The ALR is divided into two zones, Zone 1 and Zone 2; Richmond is in Zone 2. There are a total of 
11 questions but four of them are specific to Zone 2. The City of Richmond will not be directly 
affected by the proposed changes in Zone 2, so the attached response includes answers to only the 
Zone 1 questions which apply to Richmond. 

As Council did not meet in August, staff did not have the opportunity to bring forward a report to 
Council regarding the proposed changes. Instead, staff circulated a memo to Council to obtain its 
feedback on staffs draft responses to the consultation questions. No changes were requested by 
Council, other than a request to require anaerobic digesters to use only materials produced on the 
farm. Staff presented the draft responses at the Abbotsford regional meeting, prior to the final 
submission. 

The regional meeting was held from 9:00 am to 11 :30 am on August 14,2014 in Abbotsford. 
Approximately 40 delegations from Metro Vancouver, Fraser Valley Regional District, Sunshine 
Coast Regional District, Squamish-Lillooet Regional District attended the meeting. Most of them 
shared Richmond's concerns and their comments and answers to the consultation questions were 
generally consistent with the Richmond's draft responses. The key comments and concerns 
expressed by the regional stakeholders are: 

There was not enough time to review and discuss the proposed changes and the timing of the 
consultation is not adequate. 
It is difficult to answer the consultation questions as sufficient details of the proposed changes 
are not provided. 
The Ministry must further consult with the local governments and stakeholders once draft 
regulations are developed. 
The industrialization and commercialization of farmland should be avoided. Allowing an 
expansion of non-agricultural activities in the ALR would increase the land value and would 
make it difficult for farmers to find affordable, quality farmland. Soil-based agriculture and 
farming for food production should be the priority in the ALR. 

- The purpose of the ALR is to preserve farmland for future generations. It is unclear how the 
proposed changes would benefit agriculture and the existing and future farmers. The Ministry 
should provide a detailed analysis of the impacts and implications of the proposed changes, as 
well as adequate justifications. 
More effective mechanisms and additional funding should be in place to ensure that the existing 
regulations are properly enforced before any changes to the regulations are considered. 
The taxation implications of the proposed changes must be analyzed and discussed with local 
governments. 

In response to the comments regarding the timing and length of the consultation period, the Deputy 
Minister of Agriculture reaffirmed that the deadline would not be extended past noon August 22, 
2014. 

Based on these comments received at the regional meeting, staff have made minor modifications to 
the draft responses. The modifications are shown in italics (Attachment 2). The background 
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provided by the Ministry of Agriculture, as well as the relevant ALR Regulation and the City' s 
zoning regulations are fully stated in Attachment 2. ' 

A summary of the questions and answers are as follows: 

Ministry of Agriculture's Summary of Richmond Response 
Consultation Questions Submitted by August 22, 2014 Deadline 

Should the parameters for allowable on-farm food Strongly disagree - The existing parameters are 
storage, packing, processing and retail sufficient to allow diversification and the current 
establishments be revised? regulations should be properly enforced first. 

Should breweries, distilleries and meaderies be Agree - Local governments should be allowed to 
allowed on ALR land on the same or similar terms place additional regulations (e.g ., overall size limit) 
as wineries and cideries are currently allowed? if they deem necessary. 

Should the allowable footprint for consumption 
areas (or "lounges") ancillary to wineries and Strongly Disagree - The currently allowable 
cideries (and potentially also breweries, distilleries footprint (125 m2 inside & 125 m outside) is 
and meaderies) be increased and if so on what sufficient. 
basis? 

Should wineries and cideries (and potentially also 
Agree - As long as the retail area is limited to the 

breweries, distilleries and meaderies) be allowed to 
same size (i.e., 300m2

) and a minimum of 50% of 
sell alcohol that was produced elsewhere in Be not 

the products are grown and produced on site 
at the winery or cidery? 

Should anaerobic digesters be permitted in the 
Agree if all the inputs are generated from the farm 

ALR if the inputs are generated from farming 
and do not include domestic waste. 

activities? 

Should on-farm cogeneration facilities be permitted 
on farms where a portion of the energy created is Strongly Agree 
used on-farm? 

Should greater clarify be provided on what 
constitutes an agri-tourism activity that is allowable 

Strongly Agree 
in the ALR without an application, and if so what 
parameters should be established? 

Concerns regarding the Timing and Length of the Consultation 
The short one-month consultation period in August, which is the peak holiday period, was not 
adequate to ensure a meaningful consultation. On August 6, 2014, staff sent an email to the Ministry 
for an extension of the deadline until the end of September, but the Ministry declined the request 
due to its commitment to have the changes in place by the end of2014. 

Staff recommend that Council formally request, by resolution, for an extension of the Ministry'S 
deadline until September 30, 2014, so that the City and other local governments have additional 
time to provide more comprehensive and coordinated responses. 
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Richmond Additional Comments 
In addition to responding to the Ministry 's consultation questions, as directed by Council, staff took 
this opportunity to request the Minister of Agriculture to address a number of other concerns 
identified by Council over the years . Also, staff have concerns that details of the regulatory changes 
are currently unknown. For example, the first consultation question is whether the current 
parameters for allowable on-farm processing activities should be modified, but it is unclear to what 
extent the regulations will be revised. The Ministry of Agriculture should provide a detailed 
analysis and adequate justification for each proposed change and consult with local governments on 
draft regulations prior to adopting them and enable local governments to regulate the permitted 
uses. 

The additional comments are summarized below and further clarified in the attached letter to the 
Ministry that was hand delivered at the regional meeting in Abbotsford (Attachment 3). 
- Seek Provincial Government support to prepare an ALC policy to prohibit Port Metro 

Vancouver from converting ALR laIid to port industrial use and encourage the Federal 
Government to implement a dispute resolution process between PMV and local governments. 
Provide a comprehensive analysis ofthe impacts and implications of the proposed changes and 
prepare specific guidelines for local governments, property owners and agricultural producers to 
appropriately manage the proposed changes. 
Ensure that all the proposed changes reinforce and enhance agricultural viability, sustainability, 
and the protection and quality ofthe essential agricultural resources (i.e. , soil water, air) . 
Increase the Ministry and ALC staff and funding to properly enforce the existing and proposed 
ALR regulations (e.g., illegal soil fill , research, farm uses, municipal liaison) . 
Consult with the First Nations regarding the proposed changes. 

Financial Impact 

None. 

Conclusion 

The Ministry of Agriculture conducted a consultation on potential changes to the Agricultural Land 
Reserve Use, Subdivision and Procedure Regulation from July 22, 2014 to August 22, 2014. Staff 
submitted the Richmond response prior to the submission deadline of August 22, 2014 along with 
additional requests to address a number of other concerns identified by Council over the years, and 
recommend that Council ratify the response (Attachment 2). As the length and timing of the 
Ministry 'S consultation period was not appropriate to ensure a meaningful consultation, it is also 
recommended that Council request the Ministry of Agriculture to extend the deadline for comments 

. on the potential changes to September 30, 2014. It is fliiher recommended the Ministry of 
Agriculture provide a detailed analysis of the potential impacts and implications (including tax 
implications) of each proposed change, allow the local governments and stakeholders the 
opportunity to review the draft regulations prior to their adoption and enable local governments to 

~
:ISO regulate the pro osed changes. 

( 
inhee Park T ry e 

Planner 1 (604-276-4188) Manager, Policy Planning (604-276-4139) 

MP:cas 
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Attachment 1 : Ministry of Agriculture's Consultation Paper 

Attachment 2: Richmond Responses to the Ministry of Agriculture's Consultation Questions sent to the Minister 
of Agriculture on August 22, 2014 

Attachment 3: Richmond Staffs August 13, 2014 Letter delivered to the Deputy Minister Of Agriculture on 
August 14, 2014 in Abbotsford 
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Consultation on Potential Changes to the Agricultural Land Commission Act 

1. Purpose 
The purpose of this consultation is to invite your input on some proposed additional activities that 
could be allowed on farmland in the Agricultural Land Reserve without a requirement to make an 
application to the Agricu ltural Land Commission, on whether and to what extent these allowable uses 
shou ld vary between different regions of the province, and on what parameters you think should be 
put around the proposed new uses. 

2. Background 
Approximately five percent of BCs land base is included in the Agricultural Land Reserve (ALR), a 
provincial zone within which agriculture is recognized as the priority activity. The ALR includes public 
and privately held land and is administered by the Agricultural Land Commission (ALC), an independent 
government tribunal, with the purpose of preserving agricultural land and encouraging its use 
for farming. 

The Agricultural Land Commission Act (the Act) establishes both the ALR and the ALC in legislation. 
The Act sets out the structure and operations of the ALC and identifies permissible land uses within 
the ALR. The Agricu ltural Land Reserve Use, Subdivision and Procedure Regulation (ALR Regulation) 
provides greater specificity to many of the proVisions in the Act. 

Amongst other things, the ALR Regulation identifies specific land uses allowable on farmland in the ALR 
without an application to the ALe. Current examples include such things as growing plants and raising 
animals, putting up bu ildings necessary for the farm, selling agricultural products direct to the public, 
limited food processing and, unless prohibited a local government, speCified non-farm activities such as 
agrHourism accommodation, temporary sawmills, kennels, and others. 

Any activities not permitted by the ALR Regulation do require an application to the ALC, which can 
approve, deny or vary the application. Applications are required in order to include or exclude land 
from ALR, to subdivide land within the ALR, or to carry out an activity not expressly permitted in the Act 
or Regulations. 

The passage of Bill 24 in May 2014 introduced amendments to the Act that change the way in which 
the ALC is structured and governed. Some of the detail that determines how these legislative changes 
will be implemented will be provided through changes to the ALR Regulat ion. One aspect of regulatory 
change contemplated by the amendments is to expand the list of allowable uses on ALR land, and 
possibly to vary them between ALR regions. 

The focus of this consultation is to ask the question: what further activities should be allowable on 
farmland in the ALR without an application to the ALC, what parameters should be put around them, 
and should they vary between regions? A Reference Group convened by the Minister of Agriculture and 
comprised of representatives from the ALC, the Union of British Columbia Municipalities (UBCM) and the 
BC Agriculture Council (BCAC) has made a number of specific suggestions in answer to this question, 
and these suggestions are presented in this paper for your consideration and comment. 

Context for the questions is proVided in sections 4 and 5 of this paper. Section 6 provides some speCific 
suggestions for new activities that should be allowable in the ALR without an application to the ALC, 
and also some further specific suggestions for regu latory change related to agri-tourism and the 
subdivision and leasing of land in the ALR. 
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3. Consultation Process 
Minister's Reference Group and ALC 

> A Minister's Reference Group comprised of representatives from the ALC, UBCM and the 
BCAC has been struck to inform the consultation process and any regulatory outcomes. 

> An initial meeting of the Reference Group was held in early July to provide advice on the 
consultation process, and to provide substantive input on the consultation questions. 

> A separate meeting was then held with the ALC (commissioners and 
staff) to solicit further input on the consultation questions. 

> The input gained from the Reference Group and the ALC form the 
basis of the consultation questions presented in this paper. 

> As wel l, the ALC has provided a number of specific, technical suggestions for 
regulatory amendments aimed at providing greater clarity for landowners, local 
governments and the ALC itself around some existing allowable uses. Wh ile 
these suggestions are not the subject of this consultation, they wi ll be provided 
on the consultation website (see Public Input, below) for your information. 

> The Reference Group wi ll meet again mid-way through the process to review 
stakeholder feedback and provide any additional, interim advice. 

> A final meeting of the Reference Group will be held at the end of the 
consultation process to review outcomes and provide input on any 
draft regulations the Ministry may consider at that time. 

Regional Stakeholder Consultations 
> Seven regional meetings will take place between July 22 nd and 

August 22nd encompassing all six ALR regions. 

> Invited stakeholders include local government (all Regional Districts), industry 
(wide cross-section of agriculture associations and farmers' institutes) and other 
key organizations (e.g. agriculture programs from post-secondary institutions). 

> The Ministry will lead the consultation process. The ALC will also attend the regional meetings. 

Public Input 

2 

> Public input on the consultation questions will be so licited via a consultation website: 
http.//engage.gov.bc.ca//andreserve or via a dedicated Ministry 
email address: ALCAFeedback@gov. bc.ca 

> The website will be live from Ju ly 22nd to August 22nd
. 

> Submissions can also be sent by mail to: 
ALR Reg. Consultation 
PO Box 9120 Stn. Provincial Government 
Victoria BC V8W 9B4 
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Consultation on Potential Changes to the Agricultural Land Commission Act 

4. Overview of Changes 
totheALCA 

The Act was most recently amended in May 2014, by the passage of Bill 24. At that t ime, several 
legislative changes were introduced regarding how the ALC is structured and how it makes decisions 
on applications. These changes directly inform the framework of th is consultation - to discuss what 
activities should be allowable on fa rm land in the ALR without an application to the ALC, and if these 
should vary between regions. 

a) Zones, Regions and Regional Panels 
The May 2014 amendments to the Act cod ify the existing six ALR regions into law, and require that a 
regional panel of at least two commissioners be established in each of the six regions. 

The amendments also establish two ALR zones, each comprised of three of the six ALR regions: 

Zone 1: 

Okanagan region 

South Coast region 

Vancouver Island region 

Zone 2: 
Interior region 

Kootenay region 

North region 

Al l applications to the ALC (for land exclusions, land inclusions, subdivisions, and land uses not otherwise 
permitted by the Act or Regulations) must now be forwarded by the Chair of the ALC to the appropriate 
regional panel for decision. At its discretion, a reg ional panel may take an application referred to it by 
the Chair, and refer th is application instead to the ALC Executive Committee. 

Subject to any regulations, if the Chair of the ALC determines that an application is of provincial 
importance, is novel or of general importance to the application of the Act, or may affect more than 
one panel region, the Chair may also refer the application to the ALC Executive Committee for decision, 
instead of referring it to a regional panel. The ALC Executive Committee is made up of the six reg ional 
panel vice-chairs, and the Chair of the ALe. 

Whi le the amendments to the Act provide the abi lity to further define in regulation when the Chair 
may refer an application to the Executive Committee, the Minister's Reference Group has advised 
that the Act provides enough specificity as written (i.e. the Chair may refer an application to the 
Executive Committee when the Chair considers an application is of provincial importance, is novel or 
of genera l importance to the application of the Act, or may affect more than one panel region). As 
such, it is preferable to allow the Chair the discretion to work within the legislative parameters provided, 
without further definition being required in regulation at this time. 

b) Decision Making 
The amendments to the Act also introduced new factors for the ALC to consider when making 
decisions on applications in Zone 2. In making decisions on applications the ALC has always considered 
the purpose of the ALC as defined in Section 6 of the Act: 

a. to preserve agricultural land; 

b. to encourage farming on agricu ltural land in col laboration with other communities of interest; 

3 
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c. to encourage local governments, first nations, the government and its agents to enable and 

accommodate farm use of agricultural land and uses compatib le with agriculture in their 

plans, bylaws and policies. 

This has not changed in Zone 1. 

In Zone 2, however, the ALe is now required by legis lation to consider, in descending order of priority: 

> The purposes of the ALe as defined in section 6 ofthe Act 

> Economic, cultural and social va lues; 

> Regional and community planning objectives; and 

> Other prescribed cons iderations. 

Whi le the amendments to the Act provide the abi lity to further define in regulation the factors the ALe 

must cons ider in decid ing on applications in Zone 2, there is no intention to develop such regulations at 

this time, and this consu ltation does not therefore include any questions on this topic. 

c) Allowable Uses of ALR Land 
The activities that are allowable on ALR land without requiring an application to the ALe are established 

in the ALR Regulation. There are two broad categories of allowable uses, ca lled Farm Uses and 

Permitted Uses. Farm Uses include a range of things including: the growing of plants and raising of 

animals, horse riding, the application of fertilizers, the construction of farm buildings, farm related agri ­

tourism, and agro-forestry (i.e. activities directly related to farming). Farm Uses may not vary between 

Zone 1 and Zone 2, and may not be prohibited by local governments. Permitted Uses include such 

things as limited bed and breakfast accommodation, agri-tourism accommodation, temporary sawmi lls, 

kennels, and within certain limitations also non-agricultural home-based businesses. Permitted Uses are 

viewed as less directly related to agriculture than Farm Uses, but as still compatib le with (of low impact 

to) the farm operation. Permitted Uses may vary between Zone 1 and Zone 2, and may be prohibited 

by local governments. 

Whether and to what extent the list of Farm Uses and Permitted Uses in the ALR Regulation should be 

updated, and how if at all Permitted Uses shou ld vary between zones, is the focus of this consultation. 

Further detail on what currently constitutes a Farm Use and a Permitted Use, together with suggestions 

for additional allowable uses, are provided in sections 5 and 6 of this paper for your consideration 

and comment. 

d) Governance 
Other legislative changes introduced in May 2014 include the establishment of additional reporting 

requirements for the ALe, including a review of operations, performance indicators, details on 

applications received, survey resu lts, plans, special problems and trends. 

The Ministry will be working together w ith the ALe and other experts in administrative tribunal 

governance to further define the details of these new operational requirements. 

e) Other Regulation Making Authorities 
The May 2014 amendments to the Act also proVide new regulation making authorities to: define 

terms not otherwise defined in the Act; determine how the ALe shou ld make certain information on 

its operations and decisions publi c; and to establish residency requirements for commissioners on 

regional panels. 
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Regulations establishing residency requirements for commissioners are being developed as part of the 
process to bring the recent Act amendments into force. Otherwise, there is no intention to move ahead 
on regulations at this time, other than on the central question of what activities (i.e. Farm Uses and 
Permitted Uses) should be allowed in the ALR without an application to the ALe, and how, if at all, these 
should vary between zones. 

f) Summary 
In summary, the May 2014 amendments to the Act have introduced changes to the way in which the 
ALR is structured and governed. Some of the detail that determines how these legislative changes will 
be implemented will be determined through changes to the ALR Regulation that supports the Act. This 
consultation is intended to sol icit input on potential regulatory changes as they relate to changes in the 
land use activities allowable in Zone 1 and Zone 2. 

An itemized list of the recent amendments to the Act is provided in Appendix A. 

s. Land Uses Currently 
Allowed in the ALR 

Currently, land in the ALR can be used for farming, ranching, and other uses specified in the 
ALR Regulation. All other activities require an application to the ALe. The specific land uses permitted in 
the ALR without application to the ALC are listed in the ALR Regulation either as Farm Uses (Section 2 of 
the Regulation) or as Permitted Uses (Section 3). Land use activities not included in those sections, such 
as subdividing land, bUilding additional residences, and exclud ing land from the ALR, require approval 
by the ALC through the application process. 

Farm Uses include activities that are most directly aligned with the business offarming. Many of these 
activities are captu red in the definition offarm use set out in the Act: 

an occupation or use of land for farm purposes, including farming of 
land, plants and animals and any other similar activity designated as 

farm use by regulation, and includes a farm operation as defined in the 

Farm Practices Protection (Right to Farm) Actl. ALCA s.l (1) 

Section 2 of the ALR Regulation duly designates various activities as Farm Use, including: farm retail 
sa les; operating farm wineries or cideries; storage, packing, and product preparation; timber production; 
agro-forestry; agri-tourism; and others (the full list offarm uses found in section 2 of the ALR Regulation 
is provided in Appendix B). 

The majority of the activities listed in section 2 are restricted by specific parameters that ensure they 
support an active farm and have only a minimum impact on agricultural land. For example, farm retai l 
sales are permitted only when either all of the farm products offered are produced on the farm, or at 
least half of the sales area is for products from the farm. Food processing is permitted only when half 
of the product being produced was sourced on the farm, or is feed for consumption on the farm. The 
activities listed in section 2 may be regulated but cannot be prohibited by local governments. The Act 
does not permit that the activities listed in section 2 may vary between Zone 1 and Zone 2. 

Permitted Uses include activities that are not specifically agricu ltural in nature, but which are permitted 

1 http'//wwwbclaws.calcivixldacumentlidlcomplete/statreqI96131 01 
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by regulation on ALR land without application to the ALe. Permitted uses are set out in section 3 of the 
ALR Regulation and incl ude such activities as: bed and breakfast accommodations; temporary sawmills; 
breeding pets; establishing telecommunications equipment; and others (a full list of the permitted uses 
found in section 3 of the ALR Regulation is provided in Appendix 8). 

Similar to Fa rm Uses under section 2, parameters are established in the Regulation for the majority of 
these land uses in order to minimize their impact on agricultural land. For instance, temporary sawmills 
are permitted when half of the timber harvested is from the farm; bed and breakfasts are limited in size; 
and biodiversity conservation, passive recreation, heritage, wildl ife and scenery viewing land uses are 
permitted so long as related buildings do not exceed a specified footprint. The permitted uses listed 
in section 3 may be restricted or prohibited by local governments. Permitted Uses may va ry between 
Zone 1 and Zone 2 of the ALR. 

Table 1 illustrates the main differences between farm uses, permitted uses and non-farm uses as provided by the 
ALR Regulation. 

Possible Uses of Land: 

6 

A. Farm Use 

> Defined as "farm use" in 
the ALR Regulation s.2 

> No application to the 
Commission required 

> May be regu lated but 
not prohibited by 
local government (s.2 
ALR Regulation) 

B. Permitted Use 

> Defined specifically in 
ALR Regulation s.3 

> No application to the 
Commission required 

> Permitted unless 
prohibited by local 
government bylaw 
(s.3 ALR Regulation) 

C. Non-farm Use 

> Not permitted on ALR land 
without ALC approval 

> Requ ires application to the Commission 

> Applications go to local government ahead 
of the Commission. Local Government 
can refuse to authorize the application, 
which ends the process, or forwa rd to 
the Commission with comments and 
recommendations; the Commission 
then decides the application. 
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6. Consultation Questions 
Farm Use 
To help identify potential changes to the ALR Regu lation, the Ministry has consu lted with the Minister's 
Reference Group (UBCM, BCAC, ALC), and separately also with the ALe. As a result of these consultations, 
two possible changes to what is an al lowable Farm Use of land in the ALR are presented for your 
consideration and comment. Two additiona l changes are also presented for your consideration, based 
on the find ings of the recent provincial Liquor Policy Review. 

If added to the ALR Regulation, these land use activities would be permitted in the ALR without an 
application to the ALC, cou ld be regu lated but not prohibited by a local government, and would not be 
able to vary between Zone 1 and Zone 2. 

Q 1) Should the parameters for allowable on-farm food storage, packing, 
processing and retail establishments be revised? 

Current ly the Regu lat ion states that food storage, packing, product preparation, and food processing 
are permitted "if at least 50% of the farm product being stored, packed, prepared or processed is 
produced on the farm or is feed required for farm production purposes on the farm". Retail sa les are 
permitted if "at least 50% of the reta il sa les area is limited to the sale of farm products produced on the 
farm on which the retai l sa les are taking place and the tota l area ... does not exceed 300m2." 

These restrictions ca n inhibit neighbouring farms from investing in joint storage, packing, processi ng 
or retai l establishment in the ALR, favouring instead the establishment of a number of sma ll, similar 
operations. This may be an ineffi cient use of productive farmland, and cost prohibitive for individual 
small producers. One benefit of the proposed amendment would therefore be to enable cooperative 
arrangements between farms in proximity to one another. 

Amongst other things, lessening the restrictions on on-farm processing could allow the establishment 
of abattoirs (large, sma ll or mobile), on fa rms, to serve surrounding cattle, game or pou ltry farms. Other 
examples of potential new processing opportunities include va lue added, further-processing activities 
related to fresh produce (e.g. grape juice), dairy products (e.g. cheese), or nutraceutica l / pharmaceutica l 
products (e.g. related to medica l marij uana). 

Similarly, lessening restrictions on on-farm retail operations could further enable on-fa rm markets to sell 
products from several farms. 

Q 2) Should breweries, distilleries and meaderies be allowed on ALR land on the 
same or similar terms as wineries and cideries are currently allowed? 

Currently, wineries and cideries are al lowed on ALR land without appl ication to the ALC, so long as a 
prescribed percentage of the agricu ltural product used to produce the fi nal product comes from either 
the farm on which the winery!Cidery sits, or another BC farm. The idea here is to extend the same 
provisions and conditions to breweries, distilleries and meaderies. 

Q 3) Should the allowable footprint for consumption areas (or 'lounges') ancillary 
to wineries and cideries (and potentially also breweries, distilleries and 
meaderies) be increased, and if so on what basis? 

Currently, wineries and cideries in the ALR are allowed to establish consumption areas (or 'lounges') to a 
maximum size of 125m2 inside, and 125m2 outside, which is roug hly equal to a maximum of 130 people. 
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One of the find ings from the recent provincial Liquor Policy Review is that government should consu lt 
on increasing the limit fo r allowable consumption areas. 

Q 4) To what extent should wineries and cideries (and potentially breweries, 
distilleries and meaderies) be allowed to sell alcohol that was produced 
elsewhere in Be, not at the winery or cidery? 

Currently, a winery or cidery may only sell alcohol produced at that winery or cidery. One of the findings 
from the recent provincia l Liquor Policy Review is that government should consult on allowing the sa le 
of alcohol produced in Be but not produced on the farm. 

Note: In all cases, whether expanding exist ing farm uses or creating new ones, carefu l consideration 
should be given to any appropriate parameters fo r limiting the Fa rm Use, fo r example by limiting the 
total footprint of any facilities in relation to the size of the farm, prescribing the location of a facili ty 
on a farm, the percentage of any inputs that should be derived from the farm, and the impact on 
neighbouring farms. The question of whether or not the property is actual ly being farmed may also be 
a consideration, as may be the impact of the proposed activity to the farm operation. 

Permitted Use 
To help identify potentia l changes to the ALR Regulation, the Ministry has consulted with the Minister's 
Reference Group (UBCM, BCAC, ALC), and separately also with the ALe. As a result of these consultations, 
three possible changes to what is an allowable Permitted Use of land in the ALR are presented for 
your consideration and comment. If added to the ALR Reg ulation, these land use activiti es would be 
permitted in the ALR without an application to the ALC, could be prohibited by a local government, 
and could vary between Zone 1 and Zone 2. 

Q 5) Should anaerobic digesters be permitted in the ALR if the inputs are 
generated from farming activities? 

Anaerobic digestion is defined as a collection of processes by which microorganisms break down 
biodegradable materia l in the absence of oxygen. In the farm context, biodegradable materia l pri marily 
means an ima l waste, or ma nure. The process is used to manage farm waste and/or to produce fuels, 
which may then be used on farm or sold fo r reven ue. Dairy farms in particu lar may benefit from being 
able to establish anaerobic digesters on-fa rm without an application to the ALC, given the ready 
ava ilability of feedstock. 

Q 6) Should on-farm cogeneration facilities be permitted on farms where a portion 
of the energy created is used on-farm? 

Cogeneration or combined heat and power (CHP) is the use of a heat engine or power station to 
simultaneously generate electricity, useful heat. and C02, which can either be used on the fa rm or sold. 
Greenhouse operations in particu lar may benefit from being able to establish co-gen facil ities on-farm 
without an application to the ALC, since heat and C02 are both used in greenhouse production. 

Q 7) Should the parameters be expanded for when non-agriculture related 
businesses are allowed to operate on ALR properties in Zone 2? 

Currently the Regulation permits a home occupation use that is accessory to a dwell ing, of not more 
than 100 m2 or such other area as speCifi ed in a local government bylaw. One idea is to expand 
opportunities for a broader range of land-based non-agri cultural businesses, such as certain oi l and gas 
anci llary services. 
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Note: As with Farm Uses, careful consideration should be given to any appropriate parameters for 

limiting the proposed new activities, including the size and location of any faci lities, their permanence, 

the percentage of inputs derived from the farm and/or the percentage of outputs used on the farm, 

their impact on neighbouring farms, options for land reclamation after the use ends, whether or not the 

property is actually being fa rmed, and the likely impact of the proposed use to the farm operation. 

Sub-division 
Although most subdivisions require an application to the ALe, section 10 of the ALR Regulation 

establishes when and how subdivisions of ALR properties can be made by local government (and 

provincial) Approving Officers, without an application to the ALe. These include subdivisions that 

w ill consolidate two or more parcels into a single parcel, and certain other subdivisions when the 

subdivision will not result in any increase in the number of parcels. 

Two ideas have been proposed to enable farmers and ranchers to expand the circumstances under 

which subdivisions can be approved by an Approving Officer without application to the ALe. 

Q 8) Should the subdivision of ALR properties in Zone 2 to a minimum parcel size 
of a quarter section be allowed without an application to the ALe? 

From 1997 to 2003 the ALC "Quarter Section General Order" (or policy) permitted subdivisions down to 

a minimum size of a quarter section, w ithout an appl ication, in the Peace River and Northern Rockies 

Regional Districts. The idea here is to reinstate this practice, through regulation, and apply it throughout 

Zone 2. 

Q 9) Should the subdivision of ALR parcels in Zone 2 that are of a defined size, and 
that are divided by a major highway or waterway, be allowed without an 
application to the ALe? 

Farm properties are often difficult to manage with a major obstruction in the way, and the ALC 

often allows subdivision of these parcels through an application. The idea here is to allow an 

Approving Officer to approve subdivisions where such a major obstruction (to be defined in regu lation) 

exists. 

Agri-tourism 
One proposal is that further definition of what constitutes an "agri-tourism activity" could usefully be 

provided in sect ion 2 of the Regulation. Section 2 currently provides t hat agri-tourism activities are 

allowable as a farm use if the use is temporary and seasonal, and promotes or markets farm products 

grown, raised or processed on the farm . Providing greater clarity on what constitutes a "temporary and 

seasonal" activity and when that activity "promotes or markets farm products" may be beneficial for 

farmers, local governments and the ALe. 

It has similarly oeen proposed that fu rther definition be proVided on when agri-tourism 

accommodations are permitted under section 3 of the Regu lation, to ensure that any such 

accommodations are tied to a legitimate agri-tourism activity under section 2. 

9 

Q 10) Should greater clarity be provided on what constitutes an agri-tourism 
activity that is allowable in the ALR without an application, and if so what 
parameters should be established? 
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Leasing land 
Current ly a landow ner in t he ALR may lease their entire property w ithout making an applicat ion to the 

ALe, but must make an application in order to lease a portion of their property. It has been proposed 

that temporary leases of a port ion of a property be allowed w it hout an applicat ion if the lease is to (a) 

enable t he intergenerational transfer of active farm or ranch operations w ithout a subdivision, or (b) to 

encourage the use of otherwise unfa rmed land by existing or new fa rmers. 

Q 11) Should temporary leases of portions of a property in Zone 2 of the ALR be 
allowed without an application to the ALe for: 
(a) intergenerational transfer of an active farm or ranch operation; and/or 
(b) to encourage the use of otherwise unfarmed land by existing or new 
farmers? 

Allowing "life estate leases" fo r inter-generational t ransfer would allow retiring farmers to co ntinue to live 

on their property w hile leasing or sel li ng it to their children or ot her new ent rants. The lease could allow 

a second residence to be established on the property, but no permanent su bdivision of property would 

be invo lved. 

Al lowing temporary leases of a portion of a property to bri ng fallow ALR land into production could 

help new ent rants/young farmers get into agricu ltu re, and/or could increase opportu nit ies for 

existing farmers to access more land w ithout purchase. This kind of lease would not lead to additional 

residences being permit ted on the fa rm and would not require a subdivision. 

7. Thank you! 
Your input into this consultation is greatly appreciated. If you would like to contribute fu rther comments, 

you may do so by emai l at ALCA feedback@qov.bc.ca or throug h our consu ltation website at http.//enqage. 
go v. bc. ca/ landreserve 

Comments can also be submitted by mail at: 

ALR Reg. Consultation 

PO Box 9120 Stn. Provincial Government 

Victoria BC V8W 9B4 
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Appendix A: 
List of Recent Amendments to the 
Agricultural Land Commission Act 

GeneralllTheme" 

1) ALC Reporting and 

Accountability 

Description of Change 

Allow government, by regulation, to set service 
standards and reporting requirements for the 
Commission to the Minister. 

Minister can by order set performance standard s. 

2) Panel Regions and Establish the 6 existing panel regions (defined 
Panel Composition geographica lly in the new Schedule to ALCA) 

3) Zones 

11 

Require that a panel be established for each of the 6 
panel regions. 

Require that the Chair refer applications from a panel 
region to the panel fo r that panel region. 

Sets out when chair of the Commission can refer an 
appl ication to the executive committee. 

Commission must consist of at least 13 ind ividuals. 

Regional panels wi ll have a minimum of 2 members, 
one of whom wi ll be vice chair for the panel appointed 
by the LGIC. 

Vice chairs and members must be resident in the 
region of the panel to which they are appointed 
('res idency'to be defi ned by regulation). 

Zone 1 = Island, South Coast and Okanagan 
panel regions. 

Zone 2 = the rest of BC (i.e. Interior, Kootenay, North 
panel regions, and other). 

Section Reference 

ALCA Section 12(2) 

ALCA Section 12(2.1) 

ALCA Section 4.1 

ALCA Section 11 (1) 

ALCA Section 11 (6) 

ALCA Section 11.2 

ALCA Section 5(1) 

ALCA Section 5(2) and 
ALCA Section 11 

ALCA Section 5(2) and 
ALCA Section 11 (3) 

ALCA Section 4.2 
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General"Theme" 

4) Decision-Making 
in Zones 

5) Local Government 

Act Amendment 

6) Additional 
Regulation­
Making Powers 
added to 
theALCA 

12 

Description of Change 

Zone 1 - no change to decision-making - ALC 

considers applications on case-by-case basis within 

the legislated purpose of the Commission, which are 

as follows: 

(a) to preserve ag ricu ltural land; 

(b) to encourage farm ing on agricultural land 

in collaboration w ith other commun ities 

of interest; 

(c) to encourage loca l governments, first nations, 

the government and its agents to enable and 

accommodate farm use of agricultural land 

and uses compatible w ith agricu lture in their 

plans, bylaws and po liCies. 

In rendering its decisions in Zone 2, the Commission 

must also now consider other factors in descending 

order of priority: 

economic, cultural and social values; 

regional and community planning objectives; 

and 

any other considerations prescribed by 

regulation . 

Th is does not requ ire the Commission to make 

decisions that only reflect these new considerations. 

The Commission is still an independent body and 

will balance agricultural factors with these other 

considerations. 

The leg islation proVides for greater flexibility in ALe 

decision-making to allow farmers in Zone 2 to have 

more options for earning an income. 

Section 879 of the Local Government Act is amended 

so that local governments must consult w ith 

the Commission earlier on in development of, or 

amendments to, an Official Community Plan (i.e. prior 

to first read ing). 

Several subsections have been added to section 58 of 

the ALCA to provide for additional regulation-making 

powers. The regulations we are consulting on in this 

process are t ied to severa l of these new powers and to 

the other regu lation-making powers that have existed 

for some time in the ALCA. 

Section Reference 

ALCA Section 4.3 

Local Government 
Act Section 879 

ALCA Section 58 
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Appendix B: 
Excerpt from the Agricultural 
Land Reserve Use, Subdivision 
and Procedure Regulation 

Activities designated as farm use 

13 

2 (2) The following activities are designated as farm use for the purposes of the Act and may 
be regulated but must not be prohibited by any local government bylaw except a bylaw 
under section 917 of the Local Government Act or, if the activity is undertaken on treaty 
settlement lands, by a law of the applicable treaty first nation government: 

(a) farm retail sales if 

(i) all of the farm product offered for sale is produced on the farm on 
which the retail sales are taking place, or 

(ii) at least 50% of the retail sales area is limited to the sale of farm 
products produced on the farm on which the retail sales are taking 
place and the total area, both indoors and outdoors, used for the 
retail sales of all products does not exceed 300 m2; 

(b) a British Columbia licensed winery or cidery and an ancillary use if the wine 
or cider produced and offered for sale is made from farm product and 

(i) at least 50% of that farm product is grown on the farm on which 
the winery or cidery is located, or 

(ii) the farm that grows the farm products used to produce wine or cider 
is more than 2 ha in area, and, unless otherwise authorized by the 
commission, at least 50% of the total farm product for processing 
is provided under a minimum 3 year contract from a farm in 
British Columbia; 

(c) storage, packing, product preparation or processing of farm products, if at 
least 50% of the farm product being stored, packed, prepared or processed 
is produced on the farm or is feed required for farm production purposes on 
the farm; 

(d) land development works including clearing, levelling, draining, berming, 
irrigating and construction of reservoirs and ancillary works if the works are 
required for farm use of that farm; 

(e) agri-tourism activities, other than accommodation, on land that is classified 
as a farm under the Assessment Act, if the use is temporary and seasonal, and 
promotes or markets farm products grown, raised or processed on the farm; 

(f) timber production, harvesting, silviculture and forest protection; 
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(g) agroforestry, including botanical forest products production; 

(h) horse riding, training and boarding, including a facility for horse riding, 
training and boarding, if 

(i) the stables do not have more than 40 permanent stalls, and 

(ii) the facility does not include a racetrack licensed by the 
British Columbia Racing Commission; 

(i) the storage and application of fertilizers, mulches and soil conditioners; 

(j) the application of soil amendments collected, stored and handled in 
compliance with the Agricultural Waste Control Regulation, B.C. Reg. 
131/92; 

(k) the production, storage and application of compost from agricultural 
wastes produced on the farm for farm purposes in compliance with the 
Agricultural Waste Control Regulation, B.C. Reg. 131/92; 

(1) the application of compost and biosolids produced and applied in compliance 
with the Organic Matter Recycling Regulation, B.C. Reg. 18/2002; 

(m) the production, storage and application of Class A compost in compliance 
with the Organic Matter Recycling Regulation, B.C. Reg. 18/2002, if all the 
compost produced is used on the farm; 

(n) soil sampling and testing of soil from the farm; 

(0) the construction, maintenance and operation of farm buildings including, but 
not limited to, any of the following: 

(i) a greenhouse; 

(ii) a farm building or structure for use in an intensive livestock 
operation or for mushroom production; 

(iii) an aquaculture facility. 

(3) Any activity designated as farm use includes the construction, maintenance and 
operation of a building, structure, driveway, ancillary service or utility necessary for that 
farm use. 

(4) Unless permitted under the Water Act or the Environmental Management Act, any use 
specified in subsection (2) includes soil removal or placement of fill necessary for that 
use as long as it does not 

(a) cause danger on or to adjacent land, structures or rights of way, or 

(b) foul, obstruct or impede the Row of any waterway. 

(5) The removal of soil or placement of fill as part of a use designated in subsection (2) must 
be considered to be a designated farm use and does not require notification except under 
section 4. 
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3 (1) The following land uses are permitted in an agricultural land reserve unless otherwise 
prohibited by a local government bylaw or, for lands located in an agricultural 
land reserve that are treaty settlement lands, by a law of the applicable treaty first 
nation government: 

(a) accommodation for agri-tourism on a farm if 

(i) all or part of the parcel on which the accommodation is located is 
classified as a farm under the A ssessment Act, 

(ii) the accommodation is limited to 10 sleeping units in total of 
seasonal campsites, seasonal cabins or short term use of bedrooms 
including bed and breakfast bedrooms under paragraph (d), and 

(iii) the total developed area for buildings, landscaping and access for the 
accommodation is less than 5% of the parcel; 

(b) for each parcel, 

(i) one secondary suite within a single family dwelling, and 

(ii) one manufactured home, up to 9 m in width, for use by a member 
of the owner's immediate family; 

(c) a home occupation use, that is accessory to a dwelling, of not more than 100 
m2 or such other area as specified in a local government bylaw, or treaty first 
nation government law, applicable to the area in which the parcel is located; 

(d) bed and breakfast use of not more than 4 bedrooms for short term tourist 
accommodation or such other number of bedrooms as specified in a local 
government bylaw, or treaty first nation government law, applicable to the area 
in which the parcel is located; 

(e) operation of a temporary sawmill if at least 50% of the volume of timber is 
harvested from the farm or parcel on which the sawmill is located; 

(f) biodiversity conservation, passive recreation, heritage, wildlife and scenery 
viewing purposes, as long as the area occupied by any associated buildings and 
structures does not exceed 100 m2 for each parcel; 

(g) use of an open land park established by a local government or treaty first 
nation government for any of the purposes specified in paragraph (f); 

(h) breeding pets or operating a kennel or boarding facility; 

(i) education and research except schools under the School Act, respecting any use 
permitted under the Act and this regulation as long as the area occupied by 
any buildings or structures necessary for the education or research does not 
exceed 100 m 2 for each parcel; 

(j) production and development of biological products used in integrated pest 
. management programs as long as the area occupied by any buildings or 
structures necessary for the production ot development does not exceed 300 
m2 for each parcel; 
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(k) aggregate extraction if the total volume of materials removed from the parcel 
is less than 500 m3, as long as the cultivatable surface layer of soil is salvaged, 
stored on the parcel and available to reclaim the disturbed area; 

(1) force mains, trunk sewers, gas pipelines and water lines within an existing 
dedicated right of way; 

(m) telecommunications equipment, buildings and installations as long as the area 
occupied by the equipment, buildings and installations does not exceed 100 
m2 for each parcel; 

(n) construction and maintenance, for the purpose of drainage or irrigation or to 
combat the threat of flooding, of 

(i) dikes and related pumphouses, and 

(ii) ancillary works including access roads and facilities; 

(0) unpaved airstrip or helipad for use of aircraft flying non-scheduled flights; 

(p) the production, storage and application of Class A compost in compliance with 
the Organic Matter Recycling Regulation, B.C. Reg. 18/2002, if at least 50% 
of the compost measured by volume is used on the farm. 

(2) Nothing in subsection (1) (a) is to be interpreted as permitting the conversion of a 
building into strata lots by an owner. 

(3) If a use is permitted under subsection (1) (k) it is a condition of the use that once 
the extraction of aggregate is complete, the disturbed area must be rehabilitated in 
accordance with good agricultural practice. 

(4) The following land uses are permitted in an agricultural land reserve: 

(a) any 

(i) 

(ii) 

(iii) 

(iv) 

(v) 

ecological reserve established under the Ecological Reserve Act or by 
the Protected Areas of British Columbia Act, 

park established under the Park Act or by the Protected Areas of 
British Columbia Act, 

protected area established under the Environment and Land Use Act, 

wildlife management area established under the Wildlife Act, or 

recreation reserve established under the Land Act; 

(b) dedication or upgrading of an existing road with vehicular access and use 
declared to be a highway under section 42 of the Tramportation Act; 

(c) road construction or upgrading within a dedicated right of way that has a 
constructed road bed for vehicular access and use; 

(d) if the widening or works does not result in an overall right of way width of 
more than 24 m, widening of an existing constructed road right of way for 

(i) safety or maintenance purposes, or 

(ii) drainage or flood control works; 
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(d.1) widening an existing constructed road right of way to ease one curve; 

(e) establishing as a forest service road 

(i) an existing road under the Forest Act, or 

(ii) a new road in a managed forest; 

(f) increasing the right of way width of a forest service road by up to 4 m if the 
widening does not result in an overall right of way width of more than 24 m; 

(g) railway construction, upgrading and operations on an existing railbed within a 
dedicated right of way, including widening of an existing railway right of way 
if the widening does not result in an overall right of way width of more than 
30m; 

(h) surveying, exploring or prospecting for gravel or minerals if all cuts, trenches 
and similar alterations are restored to the natural ground level on completion 
of the surveying, exploring or prospecting; 

(i) surface water collection for farm use or domestic use, water well drillings, 
connection of water lines, access to water well sites and required rights of way 
or easements; 

0) soil research or testing as long as the soil removed or fill placed is only in an 
amount necessary for the research or testing. 

(5) Any permitted use specified in subsection (1) or (4) includes the construction, 
maintenance and operation of buildings, structures, driveways, ancillary services and 
utilities necessary for that use. 

(6) Unless permitted under the Water Act or the Environmental Management Act, any use 
specified in subsection (1) or (4) includes soil removal or placement of fill necessary for 
that use as long as the soil removal or placement of fill does not 

(a) cause danger on or to adjacent land, structures or rights of way, or 

(b) foul, ~bstruct or impede the flow of any waterway. 
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ATTACHMENT 2 

August 15, 2014 

Richmond Responses to the Ministry of Agriculture's 

Consultation on Potential changes to the Agricultural Land Reserve Use, 

Subdivision and Procedure Regulation 

Note: The Richmond responses in this attachment are the same responses as submitted to the Ministry 
of Agriculture in Abbotsford on August 14, 2014, except that this attachment contains several additional 
comments in italics. 

Part 1- Richmond's Responses to the Ministry of Agriculture's Consultation Questions 

Ministry of Agriculture Question 1. The parameters for allowable on-farm food storage, packing, 
processing and retail establishments should be revised. 

Ministry of Agriculture Background: Currently, the Regulation states that food storage, packing, product 
preparation, and food processing are permitted if at least 50% of the product is from the farm or is feed 
required for the farm. Retail sales are permitted if at least 50% of the retail sales area is used to sell 
products from the farm. Allowing farms to pack, process and sell more product from neighbouring 
farms could encourage cooperative arrangements between farms in proximity to one another, could 
allow the establishment of more licensed abattoirs (large, small or mobile) on farms, and could 
encourage more on-farm, value added, further-processing activities related to fresh produce (e.g., grape 
juice), dairy products (e.g., cheese), or nutraceutical/ pharmaceutical products (e.g., related to medical 
marihuana). 1 

City's Current Policy and Regulations: The current City's policy and regulations are generally consistent 
with the current provincial regulations except for farm-based wineries which are more rigorously 
regulated and medical marihuana facilities which are prohibited in the ALR. Currently, when a farm does 
not produce 50% of the products on site, it is not allowed in the ALR but may be allowed in an industrial 
area. 

City's Draft Response: Strongly Disagree 

- The existing parameters are sufficient to enable farm operations to diversify as stated. 

The existing regulations should be properly monitored and enforced to prevent industrialization of 
farmland and protect productive farmland for soil-based agriculture. 
The existing land use application process (i.e., ALR and the City non-farm use application process) is 
the appropriate mechanism to manage the expansion of such uses. 
If this regulation is changed, each local government should have the ability to establish their own 
regulations based on the context and issues specific to each municipality/region (e.g., Richmond's 
zoning regulatory approach to farm-based wineries in the ALR). 

1 At the August 14 regional meeting, the Ministry clarified it is considering allowing only medical marihuana production facilities not other 
nutraceutical/pharmaceutical product processing facilities. 
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Question 2. Breweries, distilleries and meaderies should be allowed on AlR land on the same or 
similar terms as wineries and cideries are currently allowed. 

Ministry of Agriculture Background: Currently, wineries and cideries are allowed on ALR land without 
application to the ALC, so long as a prescribed percentage (i.e., 50%) of the agricultural product used to 
produce the final product comes from either the farm on which the winery/cidery sits, or another BC 
farm. The idea here is to extend the same provisions and conditions to breweries, distilleries and 
meaderies. 

City's Current Policy & Regulations: The provincial regulations require: at least 50% offarm product 
offered for sale is grown on the farm on which the winery or cidery is located; or at least 50% of the 
total farm product for processing is from other BC farms and the farm is more than 2 ha in area. In 
addition to the provincial regulations, the City limits the overall size of a farm-based winery to 1,000 m2 

(10,SOO fe) or a maximum floor area ratio of 0.05. 

City's Draft Response: Agree 

Any ALR/provincialland use regulations considered for breweries, distilleries and meaderies should 
also allow for the City to place additional regulations and prohibit the land use, if the City deems 
necessary. 

Question 3. The allowable footprint for consumption areas (or 'lounges') ancillary to wineries and 
cideries (and potentially also breweries, distilleries and meaderies) should be increased. 

Ministry of Agriculture Background: Currently, wineries and cideries in the ALR are allowed to establish 
consumption areas (or 'lounges') to a maximum size of 125m2 (1,345.5 ft2

) inside, and 125m2 (1,345.5 
fe) outside. One of the findings from the recent provincial Liquor Policy Review is that government 
should consult on increasing the limit for allowable consumption areas. 

City's Current Policy & Regulations: The City's regulations are the same as the provincial regulations. 

City's Draft Response: Strongly Disagree 

The existing indoor and outdoor consumption area limitations are sufficient. 

Increasing the size limitations for consumption areas will allow for the intensification of commercial 
activities and uses that are outside of the typical type of supporting commercial uses for a farm 
based winery (e.g., banquet hall, special event venue) which may negatively affect the agricultural 
operations and may cause conflict with neighbouring agricultural properties. 

If pursued, further clarification should first be provided to identify the exact proposed increases and 
their implications. 
The City should be allowed to place additional regulations and prohibit the land use, if the City deems 
necessary. 

Question 4. Wineries and cideries (and potentially breweries, distilleries and meaderies) should be 
allowed to sell alcohol that was produced elsewhere in BC, not at the winery or cidery. 

Ministry of Agriculture Background: Currently, a winery or cidery may only sell alcohol produced at that 
winery or cidery. One of the findings from the recent provincial Liquor Policy Review is that government 
should consult on allowing the sale of alcohol produced in BC, but not produced on the farm. 
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City's Current Policy & Regulations: In addition to the provincial regulations, the City limits the total 
area, both indoors and outdoors, used for the retail sales of all products to 300 m2

• 

City's Draft Response: Agree (with conditions) 
As long as the retail area is limited to the same size (i.e., 300 m2

) and as long as a minimum of 50% 
of the retail area dedicated to retailing products grown and produced on the farm, this would be 
consistent with allowing retail activities not just limited to the product produced on site. The City 
does not want these retail areas to turn into stand alone stores that have no linkage to the farm 
operation. 
The City should be allowed to place additional regulations and prohibit the land use, if the City deems 
necessary. 

Question 5. Anaerobic digesters should be permitted in the ALR, if the inputs are generated from 
farming activities. 

Ministry of Agriculture Background: Anaerobic digestion is defined as a collection of processes by which 
microorganisms break down biodegradable material in the absence of oxygen. In the farm context, 
biodegradable material primarily means animal waste, or manure. The process is used to manage farm 
waste and/or to produce fuels, which may then be used on farm or sold for revenue. Dairy farms in 
particular may benefit from being able to establish anaerobic digesters on-farm without an application 
to the ALC, given the ready availability of feedstock. 

City's Current Policy & Regulations: The City's regulations are the same as the provincial regulations (i.e., 
anaerobic digesters are not permitted in the ALR). 

City's Draft Response: Agree 

Specific guidelines and requirements should be developed for this type of land use to ensure that 
negative impacts/nuisances to surrounding properties and the City are minimized. 

The province and ALC should establish a provincial permitting process to ensure that guidelines and 
regulations are being complied with and provide a means to manage complaints by enforcement. 

The province would need to take the lead on permitting and enforcement and have adequate staff 
to do so. 

Anaerobic digesters should be regulated on the site to ensure that they do not negatively affect 
farming, ground water, soil and air quality (e.g., odour). 

All the inputs must be generated from farming activities on the farm and domestic waste should not 
be allowed (to avoid unwanted chemicals occurring on the farm). 
The City should be allowed to place additional regulations and prohibit the land use, if the City deems 
necessary. 

Question 6. On-farm cogeneration facilities should be permitted on farms where a portion of the 
energy created is used on-farm. 

Ministry of Agriculture Background: Cogeneration or combined heat and power (CHP) is the use of a 
heat engine or power station to simultaneously generate electricity, useful heat, and C02

, which can 
either be used on the farm or sold. Greenhouse operations in particular may benefit from being able to 
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establish co-gen facilities on-farm without an application to the ALC, since heat and C02 are both used in 
greenhouse production. 

City's Current Policy & Regulations: The City's regulations are the same as the provincial regulations (i.e., 
on-farm cogeneration facilities are not permitted in the ALR). 

City's Draft Response: Strongly Agree 
Waste and by-products can be Litilized more efficiently and contribute to sustainable energy supply, 
and nutrient and organic components can be used at the farm. 

The ALC should set the minimum amount of waste that should be produced on the farm to ensure 
that the facility does not turn into a major industrial site and should regulate where it can be 
located. 
Provincial guidelines and regulations need to be established to ensure that operations are run 
effectively and provide a means to address adjacency issues/complaints. 

Adequate staff should be provided to inspect and enforce. 

The City should be allowed to place additional regulations and prohibit the land use, if the City deems 
necessary. 

Question 10. Greater clarity should be provided on what constitutes an agri-tourism activity that is 
allowable in the AlR without an application, and if so what parameters should be established. 

Ministry of Agriculture Background: Further clarification on what constitutes an "agri-tourism activity" 
could usefully be provided in section 2 of the Regulation. Section 2 currently provides that agri-tourism 
activities are allowable as a farm use ifthe use is temporary and seasonal, and promotes or markets 
farm products grown, raised or processed on the farm. Providing greater clarity on what constitutes a 
"temporary and seasonal" activity and when that activity "promotes or markets farm products" may be 
beneficial for farmers, local governments and the ALe. 

City's Current Policy & Regulations: The City's regulations are the same as the provincial regulations and 
has no further restrictions. 

City's Draft Response: Strongly Agree 

Clearer parameters and regulations should be provided so that municipalities would be able to 
easily interpret them. 

Any regulations specific to agri-tourism activities as a permitted use should also enable the 
municipality to regulate it further or not permit it if it is deemed necessary. 

Part 2 - Richmond's Additional ALR Requests of the Minister of Agriculture 

In addition to responding to the Ministry's questions, Richmond also requests the Minister of Agriculture to 
address a number of other concerns which are important to Richmond, as they have been identified by 
Council over the years. These additional Minister requests include: 

1. Port Metro Vancouver (PMV) not to use the ALR for industrial purposes: PMV has purchased 240 
acres offarmland in the ALR in Richmond and will not commit to farming it. The City of 
Richmond requests that the Minister seek Provincial government support to prepare an ALC 
policy to prohibit PMV from converting agricultural land to port industrial uses and that the 
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Province encourage the Federal Government to prepare and implement a binding 
dispute/conflict resolution mechanism between local governments and PMV. 

2. A Planned and Managed Approach to ALC Act Changes: It is crucial for local governments, key 
stakeholders and the public to understand the implications of the proposed changes and have 
the opportunity to review and comment on draft regulations. Council is concerned about the 
lack of a detailed analysis of the proposed changes and their potential impacts. The City of 
Richmond requests that: 

- each proposed regulatory change be first clarified and comprehensively analysed for its on 
and off site impacts (e.g., sustainability, land use, water, sanitary, drainage, hydro, 
telecommunications, environmental, financial, taxation), 

- specific policies and guidelines for the Province, ALC, local governments and property owners 
be prepared to enable them to properly manage the proposed changes, and 

- more consultation be conducted on clarified proposed changes, before they are approved. 

3. Agricultural Viability as the Priority: The Ministry is requested to ensure that all the proposed 
changes reinforce and enhance the following: 

- agricultural viability, 

- agricultural sustainability, antl 
- the protection and quality of the essential agricultural resources (e.g., air, water, soil). 
These principles are essential for a viable agricultural sector, production, operations and 
products. 

4. Additional Funding: The Ministry and ALC staff and funding should be increased to properly 
enforce the existing and proposed ALR regulations (e.g., illegal soil fill, research, farm uses, 
municipal liaison). 

5. Consultation with First Nations: It is requested that First Nations be consulted regarding the 
proposed changes. 

Prepared by: Policy Planning, City of Richmond 
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City of 
Richmond 
6911 NO.3 Road 
Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1 
www.richmond.ca 

August 13,2014 
File: 08-4040-0 1l2014-VoI01 

Delivered by Hand 

PO Box 9120 Stn. 
Provincial Govemment 
Victoria BC V8W 9B4 

Attention: Derek Sturko, Deputy Minister 

Dear Mr. Sturko: 

ATTACHMENT 3 

Planning and Development Department 
Policy Planning 

Fax: 604-276-4052 

Re: City of Richmond Responses: Consultation on Potential Changes to the Agricultural 
Land Reserve Use, Subdivision and Procedure Regulation 

The purpose of this letter is to provide Richmond's responses to the Ministry of Agriculture's 
consultation on potential changes to the Agricultural Land Reserve Use, Subdivision and Procedure 
Regulation, and request the Ministry to address several key issues that have been identified by the 
Richmond City Council over the years. 

Council wbuld like to reiterate its concems regarding the inappropriate timing and the short length 
of the consultation period and is disappointed that its request for a deadline extension to the end of 
September, 2014 has been declined. Council asks that you re-consider its request for the extension. 
To meaningfully engage stakeholders and ensure full paIiicipation, the month of August when 
many people are away on vacation must be avoided and sufficient time must be allowed in order to 
review the proposed changes and provide comments. 

Richmond Responses 

Attachment I contains Richmond's responses to the consultation questions. Please note that the 
responses may change based on the discussion at the regional meeting, and if so, they will be 
submitted by the August 22,2014 noon deadline. 

Richmond Additional Requests 

In addition to responding to the consultation questions, Council would like to take this 0ppOliunity 
to request the Minister to address the following issues and concerns: 

1. POli Metro Vancouver (PMV) not to use the ALR for industrial purposes: PMV has 
purchased 240 acres of farmland in the ALR in Richmond and will not commit to farming 
it. The City of Richmond requests that the Minister seek Provincial government suppOli to 

4311399 

CNCL - 181



- 2-

prepare an ALC policy to prohibit PMV from converting agricultural land to port industrial 
uses and that the Province encourage the Federal Government to prepare and implement a 
binding dispute/conflict resolution mechanism between local governments and PMV. 

2. A Planned and Managed Approach to ALC Act Changes: It is crucial for local 
governments, key stakeholders and the public to understand the implications of the 
proposed changes and have the opportunity to review and comment on draft regulations. 
Council is concemed about the lack ofa detailed analysis of the proposed changes and 
their potential impacts. The City of Richmond requests that: 
- each proposed regulatory change be first clarified and comprehensively analysed for its 

on and off site impacts (e.g., sustainability, land use, water, sanitary, drainage, hydro, 
telecommunications, environmental, financial, taxation), 
specific policies and guidelines for the Province, ALC, local governments and property 
owners be prepared to enable them to properly manage the proposed changes, and 

- more consultation be conducted on clarified proposed changes, before they are 
approved. 

3. Agricultural Viability as the Priority: The Ministry is requested to ensure that all the 
proposed changes reinforce and enhance the following: 

agricultural viability, 
- agricultural sustainability, and 
- the protection and quality of the essential agricultural resources (e.g., air, water, soil). 
These principles are essential for a viable agricultural sector, production, operations and 
products. 

4. Additional Funding: The Ministry and ALC staff and funding should be increased to 
properly enforce the existing and proposed ALR regulations (e.g., illegal soil fill, research, 
farm uses, municipal liaison). 

5. Consultation with First Nations: It is requested that First Nations be consulted regarding 
the proposed changes. 

We look forward to your support in addressing the key issues and concems as noted above. If you 
need any clarification or wish to discuss this matter fuliher, please contact me at 604-276-4319. 

A 

TeTyCrowe 
Manager, Policy Planning 

TTC:mp 

Att.(1) 

Cc: Richmond Council 
Joe Erceg, General Manager, Planning and Development 
Minhee Park, Planner 1, Policy Planning 
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ATTACHMENT 1 

August 13, 2014 

Richmond Responses to the Ministry of Agriculture's 
Consultation on Potential changes to the Agricultural Land Reserve Use, 

Subdivision and Procedure Regulation 

Part 1- Richmond's Proposed Responses to the Ministry of AgricultureJs Consultation 
Questions 

Ministry of Agriculture Question 1. The parameters for allowable on-farm food storage, packing, 
processing and retail establishments should be revised. 

Ministry of Agriculture Background: Currently, the Regulation states that food storage, packing, product 
preparation, and food processing are permitted if at least 50% of the product is from the farm or is feed 
required for the farm, Retail sales are permitted if at least 50% of the retail sales area is used to sell 
products from the farm, Allowing farms to pack, process and sell more product from neighbouring 
farms could encourage cooperative arrangements between farms in proximity to one another, could 
allow the establishment of more licensed abattoirs (large, small or mobile) on farms, and could 
encourage more on-farm, value added, further-processing activities related to fresh produce (e,g., grape 
juice), dairy products (e,g" cheese), or nutraceutical/ pharmaceutical products (e,g" related to medical 
marihuana), 

City's Current Policy and Regulations: The current City's policy and regulations are generally consistent 
with the current provincial regulations except for farm-based wineries Which are more rigorously 
regulated and medical marihuana facilities which are prohibited in the ALR, 

City's Draft Response: Strongly Disagree 

- The existing parameters are sufficient to enable farm operations to diversify as stated, 

- The existing land use application process (i.e" ALR and the City non-farm use application process) is 
the appropriate mechanism to manage such uses, 

If this regulation is changed, each local government should have the ability to establish their own 
regulations based on the context and issues specific to each municipality/region (e,g" Richmond's 
zoning regulatory approach to farm-based wineries in the ALR), 

Currently, when a farm does not produce 50% of the products on site, it is not allowed in the ALR 
but may be allowed in an industrial area, 

Question 2. Breweries, distilleries and meaderies should be allowed on ALR land on the same or 
similar terms as wineries and cideries are currently allowed. 

Ministry of Agriculture Background: Currently, wineries and cideries are allowed on ALR land without 
application to the ALC, so long as a prescribed percentage (i,e" 50%) of the agricultural product used to 
produce the final product comes from either the farm on which the winery/cidery sits, or another BC 
farm, The idea here is to extend the same provisions and conditions to breweries, distilleries and 
meaderies. 

City's Current Policy & Regurations: In addition to the provincial regulations, the City limits the overall 
size of a farm-based winery to 1,000 m2 (10,800 ft2

) or a maximum floor area ratio of 0,05, 
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City's Draft Response: Agree 

- Any ALR/provincialland use regulations considered for breweries, distilleries and meaderies should 
also allow for the City to place additional regulations and prohibit the land use, if the City deems 
necessary, 

Question 3, The allowable footprint for consumption areas (or 'lounges') ancillary to wineries and 
cideries (and potentially also breweries, distilleries and meaderles) should be increased. 

Ministry of Agriculture Background: Currently, wineries and cideries in the ALR are allowed to establish 
consumption areas (or 'lounges') to a maximum size of 125m2 (1,345,5 ft2

) inside, and 125m2 (1,345,5 
fe) outside, One of the findings from the recent provincial Liquor Policy Review is that government 
should consult on increasing the limit for allowable consumption areas, 

City's Current Policy & Regulations: The City's regulations are the same as the provincial regulations, 

City's Draft Response: Strongly Disagree 

- The existing indoor and outdoor consumption area limitations are sufficient. 

Increasing the size limitations for consumption areas will allow for the intensification of commercial 
activities and uses that are outside of the typical type of supporting commercial uses for a farm 
based winery (e,g" banquet hall, special event venue) which may negatively affect the agricultural 
operations and may cause conflict with neighbouring agricultural properties, 

If pursued, further clarification should first be provided to identify the exact proposed increases and 
their implications, 

Question 4. Wineries and cideries (and potentially breweries, distilleries and meaderies) should be 
allowed to sell alcohol that was produced elsewhere in BC, not at the winery or cidery. 

Ministry of Agriculture Background: Currently, a winery or cidery may only sell alcohol produced at that 
winery or cidery, One of the findings from the recent provincial Liquor Policy Review is that government 
should consult on allowing the sale of alcohol produced in BC, but not produced on the farm, 

City's Current Policy & Regulations: The City limits the total area, both indoors and outdoors, used for 
the retail sales of all products to 300,0 m2

, 

City's Draft Response: Agree (with conditions) 

- As long as the retail area is limited to the same size (i.e" 300 m2
) and as long as a minimum of 50% 

of the retail area dedicated to retailing products grown and produced on the farm, this would be 
consistent with allowing retail activities not just limited to the product produced on site. The City 
does not want these retail areas to turn into stand alone stores that have no linkage to the farm 
operation, 

Question 5. Anaerobic digesters should be permitted in the AlR, if the inputs are generated from 
farming activities. 

Ministry of Agriculture Background: Anaerobic digestion is defined as a collection of processes by which 
microorganisms break down biodegradable material in the absence of oxygen, In the farm context, 
biodegradable material primarily means animal waste, or manure, The process is used to manage farm 
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waste and/or to produce fuels, which may then be used on farm or sold for revenue. Dairy farms in 
particular may benefit from being able to establish anaerobic digesters on-farm without an application 

to the ALC, given the ready availability of feedstock. 

City's Current Policy & Regulations: The City's regulations are the same as the provincial regulations (i.e., 
anaerobic digesters are not permitted in the ALR). 

City's Draft Response: Strongly Agree 

If anaerobic digesters are permitted, it would benefit farmers given the ready availability of 
feedstock. 

However, specific guidelines and requirements should be developed for this type of land use to 
ensure that negative impacts/nuisances to surrounding properties and the City are minimized. 

- The province and ALC should establish a provincial permitting process to ensure that guidelines and 
regulations are being complied with and provide a means to manage complaints by enforcement. 

- The province would need to take the lead on permitting and enforcement and have adequate staff 
to do so. 

- Anaerobic digesters should be regulated on the site to ensure that they do not negatively affect 

farming, ground water, soil and air quality (e.g., odour). 

- All the inputs must be generated on the farm. 

Question 6. On-farm cogeneration facilities should be permitted on farms where a portion of the 
energy created is used on-farm. 

Ministry of Agriculture Background: Cogeneration or combined heat and power (CHP) is the use of a 
heat engine or power station to simultaneously generate electricity, useful heat, and C02

, which can 
either be used on the farm or sold. Greenhouse operations in particular may benefit from being able to 
establish co-gen facilities on-farm without an application to the ALC, since heat and C0 2 are both used in 
greenhouse production. 

City's Current Policy & Regulations: The City's regulations are the same as the provincial regulations (i.e., 
on-farm cogeneration facilities are not permitted in the ALR). 

City's Draft Response: Strongly Agree 

- Waste and by-products can be utilized more efficiently and contribute to sustainable energy supply, 
and nutrient and organic components can be used at the farm. 

- The ALC should set the minimum amount of waste that should be produced on the farm to ensure 
that the facility does not turn into a major industrial site and should regulate where it can be 

located. 
Provincial guidelines and regulations need to be established to ensure that operations are run 
effectively and provide a means to address adjacency issues/complaints. 

- Adequate staff should be provided to inspect and enforce. 

Question 10. Greater clarity should be provided on what constitutes an agri-tourism activity that is 
allowable in the ALR without an application, and if so what parameters should be established. 

Ministry of Agriculture Background: Further clarification on what constitutes an "agri-tourism activity" 
could usefully be provided in section 2 of the Regulation. Section 2 currently provides that agri-tourism 
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activities are allowable as a farm use if the use is temporary and seasonal, and promotes or markets 
farm products grown, raised or processed on the farm. Providing greater clarity on what constitutes a 
"temporary and seasonal" activity and when that activity "promotes or markets farm products" may be 
beneficial for farmers, local governments and the ALC. 

City's Current Policy & Regulations: The City's regulations are the same as the provincial regulations and 
has no further restrictions. 

City's Draft Response: Strongly Agree 

Clearer parameters and regulations should be provided so that municipalities would be able to 
easily interpret them. 

Any regulations specific to agri-tourism activities as a permitted use should also enable the 
municipality to regulate it further or not permit it if it is deemed necessary. 

Part 2 - Richmond's Additional AlR Requests of the Minister of Agriculture 

In addition to responding to the Ministry's questions, Richmond also requests the Minister of Agriculture to 
address a number of other concerns which are important to Richmond, as they have been identified by 
Council over the years. These additional Minister requests include: 

1. Port Metro Vancouver (PMV) not to use the ALR for industrial purposes: PMV has purchased 240 
acres offarmland in the ALR in Richmond and will not commit to farming it. The City of 
Richmond requests that the Minister seek Provincial government support to prepare an ALC 
policy to prohibit PMV from converting agricultural land to port industrial uses and that the 
Province encourage the Federal Government to prepare and implement a binding 
dispute/conflict resolution mechanism between local governments and PMV. 

2. A Planned and Managed Approach to ALC Act Changes: It is crucial for local governments, key 
stakeholders and the public to understand the implications of the proposedchanges and have 
the opportunity to review and comment on draft regulations. Council. is concerned about the 
lack of a detailed analysis of the proposed changes and their potential impacts. The City of 
Richmond requests that: . 

- each proposed regulatory change be first clarified and comprehensively analysed for its on 
and off site impacts (e.g., sustainability, land use, water, sanitary, drainage, hydro, 
telecommunications, environmental, financial, taxation), 

- specific policies and guidelines for the Province, ALe, local governments and property owners 
be prepared to enable them to properly manage the proposed changes, and 

- more consultation be conducted on clarified proposed changes, before they are approved. 

3. Agricultural Viability as the Priority: The Ministry is requested to ensure that all the proposed 
changes reinforce and enhance the following: 
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- agricultural Viability, 

- agricultural sustainability, and 

- the protection and quality of the essential agricultural resources (e.g., air, water, soil). 
These principles are essential for a viable agricultural sector, production, operations and 
products. 
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4. Additional Funding: The Ministry and ALe staff and funding should be increased to properly 
enforce the existing and proposed ALR regulations (e.g., illegal soil fill, research, farm uses, 
municipal liaison). 

5. Consultation with First Nations: It is requested that First Nations be consulted regarding the 
proposed changes. 

Prepared by: Policy Planning, City of Richmond 
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ATTACHMENT 2 

• metrovancouver 
~ SERVICES AND SOLUTIONS FOR A LIVABLE REGION 

5.6 

To: Regional Planning and Agriculture Committee 

From: Theresa Duynstee, Regional Planner 
Planning, Policy and Environment Department 

Date: August 20, 2014 Meeting Date: September 5, 2014 

Subject: Provincial Consultation on Potential Changes to the Agricultural Land Commission Act 

RECOMMENDATION 
That the GVRD Board endorse the comments submitted to the BC Ministry of Agriculture regarding 
proposed changes to the Agricultural Land Commission Act. 

PURPOSE 
This report describes the recent Ministry of Agriculture consultation process on proposed additions 
to allowable uses in the Agricultural Land Reserve (ALR) without an application to the Agricultural 
Land Commission (ALe). 

BACKGROUND 
On March 27, 2014, the provincial government introduced Bill 24 - 2014 Agricultural Land 
Commission Amendment Act. The Bill subsequently passed on May 14, 2014 creating two 
Agricultural Land Reserve (ALR) zones, six regional panels and incorporating various changes to ALC 
governance. 

On July 14, Metro Vancouver received an invitation from Derek Sturko, Deputy Minister of 
Agriculture to a consultation session to discuss proposed changes to "farm uses" and "permitted 
uses" as defined by the Agricultural Land Reserve Use, Subdivision and Procedure Regulation. A 
consultation paper titled, "Consultation on Potential Changes to the Agricultural Land Commission 
Act: Agriculture Land Reserve Use, Subdivision and Procedure Regulation", provided information 
about the proposed changes to the regulation and posed specific questions for the discussion 
(Attachment 1). The South Coast regional stakeholder meeting on August 14, 2014 was held to 
obtain input from Metro Vancouver, the Fraser Valley Regional District, the Squamish Lillooet 
Regional District and the Sunshine Coast Regional District, as well as member municipalities. 

The ALC Act consultation process included a Minister's Reference Groupl, regional stakeholder 
meetings and a website for public input (see Reference). All feedback was requested by August 22, 
2014. Staff correspondence requesting an extension due to the short notice for submissions and to 
enable the Regional Planning and Agriculture Committee and GVRD Board to review the Metro 
Vancouver response was denied; the Ministry of Agriculture stated it has committed to having the 
cha nges to the Regulation in place by the end of the year. 

1 The Minister's Reference Group comprised of representatives from the ALC, UBCM and the BC Agriculture 
Council and their role was to inform the consultation process and any regulatory outcomes. 
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DISCUSSION 

Provincial Consultation on Potential Changes to the Agricultural Land Commission Act 
Regional Planning and Agriculture Committee Meeting Date: September 5, 2014 

Page 2 of 4 

The Metro Vancouver delegation to the Ministry of Agriculture consultation session was led by 
Director Derek Corrigan, Chair of the Regional Planning and Agriculture Committee (RPA) and 
Director Harold Steves, Vice Chair of the RPA. Other members of the delegation included Councillor 
David Davis of the Township of Langley and staff from the Corporation of Delta, City of Richmond, 
City of Burnaby and Metro Vancouver. A Briefing Note was distributed to the Metro Vancouver 
delegation prior to the consultation session on August 14th, 2014 (Attachment 2). 

About 40 people representing South Coast Regional Districts attended the 2~ hour meeting in 
Abbotsford. Ministry of Agriculture staff provided an overview of the recent and proposed changes 
to the ALe Act before the participants were invited to comment on the 11 questions posed in the 
consultation paper. It was explained that the purpose of changing allowable uses in the ALR is to 
find more income generating activities for farmers and ranchers. 

There was general consensus at the August 14th consultation session on the response to many of 
the discussion questions posed by the Province. The key pOints made by local government 
representatives were as follows: 

1. It is difficult to reflect local government opinion when the timing and length of the 
consultation process occurs over 4 weeks in the summer when no/few regional Committee, 
Board or municipal Council meetings are scheduled. 

2. Many of the questions were difficult to address without knowing the details and ability to 
consider the nuances that may arise as a result of changing allowable uses on ALR land. 

3. Problems already exist with monitoring and enforcing the current ALC regulations. It is not 
clear who is checking to see if businesses are actually meeting existing regulatory 
requirements. There was little support for making changes until the current regulations are 
adequately enforced. 

4. The proposed allowable uses move away from the original intent of the Regulation, which 
was to promote on-farm products. Expanding commercial and entertainment activities on 
farmland competes with businesses located in commercial zones and works against growth 
management strategies to build vibrant urban centres serviced by public transportation. 

5. The tax implications of the proposed changes have to be considered. The proposed changes 
can provide a tax advantage for commercial/industrial businesses to move to farmland, 
even if farming the land is a requirement because it is too easy to obtain Farm Class status. 
This incentive is unfair to existing businesses that are located in commercially zoned areas. 

6. Increasing the scale of commercial businesses and agri-tourism on ALR land industrializes 
the farmland, diverting priorities away from primary agriculture production and creating 
significant impacts on municipal services, local traffic, policing and property tax distribution. 

7. Allowing farms to supplement their income in theory is positive, but the reality is that 
activities not related to agricultural production can easily expand beyond the regulatory 
requirements. It is best to keep unrelated businesses and agri-tourism activities at the 
micro-scale to prevent non-farmers from locating their businesses in the ALR. 

8. The proposal for life estate (or temporary leases) enables two permanent residences on a 
property. Although it is important to accommodate retiring farmers, the additional 
residence does not have to be permanent housing. A key consideration is whether the farm 
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Provincial Consultation on Potential Changes to the Agricultural Land Commission Act 
Regional Planning and Agriculture Committee Meeting Date: September 5, 2014 
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unit can support more than one family (and two residences), which depends on the size and 
type of farm operation. 

9. When it comes to permitted uses that have limited connection to agriculture, it is better to 
keep the status quo and the current ALC application process so that the impact to 
agriculture can be appropriately assessed on a case-by-case basis. 

10. All agricultural land is in the provincial interest. More effort should be directed toward 
getting vacant farm land in production and promoting soil-based agriculture, not expanding 
commercial uses of farmland. 

There was also a discussion pertaining to medical marihuana. Many participants denounced the 
decision to allow medical marihuana facilities in the ALR as a farm use that cannot be prohibited by 
local governments. At the same time, the Province's decision to prevent these facilities from 
obtaining Farm Class status and associated property tax benefits was acknowledged. 

Despite numerous requests from representatives at the meeting, the deadline for feedback on the 
proposed changes to allowable uses in the ALR was not extended. As a result, staff prepared a 
submission for Metro Vancouver based on the key points made by the elected officials, and 
submitted these comments to the Ministry of Agriculture on August 22, 2014 (Attachment 3). This 
submission can be confirmed or modified at the direction of the Regional Planning and Agriculture 
Committee and GVRD Board, and re-submitted as part of the public record. 

ALTERNATIVES 

1. That the GVRD Board endorse the comments submitted to the BC Ministry of Agriculture 
regarding proposed changes to the Agricultural Land Commission Act. 

2. That the GVRD Board receive for information the report dated August 15, 2014, titled 
"Provincial Consultation on Potential Changes to the Agricultural Land Commission Act". 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 

There are no financial implications to this report. 

SUMMARY I CONCLUSION 

In May 2014, the provincial government passed Bill 24 - 2014 Agricultural Land Commission 
Amendment Act, which creates two Agricultural Land Reserve (ALR) zones, six regional panels and 
incorporates various changes to ALC governance. On July 14, Metro Vancouver received an 
invitation from Derek Sturko, Deputy Minister of Agriculture, to a consultation session to discuss 
proposed changes to "farm uses" and "permitted uses" as defined by the Agricultural Land Reserve 
Use, Subdivision and Procedure Regulation. 

Metro Vancouver Directors and local government staff represented the region at the consultation 
meeting hosted by the Ministry of Agriculture. The participants identified five key points to consider 
prior to pursuing an expansion to the range of allowable uses in the ALR. They identified that: 
existing problems with the lack of monitoring and enforcement be addressed; there are unexplored 
tax implications that need to be addressed; that expanding commercial uses in the ALR would have 
significant potential impacts on local governments in terms of utility services, road maintenance, 
policing, bylaw enforcement, and property taxes which all need to be further explored; primary 
agricultural production must be the top priority for ALR lands; and a self-sustaining ALC is 
imperative prior to considering changing the criteria for allowable farm and permitted uses in the 
ALC Act. Staff communicated this input to the Ministry of Agriculture on August 22, 2014 in order to 
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meet the Province's deadline for feedback. Staff recommends Alternative 1, that the Board endorse 
the comments submitted to the Province regarding proposed changes to the Agricultural Land 
Commission Act. 

Attachments (Doc. #10070763): 
1. Consultation on Potential Changes to the Agricultural Land Commission Act: Agricultural Land 

Reserve Use, Subdivision and Procedure Regulation. July 2014. Ministry of Agriculture. 
2. Provincial Consultation on Potential Changes to the Agricultural Land Commission Act -

BRIEFING NOTE to Metro Vancouver Delegation. August 7,2014. 
3. Provincial Consultation on Potential Changes to the Agricultural Land Commission (ALC) Act -

Metro Vancouver Submission to the Ministry of Agriculture. August 22,2014. 

Reference: 
ALC Act public consultation website: http://engage.gov.bc.ca/landreserve/ 

10071253 
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5.6 Attachment 1 

BRITISH Ministrv of 
COLUMBIA Agriculture 
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Consult.ation on Potential Challcles to the Agricultural Land Commission Act 

1~ Purpose 
The purpose of this consultation is to invite your input on some proposed additional activities that 

could be allowed on farmland in the Agricultural Land Reserve without a requirement to make an 

application to the Agricultural Land Commission, on whether and to what extent these allowable uses 

should vary between different regions of the province, and on what parameters you think should be 

put around the proposed new uses. 

2~ Background 
Approximately five percent of BC's land base is included in the Agricultural Land Reserve (ALR), a 

provincial zone within which agriculture is recognized as the priority activity. The ALR includes public 

and privately held land and is administered by the Agricultural Land Commission (ALC), an independent 

government tribunal, with the purpose of preserving agricultural land and encouraging its use 

for farming. 

The Agricultural Land Commission Act (the Act) establishes both the ALR and the ALC in legislation. 

The Act sets out the structure and operations of the ALC and identifies permissible land uses within 

the ALR. The Agricultural Land Reserve Use, Subdivision and Procedure Regulation (ALR Regulation) 

provides greater specificity to many of the provisions in the Act. 

Amongst other things, the ALR Regulation identifies specific land uses allowable on farmland in the ALR 

without an application to the ALe. Current examples include such things as growing plants and raising 

animals, putting up buildings necessary for the farm, selling agricultural products direct to the public, 

limited food processing and, unless prohibited a local government, specified non-farm activities such as 

agri-tourism accommodation, temporary sawmills, kennels, and others. 

Any activities not permitted by the ALR Regulation do require an application to the ALC, which can 

approve, deny or vary the application. Applications are required in order to include or exclude land 

from ALR, to subdivide land within the ALR, or to carry out an activity not expressly permitted in the Act 

or Regulations. 

The passage of Bill 24 in May 2014 introduced amendments to the Act that change the way in which 

the ALC is structured and governed. Some of the detail that determines how these legislative changes 

will be implemented will be provided through changes to the ALR Regulation. One aspect of regulatory 

change contemplated by the amendments is to expand the list of allowable uses on ALR land, and 

possibly to vary them between ALR regions. 

The focus of this consultation is to ask the question: what further activities should be allowable on 

farmland in the ALR without an application to the ALC, what parameters should be put around them, 

and should they vary between regions? A Reference Group convened by the Minister of Agriculture and 

comprised of representatives from the ALe, the Union of British Columbia Municipalities (UBCM) and the 

BC Agriculture Council (BCAC) has made a number of specific suggestions in answer to this question, 

and these suggestions are presented in this paper for your consideration and comment. 

Context for the questions is proVided in sections 4 and 5 of this paper. Section 6 provides some specific 

suggestions for new activities that should be allowable in the ALR without an application to the ALe, 

and also some further specific suggestions for regulatory change related to agri-tourism and the 

subdivision and leasing of land in the ALR. 
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3~ Consultation Process 
inisterfs Reference Group and ALC 

> A Minister's Reference Group comprised of representatives from the ALe, UBCM and the 

BCAC has been struck to inform the consultation process and any regulatory outcomes. 

~ An initial meeting of the Reference Group was held in early July to provide advice on the 

consultation process, and to provide substantive input on the consultation questions. 

~ A separate meeting was then held with the ALC (commissioners and 

staff) to solicit further input on the consultation questions. 

~ The input gained from the Reference Group and the ALC form the 

basis of the consultation questions presented in this paper. 

> As well, the ALC has provided a number of specific, technical suggestions for 

regulatory amendments aimed at providing greater clarity for landowners, local 

governments and the ALC itself around some existing allowable uses. While 

these suggestions are not the subject of this consultation, they will be provided 

on the consultation website (see Public Input, below) for your information. 

> The Reference Group will meet again mid-way through the process to review 

stakeholder feedback and provide any additional, interim advice. 

> A final meeting of the Reference Group will be held at the end of the 

consultation process to review outcomes and provide input on any 

draft regulations the Ministry may consider at that time. 

Regional Stakeholder Consultations 
> Seven regional meetings will take place between July 22nd and 

August 22nd encompassing all six ALR regions. 

> Invited stakeholders include local government (all Regional Districts), industry 

(wide cross-section of agriculture associations and farmers' institutes) and other 

key organizations (e.g. agriculture programs from post-secondary institutions). 

> The Ministry will lead the consultation process. The ALC will also attend the regional meetings. 

Publ Input 

2 

~ Public input on the consultation questions will be solicited via a consultation website: 

http://.t:o.gQg?gQy,Qr;,(Q/!Qn~lr?s..?rv.~ or via a dedicated Ministry 
email address: AL(/LE(?QQq(~@gQv:,Q(((J. 

t> The website will be live from July 22nd to August 22nd
. 

t> Submissions can also be sent by mail to: 

ALR Reg. Consultation 

PO Box 9120 Stn. Provincial Government 

Victoria BC V8W 9B4 
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4~ verview of Changes 
to the LCA 

The Act was most recently amended in May 2014, by the passage of Bill 24. At that time, several 

legislative changes were introduced regarding how the ALC is structured and how it makes decisions 

on applications. These changes directly inform the framework of this consultation to discuss what 

activities should be allowable on farmland in the ALR without an application to the ALe, and if these 

should vary between regions. 

a) nesy Regions and Reg nal Panels 
The May 2014 amendments to the Act codify the existing six ALR regions into law, and require that a 

regional panel of at least two commissioners be established in each of the six regions. 

The amendments also establish two ALR zones, each comprised of three of the six ALR regions: 

Zone .1: 
Okanagan region 
South Coast region 
Vancouver Island region 

Zone 2: 
Interior region 
Kootenay region 
North region 

All applications to the ALC (for land exclusions, land inclusions, subdivisions, and land uses not otherwise 

permitted by the Act or Regulations) must now be forwarded by the Chair of the ALC to the appropriate 

regional panel for decision. At its discretion, a regional panel may take an application referred to it by 

the Chair, and refer this application instead to the ALC Executive Committee. 

Subject to any regulations, if the Chair of the ALC determines that an application is of provincial 

importance, is novel or of general importance to the application of the Act, or may affect more than 

one panel region, the Chair may also refer the application to the ALC Executive Committee for decision, 

instead of referring it to a regional panel. The ALC Executive Committee is made up of the six regional 

panel vice-chairs, and the Chair of the ALe. 

While the amendments to the Act provide the ability to further define in regulation when the Chair 

may refer an application to the Executive Committee, the Minister's Reference Group has adVised 

that the Act provides enough specificity as written (i.e. the Chair may refer an application to the 

Executive Committee when the Chair considers an application is of provincial importance, is novel or 

of general importance to the application of the Act, or may affect more than one panel region). As 

such, it is preferable to allow the Chair the discretion to work within the legislative parameters provided, 

without further definition being required in regulation at this time. 

b) Decision Making 
The amendments to the Act also introduced new factors for the ALC to consider when making 

decisions on applications in Zone 2. In making decisions on applications the ALC has always considered 

the purpose of the ALC as defined in Section 6 of the Act: 

a. to preserve agricultural land; 

b. to encourage farming on agricultural land in collaboration with other communities of interest; 

3 

- Regional Planning and Agriculture Committee - 319-CNCL - 196



Consultation on Potential Chan(;)es to the Agricufturo/ Land Commission Act 

c. to encourage local governments, first nations, the government and its agents to enable and 

accommodate farm use of agricultural land and uses compatible with agriculture in their 

plans, bylaws and policies. 

This has not changed in Zone 1. 

In Zone 2, however, the ALe is now required by legislation to consider, in descending order of priority: 

> The purposes of the ALe as defined in section 6 of the Act 

> Economic, cultural and social values; 

~ Regional and community planning objectives; and 

> Other prescribed considerations. 

While the amendments to the Act provide the ability to further define in regulation the factors the ALe 

must consider in deciding on applications in Zone 2, there is no intention to develop such regulations at 

this time, and this consultation does not therefore include any questions on this topic. 

c) lowable Uses of ALR Land 
The activities that are allowable on ALR land without requiring an application to the ALe are established 

in the ALR Regulation. There are two broad categories of allowable uses, called Farm Uses and 

Permitted Uses. Farm Uses include a range of things including: the growing of plants and raising of 

animals, horse riding, the application offertilizers, the construction offarm buildings, farm related agri­

tourism, and agro-forestry (i.e. activities directly related to farming). Farm Uses may not vary between 

Zone 1 and Zone 2, and may not be prohibited by local governments. Permitted Uses include such 

things as limited bed and breakfast accommodation, agri-tourism accommodation, temporary sawmills, 

kennels, and within certain limitations also non-agricultural home-based businesses. Permitted Uses are 

viewed as less directly related to agriculture than Farm Uses, but as still compatible with (of low impact 

to) the farm operation. Permitted Uses may vary between Zone 1 and Zone 2, and may be prohibited 

by local governments. 

Whether and to what extent the list of Farm Uses and Permitted Uses in the ALR Regulation should be 

updated, and how if at all Permitted Uses should vary between zones, is the focus of this consultation. 

Further detail on what currently constitutes a Farm Use and a Permitted Use, together with suggestions 

for additional allowable uses, are provided in sections 5 and 6 of this paper for your consideration 

and comment. 

d) Governance 
Other legislative changes introduced in May 2014 include the establishment of additional reporting 

requirements for the ALe, including a review of operations, performance indicators, details on 

applications received, survey results, plans, special problems and trends. 

The Ministry will be working together with the ALe and other experts in administrative tribunal 

governance to further define the details of these new operational requirements. 

e) Other Regulation aking Authorities 
The May 2014 amendments to the Act also provide new regulation making authorities to: define 

terms not otherwise defined in the Act; determine how the ALe should make certain information on 

its operations and decisions public; and to establish residency requirements for commissioners on 

regional panels. 

4 

- Regional Planning and Agriculture Committee - 320-CNCL - 197



Consultation on Potential Challc;ws to the Agricultural Land Cornmission Act 

Regulations establishing residency requirements for commissioners are being developed as part of the 

process to bring the recent Act amendments into force. Otherwise, there is no intention to move ahead 

on regulations at this time, other than on the central question of what activities (i.e. Farm Uses and 

Permitted Uses) should be allowed in the ALR without an application to the ALe, and how, if at all, these 

should vary between zones. 

f) Sumrnary 
In summary, the May 2014 amendments to the Act have introduced changes to the way in which the 

ALR is structured and governed. Some of the detail that determines how these legislative changes will 

be implemented will be determined through changes to the ALR Regulation that supports the Act. This 

consultation is intended to solicit input on potential regulatory changes as they relate to changes in the 

land use activities allowable in Zone 1 and Zone 2. 

An itemized list of the recent amendments to the Act is provided in Appendix A. 

5~ Land Uses Currently 
Allowed in the ALR 

Currently, land in the ALR can be used for farming, ranching, and other uses specified in the 

ALR Regulation. All other activities require an application to the ALe. The specific land uses permitted in 

the ALR without application to the ALC are listed in the ALR Regulation either as Farm Uses (Section 2 of 

the Regulation) or as Permitted Uses (Section 3). Land use activities not included in those sections, such 

as subdividing land, building additional residences, and excluding land from the ALR, require approval 

by the ALC through the application process. 

Farm Uses include activities that are most directly aligned with the business of farming. Many of these 

activities are captured in the definition of farm use set out in the Act: 

an occupation or use of land for farm purposes, including farming of 
land, plants and animals and any other similar activity designated as 
farm use by regulation, and includes a farm operation as defined in the 
Farm Practices Protection (Right to Farm) Act 1

• ALCA S. 7 (7) 

Section 2 of the ALR Regulation duly designates various activities as Farm Use, including: farm retail 

sales; operating farm wineries or cideries; storage, packing, and product preparation; timber production; 

agro-forestry; agri-tourism; and others (the full list of farm uses found in section 2 of the ALR Regulation 

is provided in Appendix B). 

The majority of the activities listed in section 2 are restricted by specific parameters that ensure they 

support an active farm and have only a minimum impact on agricultural land. For example, farm retail 

sales are permitted only when either all of the farm products offered are produced on the farm, or at 

least half of the sales area is for products from the farm. Food processing is permitted only when half 

of the product being produced was sourced on the farm, or is feed for consumption on the farm. The 

activities listed in section 2 may be regulated but cannot be prohibited by local governments. The Act 

does not permit that the activities listed in section 2 may vary between Zone 1 and Zone 2. 

Permitted Uses include activities that are not speCifically agricultural in nature, but which are permitted 

5 
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by regulation on ALR land without application to the ALe. Permitted uses are set out in section 3 of the 
ALR Regulation and include such activities as: bed and breakfast accommodations; temporary sawmills; 
breeding pets; establishing telecommunications equipment; and others (a full list of the permitted uses 
found in section 3 of the ALR Regulation is provided in Appendix B), 

Similar to Farm Uses under section 2, parameters are established in the Regulation for the majority of 
these land uses in order to minimize their impact on agricultural land, For instance, temporary sawmills 
are permitted when half of the timber harvested is from the farm; bed and breakfasts are limited in size; 
and biodiversity conservation, passive recreation, heritage, wildlife and scenery viewing land uses are 
permitted so long as related buildings do not exceed a specified footprint. The permitted uses listed 
in section 3 may be restricted or prohibited by local governments, Permitted Uses may vary between 
Zone 1 and Zone 2 of the ALR, 

Table 1 illustrates the main differences between farm uses, permitted uses and non-farm uses as provided by the 
ALR Regulation. 

Possible Uses of Land: 

6 

A. Farm Use 

~ Defined as "farm use" in 
the ALR Regulation s.2 

:> No application to the 
Commission required 

~ May be regulated but 
not prohibited by 
local government (s,2 
ALR Regulation) 

B. Permitted Use 

> Defined specifically in 
ALR Regulation s.3 

:> No application to the 
Commission required 

> Permitted unless 
prohibited by local 
government bylaw 
(s.3 ALR Regulation) 

C. Non-farm Use 

> Not permitted on ALR land 
without ALC approval 

> Requires application to the Commission 

~ Applications go to local government ahead 
of the Commission, Local Government 
can refuse to authorize the application, 
which ends the process, or forward to 
the Commission with comments and 
recommendations; the Commission 
then decides the application, 
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Consultation uestions 
Fa Use 
To help identify potential changes to the ALR Regulation, the Ministry has consulted with the Minister's 

Reference Group (UBCM, BCAC, ALC), and separately also with the ALe. As a result of these consultations, 

two possible changes to what is an allowable Farm Use of land in the ALR are presented for your 

consideration and comment. Two additional changes are also presented for your consideration, based 

on the findings of the recent provincial Liquor Policy Review. 

If added to the ALR Regulation, these land use activities would be permitted in the ALR without an 

application to the ALC, could be regulated but not prohibited by a local government, and would not be 

able to vary between Zone 1 and Zone 2. 

Q 1) Should the parameters for allowable on-farm food storage, packing, 
processing and retail establishments be revised? 

Currently the Regulation states that food storage, packing, product preparation, and food processing 

are permitted "if at least 50% of the farm product being stored, packed, prepared or processed is 

produced on the farm or is feed required for farm production purposes on the farm". Retail sales are 

permitted if "at least 50% of the retail sales area is limited to the sale of farm products produced on the 

farm on which the retail sales are taking place and the total area ... does not exceed 300m2." 

These restrictions can inhibit neighbouring farms from investing in joint storage, packing, processing 

or retail establishment in the ALR, favouring instead the establishment of a number of small, similar 

operations. This may be an inefficient use of productive farmland, and cost prohibitive for individual 

small producers. One benefit of the proposed amendment would therefore be to enable cooperative 

arrangements between farms in proximity to one another. 

Amongst other things, lessening the restrictions on on-farm processing could allow the establishment 

of abattoirs (large, small or mobile), on farms, to serve surrounding cattle, game or poultry farms. Other 

examples of potential new processing opportunities include value added, further-processing activities 

related to fresh produce (e.g. grape juice), dairy products (e.g. cheese), or nutraceutical / pharmaceutical 

products (e.g. related to medical marijuana). 

Similarly, lessening restrictions on on-farm retail operations could further enable on-farm markets to sell 

products from several farms. 

Q 2) Should breweries, distilleries and meaderies be allowed on ALR land on the 
same or similar terms as wineries and cideries are currently allowed? 

Currently, wineries and cideries are allowed on ALR land without application to the ALe, so long as a 

prescribed percentage of the agricultural product used to produce the final product comes from either 

the farm on which the winerylcidery sits, or another BC farm. The idea here is to extend the same 

provisions and conditions to breweries, distilleries and meaderies. 

Q 3) Should the allowable footprint for consumption areas (or 'lounges') ancillary 
to wineries and cideries (and potentially also breweries, distilleries and 
meaderies) be increased, and if so on what basis? 

Currently, wineries and cideries in the ALR are allowed to establish consumption areas (or 'lounges') to a 

maximum size of 125m2 inside, and 125m2 outside, which is roughly equal to a maximum of 130 people. 
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One of the findings from the recent provincial Liquor Policy Review is that government should consult 

on increasing the limit for allowable consumption areas. 

Q 4) To what extent should wineries and cideries (and potentially breweries, 
distilleries and meaderies) be allowed to sell alcohol that was produced 
elsewhere in Be, not at the winery or cidery? 

Currently, a winery or cidery may only sell alcohol produced at that winery or cidery. One of the findings 

from the recent provincial Liquor Policy Review is that government should consult on allowing the sale 

of alcohol produced in BC, but not produced on the farm. 

Note: In all cases, whether expanding existing farm uses or creating new ones, careful consideration 

should be given to any appropriate parameters for limiting the Farm Use, for example by limiting the 

total footprint of any facilities in relation to the size of the farm, prescribing the location of a facility 

on a farm, the percentage of any inputs that should be derived from the farm, and the impact on 

neighbouring farms. The question of whether or not the property is actually being farmed may also be 

a consideration, as may be the impact of the proposed activity to the farm operation. 

To help identify potential changes to the ALR Regulation, the Ministry has consulted with the Minister's 

Reference Group (UBCM, BCAe, ALC), and separately also with the ALe. As a result of these consultations, 

three possible changes to what is an allowable Permitted Use of land in the ALR are presented for 

your consideration and comment. If added to the ALR Regulation, these land use activities would be 

permitted in the ALR without an application to the ALe, could be prohibited by a local government, 

and could vary between Zone 1 and Zone 2. 

Q 5) Should anaerobic digesters be permitted in the ALR if the inputs are 
generated from farming activities? 

Anaerobic digestion is defined as a collection of processes by which mi(r.QQr.gQ.nf~!}7~ break down 

QiQQmCqQQQ!s; material in the absence of QXY9..I;IJ. In the farm context, biodegradable material primarily 

means animal waste, or manure. The process is used to manage farm waste and/or to produce fuels, 

which may then be used on farm or sold for revenue. Dairy farms in particular may benefit from being 

able to establish anaerobic digesters on-farm without an application to the ALe, given the ready 

availability of feedstock. 

Q 6) Should on-farm cogeneration facilities be permitted on farms where a portion 
of the energy created is used on-farm? 

Cogeneration or combined heat and power (CHP) is the use of a !Ji;.QU;.ngiOE; or PP\Y.E;Ut.Qt!Q!} to 

simultaneously generate i;.Ji;.CJrfr;/ty, 1d.~E;(vLh.E;Qt, and CO2, which can either be used on the farm or sold. 

Greenhouse operations in particular may benefit from being able to establish co-gen facilities on-farm 

without an application to the ALC, since heat and CO2 are both used in greenhouse production. 

Q 7) Should the parameters be expanded for when non-agriculture related 
businesses are allowed to operate on ALR properties in Zone 2? 

Currently the Regulation permits a home occupation use that is accessory to a dwelling, of not more 

than 100 m2 or such other area as specified in a local government bylaw. One idea is to expand 

opportunities for a broader range of land-based non-agricultural businesses, such as certain oil and gas 

ancillary services. 
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Note: As with Farm Uses, careful consideration should be given to any appropriate parameters for 

limiting the proposed new activities, including the size and location of any facilities, their permanence, 

the percentage of inputs derived from the farm and/or the percentage of outputs used on the farm, 

their impact on neighbouring farms, options for land reclamation after the use ends, whether or not the 

property is actually being farmed, and the likely impact of the proposed use to the farm operation. 

Sub-division 
Although most subdivisions require an application to the ALe, section 10 ofthe ALR Regulation 

establishes when and how subdivisions of ALR properties can be made by local government (and 

provincial) Approving Officers, without an application to the ALe. These include subdivisions that 

will consolidate two or more parcels into a single parcel, and certain other subdivisions when the 

subdivision will not result in any increase in the number of parcels. 

Two ideas have been proposed to enable farmers and ranchers to expand the circumstances under 

which subdivisions can be approved by an Approving Officer without application to the ALe. 

Q 8) Should the subdivision of ALR properties in Zone 2 to a minimum parcel size 
of a quarter section be allowed without an application to the ALe? 

From 1997 to 2003 the ALC "Quarter Section General Order" (or policy) permitted subdivisions down to 

a minimum size of a quarter section, without an application, in the Peace River and Northern Rockies 

Regional Districts. The idea here is to reinstate this practice, through regulation, and apply it throughout 

Zone 2. 

Q 9) Should the subdivision of ALR parcels in Zone 2 that are of a defined size, and 
that are divided by a major highway or waterway, be allowed without an 
application to the ALe? 

Farm properties are often difficult to manage with a major obstruction in the way, and the ALC 

often allows subdivision of these parcels through an application. The idea here is to allow an 

Approving Officer to approve subdivisions where such a major obstruction (to be defined in regulation) 

exists. 

Agri-tourism 
One proposal is that further definition of what constitutes an "agri-tourism activity" could usefully be 

provided in section 2 of the Regulation. Section 2 currently proVides that agri-tourism activities are 

allowable as a farm use if the use is temporary and seasonal, and promotes or markets farm products 

grown, raised or processed on the farm. Providing greater clarity on what constitutes a "temporary and 

seasonal" activity and when that activity "promotes or markets farm products" may be beneficial for 

farmers, local governments and the ALe. 

It has similarly been proposed that further definition be provided on when agri-tourism 

accommodations are permitted under section 3 of the Regulation, to ensure that any such 

accommodations are tied to a legitimate agri-tourism activity under section 2. 

9 

Q 10) Should greater clarity be provided on what constitutes an agri-tourism 
activity that is allowable in the ALR without an application, and if so what 
parameters should be established? 
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ngland 
Currently a landowner in the ALR may lease their entire property without making an application to the 

ALe, but must make an application in order to lease a portion of their property. It has been proposed 

that temporary leases of a portion of a property be allowed without an application if the lease is to (a) 

enable the intergenerational transfer of active farm or ranch operations without a subdivision, or (b) to 

encourage the use of otherwise unfarmed land by existing or new farmers. 

Q 77) Should temporary leases of portions of a property in Zone 2 of the ALR be 
allowed without an application to the ALe for: 
(a) intergenerational transfer of an active farm or ranch operation; and/or 
(b) to encourage the use of otherwise unfarmed land by existing or new 
farmers? 

Allowing "life estate leases" for inter-generational transfer would allow retiring farmers to continue to live 

on their property while leasing or selling it to their children or other new entrants. The lease could allow 

a second residence to be established on the property, but no permanent subdivision of property would 

be involved. 

Allowing temporary leases of a portion of a property to bring fallow ALR land into production could 

help new entrants/young farmers get into agriculture, and/or could increase opportunities for 

existing farmers to access more land without purchase. This kind of lease would not lead to additional 

reSidences being permitted on the farm and would not require a subdivision. 

7@ Thank you! 
Your input into this consultation is greatly appreciated. If you would like to contribute further comments, 

you may do so by email at A~«(L(t?fgQqr:J(@gQy,Q('(c! or through our consultation website at httP//t?(lgQg~: 

Comments can also be submitted by mail at: 

ALR Reg. Consultation 

PO Box 9120 Stn. Provincial Government 

Victoria BC V8W 9B4 
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ppendixA: 
List of Recent mendments to the 
Agricultural Land Commission Act 

General"Theme" 

1) ALC Reporting and 
Accountability 

2) Panel Regions and 
Panel Composition 

3) Zones 

11 

Description of Change 

Allow government, by regulation, to set service 
standards and reporting requirements for the 
Commission to the Minister. 

Minister can by order set performance standards. 

Establish the 6 existing panel regions (defined 
geographically in the new Schedule to ALCA) 

Require that a panel be established for each of the 6 
panel regions. 

Require that the Chair refer applications from a panel 
region to the panel for that panel region. 

Sets out when chair of the Commission can refer an 
application to the executive committee. 

Commission must consist of at least 13 individuals. 

Regional panels will have a minimum of 2 members, 
one of whom will be vice chair for the panel appointed 
by the LGIC. 

Vice chairs and members must be resident in the 
region of the panel to which they are appointed 
('residency' to be defined by regulation). 

Zone 1 = Island, South Coast and Okanagan 
panel regions. 

Zone 2 = the rest of BC (i.e. Interior, Kootenay, North 
panel regions, and other). 

Section Reference 

ALCA Section 12(2) 

ALCA Section 12(2.1) 

ALCA Section 4.1 

ALCA Section 11 (1) 

ALCA Section 11(6) 

----- -.----
ALCA Section 11.2 

ALCA Section 5(1) 

ALCA Section 5(2) and 
ALCA Section 11 

ALCA Section 5(2) and 
ALCA Section 11(3) 

ALCA Section 4.2 
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General"Theme" 

4) Decision-Making 
in Zones 

5) Local Government 
Act Amendment 

6) Additional 
Regulation­
Making Powers 
added to 
the ALCA 

12 

Description of Change 

Zone 1 - no change to decision-making - ALC 

considers applications on case-by-case basis within 

the legislated purpose of the Commission, which are 

as follows: 

(a) to preserve agricultural land; 

(b) to encourage farming on agricultural land 

in collaboration with other communities 

of interest; 

(c) to encourage local governments, first nations, 

the government and its agents to enable and 

accommodate farm use of agricultural land 

and uses compatible with agriculture in their 

plans, bylaws and policies. 

In rendering its decisions in Zone 2, the Commission 

must also now consider other factors in descending 

order of priority: 

economic, cultural and social values; 

regional and community planning objectives; 

and 

any other considerations prescribed by 

regulation. 

This does not require the Commission to make 

decisions that only reAect these new considerations. 

The Commission is still an independent body and 

will balance agricultural factors with these other 

considerations. 

The legislation provides for greater Aexibility in ALC 

decision-making to allow farmers in Zone 2 to have 

more options for earning an income. 

Section 879 of the Local Government Act is amended 

so that local governments must consult with 

the Commission earlier on in development of, or 

amendments to, an Official Community Plan (i.e. prior 

to first reading). 

Several subsections have been added to section 58 of 

the ALCA to provide for additional regulation-making 

powers. The regulations we are consulting on in this 

process are tied to several of these new powers and to 

the other regulation-making powers that have existed 

for some time in the ALCA. 

Section Reference 

ALCA Section 4.3 

Local Government 
Act Section 879 

ALCA Section 58 
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2 (2) The following activities are designated as farm use for the purposes of the Act and may 
be regulated but must not be prohibited by any local government bylaw except a bylaw 
under section 917 of the Lq{iJJ.Ji2J!anrne!2t~.r;..t: or, if the activity is undertaken on treaty 
settlement lands, by a law of the applicable treaty first nation government: 

(a) farm retail sales if 

(i) all of the farm product offered for sale is produced on the farm on 
which the retail sales are taking place, or 

(ii) at least 50% of the retail sales area is limited to the sale of farm 
products produced on the farm on which the retail sales are taking 
place and the total area, both indoors and outdoors, used for the 
retail sales of all products does not exceed 300 m2; 

(b) a British Columbia licensed winery or cidery and an ancillary use if the wine 
or cider produced and offered for sale is made from farm product and 

(i) at least 50% of that farm product is grown on the farm on which 
the winery or cidery is located, or 

(ii) the farm that grows the farm products used to produce wine or cider 
is more than 2 ha in area, and, unless otherwise authorized by the 
commission, at least 50% of the total farm product for processing 
is provided under a minimum 3 year contract from a farm in 
British Columbia; 

(c) storage, packing, product preparation or processing of farm products, if at 
least 50% of the farm product being stored, packed, prepared or processed 
is produced on the farm or is feed required for farm production purposes on 
the farm; 

(d) land development works including clearing, levelling, draining, berming, 
irrigating and construction of reservoirs and ancillary works if the works are 
required for farm use of that farm; 

(e) agri-tourism activities, other than accommodation, on land that is classified 
as a farm under the Am;J~J]Jt.'!2t:A(t, if the use is temporary and seasonal, and 
promotes or markets farm products grown, raised or processed on the farm; 

(f) timber production, harvesting, silviculture and forest protection; 
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(g) agroforestry, including botanical forest products production; 

(h) horse riding, training and boarding, including a facility for horse riding, 
training and boarding, if 

(i) the stables do not have more than 40 permanent stalls, and 

(ii) the facility does not include a racetrack licensed by the 
British Columbia Racing Commission; 

(i) the storage and application of fertilizers, mulches and soil conditioners; 

(j) the application of soil amendments collected, stored and handled in 
compliance with the Agricultural Waste Control Regulation, B.C. Reg. 
131/92; 

(k) the production, storage and application of compost from agricultural 
wastes produced on the farm for farm purposes in compliance with the 
Agricultural Waste Control Regulation, B.C. Reg. 131/92; 

(1) the application of compost and biosolids produced and applied in compliance 
with the Organic Matter Recycling Regulation, B.C. Reg. 18/2002; 

(m) the production, storage and application of Class A compost in compliance 
with the Organic Matter Recycling Regulation, B.C. Reg. 18/2002, if all the 
compost produced is used on the farm; 

(n) soil sampling and testing of soil from the farm; 

(0) the construction, maintenance and operation of farm buildings including, but 
not limited to, any of the following: 

(i) a greenhouse; 

(ii) a farm building or structure for use in an intensive livestock 
operation or for mushroom production; 

(iii) an aquaculture facility. 

(3) Any activity designated as farm use includes the construction, maintenance and 
operation of a building, structure, driveway, ancillary service or utility necessary for that 
farm use. 

(4) Unless permitted under the JVt!:t?t./kt or the Blt.1!i.t(J}J1Jgf1tr4Mtf:l1:tJgQl!fX.~LA(t, any use 
specified in subsection (2) includes soil removal or placement of fill necessary for that 
use as long as it does not 

(a) cause danger on or to adjacent land, structures or rights of way, or 

(b) foul, obstruct or impede the Bow of any waterway. 

(5) The removal of soil or placement of fill as part of a use designated in subsection (2) must 
be considered to be a designated farm use and does not require notification except under 
section 4. 
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3 (1) The following land uses are permitted in an agricultural land reserve unless otherwise 
prohibited by a local government bylaw or, for lands located in an agricultural 
land reserve that are treaty settlement lands, by a law of the applicable treaty first 
nation government: 

(a) accommodation for agri-tourism on a farm if 

(i) all or part of the parcel on which the accommodation is located is 
classified as a farm under the A:!}j!:f.I!2JentACi:, 

(ii) the accommodation is limited to 10 sleeping units in total of 
seasonal campsites, seasonal cabins or short term use of bedrooms 
including bed and breakfast bedrooms under paragraph (d), and 

(iii) the total developed area for buildings, landscaping and access for the 
accommodation is less than 5% of the parcel; 

(b) for each parcel, 

(i) one secondary suite within a single family dwelling, and 

(ii) one manufactured home, up to 9 m in width, for use by a member 
of the owner's immediate family; 

(c) a home occupation use, that is accessory to a dwelling, of not more than 100 
m 2 or such other area as specified in a local government bylaw, or treaty first 
nation government law, applicable to the area in which the parcel is located; 

(d) bed and breakfast use of not more than 4 bedrooms for short term tourist 
accommodation or such other number of bedrooms as specified in a local 
government bylaw, or treaty first nation government law, applicable to the area 
in which the parcel is located; 

(e) operation of a temporary sawmill if at least 50% of the volume of timber is 
harvested from the farm or parcel on which the sawmill is located; 

(f) biodiversity conservation, passive recreation, heritage, wildlife and scenery 
viewing purposes, as long as the area occupied by any associated buildings and 
structures does not exceed 100 m 2 for each parcel; 

(g) use of an open land park established by a local government or treaty first 
nation government for any of the purposes specified in paragraph (f); 

(h) breeding pets or operating a kennel or boarding facility; 

(i) education and research except schools under the Sd;QJ!.ll1ci:, respecting any use 
permitted under the Act and this regulation as long as the area occupied by 
any buildings or structures necessary for the education or research does not 
exceed 100 m2 for each parcel; 

0) production and development of biological products used in integrated pest 
management programs as long as the area occupied by any buildings or 
structures necessary for the production or development does not exceed 300 
m 2 for each parcel; 
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(k) aggregate extraction if the total volume of materials removed from the parcel 
is less than 500 m3 , as long as the cultivatable surface layer of soil is salvaged, 
stored on the parcel and available to reclaim the disturbed area; 

(I) force mains, trunk sewers, gas pipelines and water lines within an existing 
dedicated right of way; 

(m) telecommunications equipment, buildings and installations as long as the area 
occupied by the equipment, buildings and installations does not exceed 100 
m2 for each parcel; 

(n) construction and maintenance, for the purpose of drainage or irrigation or to 
combat the threat of flooding, of 

(i) dikes and related pumphouses, and 

(ii) ancillary works including access roads and facilities; 

(0) unpaved airstrip or helipad for use of aircraft flying non-scheduled flights; 

(p) the production, storage and application of Class A compost in compliance with 
the Organic Matter Recycling Regulation, B.C. Reg. 18/2002, if at least 50% 
of the compost measured by volume is used on the farm. 

(2) Nothing in subsection (1) (a) is to be interpreted as permitting the conversion of a 
building into strata lots by an owner. 

(3) If a use is permitted under subsection (1) (k) it is a condition of the use that once 
the extraction of aggregate is complete, the disturbed area must be rehabilitated in 
accordance with good agricultural practice. 

(4) The following land uses are permitted in an agricultural land reserve: 

(a) any 

(i) 

(ii) 

(iii) 

(iv) 

(v) 

ecological reserve established under the lic;QjQgimlRr;gn!r:./1ft. or by 
the Er.9.te..c...t.r:.d..Amz~ .. .dJjr.i.t.M ..... C:qll!:.?J}b.i.q .. Aft., 

park established under the Ef{tkA(t. or by the Erqtr:.ct.e..iAttftJ.LPi 
ll..r.i#dz ... C'pIU!!l..b./f:l....Aft., 

protected area established under the !f.t!1!itP1J:J.t!r;!lU1:.I.J.d..L4.lJ:.i[l~t!IJ(t., 

wildlife management area established under theWJjrj/i.f§dft, or 

recreation reserve established under the L£l.lJ:.dAc.:t; 

(b) dedication or upgrading of an existing road with vehicular access and use 
declared to be a highway under section 42 of the Ttl!lJ:.SPQtt.tJ.ti.9.n/1(t.; 

(c) road construction or upgrading within a dedicated right of way that has a 
constructed road bed for vehicular access and use; 

(d) if the widening or works does not result in an overall right of way width of 
more than 24 m, widening of an existing constructed road right of way for 

(i) safety or maintenance purposes, or 

(ii) drainage or flood control works; 
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(d.1) widening an existing constructed road right of way to ease one curve; 

(e) establishing as a forest service road 

(i) an existing road under the Forest Ac~, or 

(ii) a new road in a managed forest; 

(f) increasing the right of way width of a forest service road by up to 4 m if the 
widening does not result in an overall right of way width of more than 24 m; 

(g) railway construction, upgrading and operations on an existing railbed within a 
dedicated right of way, including widening of an existing railway right of way 
if the widening does not result in an overall right of way width of more than 
30m; 

(h) surveying, exploring or prospecting for gravel or minerals if all cuts, trenches 
and similar alterations are restored to the natural ground level on completion 
of the surveying, exploring or prospecting; 

(i) surface water collection for farm use or domestic use, water well drillings, 
connection of water lines, access to water well sites and required rights of way 
or easements; 

(j) soil research or testing as long as the soil removed or fill placed is only in an 
amount necessary for the research or testing. 

(5) Any permitted use specified in subsection (1) or (4) includes the construction, 
maintenance and operation of buildings, structures, driveways, ancillary services and 
utilities necessary for that use. 

(6) Unless permitted under theWC/.!f.r.Aft or the E!x!!irQl:J.?nf.!.!t(1:.LMt.YJf!:g~JJJ:.ff!.tAcJ, any use 
specified in subsection (1) or (4) includes soil removal or placement of fill necessary for 
that use as long as the soil removal or placement of fill does not 

(a) cause danger on or to adjacent land, structures or rights of way, or 

(b) foul, obstruct or impede the flow of any waterway. 
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~ SERVICES AND SOLUTIONS FOR A LIVABLE REGION 

5.6 Attachment 2 

TO: 

FROM: 

ISSUE: 

BRIEFING NOTE 
Prepared by: Regional Planning, Planning, Policy and Environment 

Metro Vancouver Delegation DATE: August 7, 2014 

Allan Neilson Briefing Note: 2014-014 

PROVINCIAL CONSULTATION ON POTENTIAL CHANGES TO THE AGRICULTURAL 
LAND COMMISSION ACT 

RECOMMENDATIONS: 

That the Metro Vancouver delegation raise the following items at the consultation meeting: 

1. The Province should extend the consultation period on the potential changes to the Agricultural 
Land Commission (ALC) Act until the end of September 2014 to allow the Greater Vancouver 
Regional District Board and municipal Councils to formally respond to the proposed changes. 

2. The legislative amendments made to the ALC Act on May 29th
, 2014 including: 

• the formation of two zones and six regional panels; 
• the expanded list of new factors for the ALC to consider when making decision on 

applications in Zone 2; 
• the criteria that will be used to select regional panel commissioners; and 

• ALC reporting requirements on operations, performance indicators, status of 

applications, survey results, plans, special problems and trends, 

were made without local government consultation and result in an approach that is counter to 
collaborative land use planning as an essential means to preserving agricultural land. The 
Province should ensure adequate opportunity for comment on these changes as well. 

3. Local governments are supportive of initiatives to enhance the long-term viability of agriculture 
in this metropolitan region; however, prior to expanding allowable uses, new policies to address 
existing non-farm uses in the Agricultural Land Reserve (ALR) are required to prevent a 
proliferation of commercial activities which are not dependent on agricultural production. 

4. The Province should consider the implications associated with expanding business operations in 
the ALR for local governments in terms of additional services required, the ability to contain 
urban growth via an urban containment boundary, and the property tax implications of allowing 
additional commercial uses on farmland. 

PURPOSE 
This briefing note provides a regional perspective on the context and potential implications of 
proposed changes to the Agricultural Land Commission Act: Agricultural Land Reserve Use, 

Subdivision and Procedure Regulation (herein called the ALC Act) in preparation for a consultation 
meeting hosted by the BC Ministry of Agriculture on August 14, 2014. The consultation is specifically 
seeking feedback on the types of additional activities that should be allowed in the ALR without an 
application to the Agricultural Land Commission. 

9861336 
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1. The provincial intention to increase economic opportunities for farmers aligns with Metro 
Vancouver's goals for agricultural viability. The potential impacts of an expansion in the range of 
allowable uses in the ALR on efforts to restrict non-farm uses of agricultural land; however, 
have not been adequately addressed. The need to protect farm land for agricultural production 
is an important policy goal in Metro Vancouver. Already today 50% of the ALR within the Metro 
Vancouver area is not used for farming. 

2. Of concern to Metro Vancouver are the existing cumulative impacts of non-farm uses in the ALR 
that have resulted from: 

• Expanding residential and commercial activities in the ALR that divert capital and 
business resources away from maintaining primary agriculture production; 

• The lack of effective policies to motivate ALR landowners to farm or lease their property 
so that new farmers can secure access agricultural land and existing farm businesses can 
expand their food production operations; and 

• The limited capacity of the Agricultural Land Commission to enforce existing regulations 
related to the 50% requirement for on-farm products, agri-tourism and illegal fill 
deposition on farmland. 

These impacts should be addressed before the range of allowable non-farm uses is expanded. 

3. An expansion of commercial uses in the ALR would have significant impacts on local 
governments in terms of utility services, road maintenance, bylaw enforcement and nuisance 
complaints about conflicts over conventional farm practices. Clarification is required on the 
property tax implications of the proposed farm uses and permitted use. The decision to classify 
such uses as farm buildings (Class 1 Residential) or businesses (Class 6, Other Business) in the 
Assessment Act will matter greatly to local governments. 

4. When considering changes to the ALC Act, it is recommended that all changes reinforce the 
maintenance and enhancement of primary agricultural production. Each proposed change should 
be subject to a comprehensive impact analysis on the implications to land use, utility services, 
transportation corridors and property taxation. 

BACKGROUND 
On March 27, 2014, the Provincial government introduced Bill 24 - 2014 Agricultural Land 

Commission Amendment Act. Despite significant public concern, the Bill passed on May 14, 2014 
creating two ALR zones, and six regional panels and introducing various changes to ALC governance. 
Yet to be resolved are new allowable activities on ALR land that will not require an application to 
the ALe. These changes will be encapsulated in the Agricultural Land Reserve Use, Subdivision and 

Procedure Regulation as either "farm use" or "permitted use". The Province's consultation process 
on possible changes to the range of allowable uses involves a Minister's Reference Group, regional 
stakeholder meetings and a website for public input (July 22- Aug 22). The meeting on Thursday, 
August 14, is a regional stakeholder meeting for representatives of Metro Vancouver, the Fraser 
Valley Regional District, the Squamish Ullooet Regional District and the Sunshine Coast Regional 
District. 

The BC Agrifoods: Strategy for Growth (released March 12, 2012) envisions an innovative, adaptive, 
globally competitive agrifoods sector valued by all British Columbians. A key target in the plan is to 
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increase agrifood revenues from $10.5 to $14.0 billion a year by 2017 by strengthening domestic 
markets and expanding international markets. BC currently exports $2.5 billion of agricultural 
products to 130 countries; increased demand is anticipated from Asia. Both the Ministry of 
Agriculture Revised 2013/14 - 2015/16 Service Plan and the federal Growing Forward 2 Program are 
focused on the development of new products, processes, markets and job opportunities. 

Metro Vancouver 2040: Shaping our Future (Metro 2040) envisions a protected agricultural land 
base where actively farmed land is increased and agriculture economic viability is sustained. The 
region's role is to work in collaboration with the Province and the ALe. Municipalities are 
encouraged to develop policies that support economic development opportunities for agriculture. 
Metro Vancouver does not support the extension of regional sewerage services into Agricultural 
areas, except under special circumstances. 

CONSULTATION TOPICS 
The consultation questions posed by the Province relate to five aspects of allowable uses in the 
ALRl 

1. FARM USE 

The Province is seeking to expand the list of allowable farm uses that would not require an 
application to the ALC and that may not be prohibited by local governments. The questions and 
parameters proposed by the Province on new farm uses are as follows: 

Q1. Should the parameters for allowable on-farm food storage, packing, processing and retail 
establishments be revised? 

Q2. Should breweries, distilleries and meaderies be allowed on ALR land on the same or similar 
terms that exist currently for wineries and cideries? 

Q3. Should the allowable footprint for consumption areas (or lounges) ancillary to wineries and 
cideries (and potentially also breweries, distilleries and meaderies) be increased and if so, on 
what basis? 

Q4. To what extent should wineries, cideries (and potentially also breweries, distilleries and 
meaderies) be allowed to sell alcohol that was produces elsewhere in BC, not at the winery or 
cidery? 

Parameters are additional restrictions to ensure farm uses support an active farm and have only 
minimum impact on agricultural land such as: 

limiting total footprint of any facilities in relation of size of the farm; 
prescribing the location of a facility on a farm; 

the percentage of inputs derived from the farm (currently at 50%); and 
impacts on neighbouring farms (e.g. traffic). 

1 An explanation of some of the terms referred to in this document is provided in the Attachment. 
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METRO VANCOUVER CONSIDERATIONS 
The table below lists some of the potential pros and cons of expanding allowable farm uses as 
described above. Additional considerations for Metro Vancouver to raise follow the table. 

PROS CONS 
Expands economic development opportunities on Expanded commercial activities on farms can divert 
farms and creates new jobs in the region. business priorities and resources away from primary 

agriculture production. 
Storage, packing and processing may improve Elevates the demand for ALR land by non-farm 
opportunities to access domestic and landowners who may have little interest in maintaining 
international markets. the productivity of the farmland. 
ALR properties used for farming can serve as Farm sites with expanded food and alcohol services can 
aggregating facilities for multiple smaller farm increase pressure to extend utility services into 
operations. agricultural areas. 

• Once designated a farm use, local governments will have little ability to restrict the land use. 

• There is no information about the property tax implications of proposed new allowable uses. It 

is not clear whether new facilities will be considered ((farm buildings" or ((commercial 

businesses". The proposed additional uses will have cumulative impacts on local government 

services that may necessitate corresponding increases in property tax 

• An expansion of commercial uses may exacerbate existing problems related to residential 

housing in the ALR. Guidelines for bylaw standards were developed by the Province for 

residential uses in the ALR in 2011; however, the guidelines are not supported by provincial 

legislation that governs where houses may be sited, or the size of residential footprints on ALR 

land. The GVRD Board requested such legislation in 2012 (GVRD Board minutes March 2, 2012). 

• The ALC has not been able to effectively enforce existing regulations on non-farm uses. Today, 

there are situations where the proposed allowable uses already exist on ALR land without 

meeting the proposed parameter requirements. There need to be stronger measures in place to 

enable timely, low-cost and effective enforcement. 

• An increase in the size of consumption areas for wineries and cideries may result in farm areas 

playing host to lucrative events such as weddings, banquets and other large gatherings of 

people (>130) that may require expanded parking and requests for extended utility services. 

These uses would further exacerbate conflicts over conventional farm practices that create 

noise, dust and smells. 

2. PERMITTED USES 

Permitted uses have limited connection to agriculture, but are considered compatible with farm 
operations. They are allowed without an ALR application but can be prohibited by a local 
government. The questions and parameters proposed by the Province on new permitted uses are as 
follows: 

QS. Should anaerobic digesters be permitted in the ALR if the inputs are generated from farm 
activities? 

Q6. Should on farm co-generation facilities be permitted on farms where a portion of the energy 
created is used on farm? 
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Q7. Should the parameters be expanded for when non-agricultural related businesses are allowed 

to operate on ALR properties in Zone 27 

Parameters add restrictions to ensure that permitted uses have minimal impact on farm operations. 

Parameters address: 

the size and location of any facilities; 

the permanence of the facility; 

the percentage of inputs derived from the farm and outputs used on the farm; 

impacts on neighbouring farms (e.g. traffic, smells, noise); 

options for land reclamation after the use ends; 

whether or not the property is actually farmed (and to what extent); and 

the likely impact of the proposed use on the farm operation. 

METRO VANCOUVER CONSIDERATIONS 
The table below lists some of the potential pros and cons of expanding allowable permitted uses as 

described above. Additional considerations for Metro Vancouver to raise are listed following the 

table. 

PROS CONS 
Anaerobic digesters provide a useful technology for Anaerobic digesters are not economically viable 
treating livestock manure. without inputs from the municipal waste system. 

Increased co-generation energy facilities can reduce Processing municipal waste on farmland facilitates 
input costs and C02 emissions from greenhouses. nutrient loading on farms, which is already a 

significant problem. 

Non-agricultural related activities can help ensure Expansion of non-agricultural activities on ALR land 
ALR landowners have year-round business income. can reduce the incentive to farm or lease land to 

farmers. 

• It will be important to set limits on the amount of waste processed or energy exported from a 

farm site to prevent these types of non-farm activities from becoming predominant over 

primary agriculture production. 

• The property tax implications of new facilities is an important consideration given that the 

facilities may trigger additional local government service requirements. Also, it not clear 

whether these new facilities will be considered a "farm improvement" and eligible for a 

property tax exemption. 

• Capital investments in infrastructure and buildings that are not dependent on farm operations 

will not help to ensure a long-term commitment to agriculture. 

• A staff report (Item 5.9) to the GVRD Board on the proposed Bylaw Standards for Anaerobic 

Digestion in the ALR alerted the Ministry of Agriculture about the regulatory processes for air 

and solid waste management that are under the authority of Metro Vancouver. 

3. SUB-DIVISION 

This option refers to how subdivisions approved by local and provincial governments can occur 
without an application to the ALe. The proposed questions are as follows: 
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Q8. Should the subdivision of ALR properties in Zone 2 to a minimum parcel size of a quarter 
section be allowed without an application to the ALC? 

Q9. Should the subdivision of ALR parcels in Zone 2 that are of a defined size, and that are divided 
by a major highway, be allowed without an application to the ALC? 

METRO VANCOUVER CONSIDERATIONS 

• Subdivision of parcels is the most common type of application received by the ALC in Metro 
Vancouver and accounted for 29% of applications in the region from 2006-2013. 

• While this item only relates to Zone 2, what happens on farmland in the Interior, Kootenay and 
Northern region is of concern to the Be's most populated region. 

4. AGRI-TOURISM 

An agri-tourism activity is currently defined as a temporary or seasonal use that promotes or 
markets farm products raised on the farm site. 

Q10. Should greater clarity be provided on what constitutes an agri-tourism activity that is 
allowable in the ALR without an application, and if so what parameters should be established? 

It is similarly proposed that agri-tourism accommodations are permitted under section 3 of the 
Regulation, to ensure that any such accommodations are tied to a legitimate agri-tourism activity 
under section 2. 

METRO VANCOUVER CONSIDERATIONS 
The table below lists some of the potential pros and cons of redefining agri-tourism. Additional 
considerations for Metro Vancouver to raise follow the table. 

PROS CONS 
Year round agri-tourism activities create new Expanding tourism in agricultural areas increases 
business opportunities and jobs. the demand for other non-farm and utility services. 

Selling off-farm products increases the business Allowing off-farm products to be sold reduces the 
diversity of a farm operation. incentive to promote farm-based products. 

• Allowing off-farm products to be sold on a farm site still requires restrictions and enforcement, 

in order to ensure that agri-tourism activities do not take precedence over primary agricultural 

production. 

• There should be restrictions on the commercial footprint of all agri-tourism businesses. Existing 

problems with residential footprints persist. 

• Classification of a parcel as farmed under the Assessment Act means that a farmer, not the 

individual parcel, meets the minimum qualifying requirement. Therefore agri-tourism activities 

could easily usurp farm production by leasing a portion of the land to an existing farmer. Under 

this scenario, the operator would receive Farm Class status without investing in the farm 

operation. 
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5. LEASING LAND 

The explanation of leasing land in the consultation document does not clearly indicate that only 
leases registered on title are under consideration. Currently, a landowner can only lease their whole 
property without an application to the ALC and the proposal is to allow 'temporary' leases on a 
portion of the property without an application. 

Q11. Should temporary leases of portions of a property in Zone 2 of the ALR be allowed without an 
application to the ALC for: 

a) intergenerational transfer of an active farm or ranch operation; and/or 

b) to encourage the use of otherwise unfarmed land by existing or new farmers? 

METRO VANCOUVER CONSIDERATIONS 
Possible pros and cons of life estate leases allowing retiring farmers to live on the property while 
leasing or selling it to family or new entrants and considerations are listed in the table followed by 
considerations for Metro Vancouver to raise. 

PROS CONS 
Retired farmers can generate income without There is no mechanism to ensure that the land will 
moving or selling to non-farmers. This provision continue to be farmed once the farmer is retired. 
enables better succession planning for farm 
operations. 

• There is no definition of 'temporary lease' provided. 

• Life estate leases are only appropriate for Zone 2 only where farm parcels are much larger and a 

second residence would be unlikely result in non-farm use of an ALR parcel. 

• There should be some parameter attached to life estate leases to ensure that over the long­

term the additional residence is used only by relatives or farm workers. Such a condition would 

help sustain livestock operations that are dependent on farm workers to live nearby for animal 

care. 

Possible pros and cons of leasing land to encourage the use of otherwise unfarmed land by existing 
or new farmers are listed in the table, followed by considerations for Metro Vancouver to raise. 

PROS CONS 
Formal leases become a more readily available There is still no requirement for formal leases to 
option for new and established farmers to access obtain Farm Class status and associated property tax 
agricultural land. exemptions. 

• The option to have a lease on a portion of a parcel is desirable in Zone 1 because it gives 
farmers more security of tenure when leasing land in the ALR. 

• Financial institutions are reluctant to provide loans to farm operations unless there is a lease on 
title because of the capital investments in the land and buildings required to build a profitable 
business. 
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• Encouraging more leases could help to increase the amount of actively farmed land in Metro 
Vancouver where almost 60% of the parcels are not used for farming. 

ITEMS NOT INCLUDED IN THE CONSULTATION 

1. The issue of enforcement of eXisting ALC regulations where there is inadequate capacity to 
address current infractions such as illegal fill deposition. Enforcement issues need to be 
resolved through more effective mechanisms such as punitive penalties and empowering 
delegation agreements with municipalities. 

2. Changing the criteria for allowable farm and permitted uses may reduce the number of 
applications to the ALC, but still would not address the need for a self-sustaining ALe that has 
the ability to recover the true costs of processing applications, similar to the municipal 
application fee system (GVRD Board minutes May 23, 2014). 

METRO VANCOUVER PROCESS FOR PROVIDING FEEDBACK TO THE PROVINCE 

ACTION ITEM DATE 
1. Attend Ministry meeting in Abbotsford Thursday, August 14 

2. Submit draft comments to the Province (Comments to Friday, August 22 
be confirmed by the Board at the earliest opportunity) 

3. Integrate outcomes of meeting into a Regional Planning RPA Agenda posted on 
and Agriculture Committee (RPA) and Board report Frida~August29,2014 

4. Regional Planning and Agriculture Committee meeting Friday, September 3 
5. GVRD Board meeting Friday, September 19 
6. Submit Board comments/recommendation(s) to Monday, September 22 

Province 
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ATTACHMENT 

EXPLANATION OF TERMS 

Agri-tourism: Defined as a tourist activity, service or facility accessory to land, it is currently an allowable 
farm use if temporary or seasonal and classified as farm under the Assessment Act. The farm may be 
comprised of one or several parcels of lands owned or operated by a farmer as a farm business. There is 
no building threshold stipulated although a local government can regulated these uses, for example, 
setting hours of operation, a maximum building area or maximum site coverage, but cannot prohibit the 
use. 

Agri-tourism accommodation: This is a permitted use in the ALR and is classified as a farm under the 
Assessment Act unless otherwise prohibited by a local government bylaw. The accommodations are 
limited to 10 sleeping units and the total developed area for buildings, landscaping and access is less 
than 5% of the parcel. 

ALR Applications: Referred to as an application to the ALC, any non-farm activity in the ALR that is not a 
farm use or a permitted use must obtain written permission from the ALe. The figure below illustrates 
that of the 430 applications to the ALC in Metro Vancouver, the most prevalent pertained to 
subdivisions (29%) followed by soil (fill) deposition (18%). All applications must now be forwarded to the 
regional panels unless the Chair considers them of provincial significance. 

Types and Percent of Applications to the ALC in Metro Vancouver (2006-2013) 

Subdivison 

Fill or soil deposition __ m'=:J,~ 

Additional buildings 

Transportation/utilities ::;::-~~",;I~]jD 

Exclusion :~'-~~oIPJ 

Recreation & nonprofit ::]l)2Q] 

Oth er .. ",S.<lli 

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 

% OF TOTAL ALR APPLICATIONS 

Anaerobic Digesters: These are currently not identified as a farm use or permitted use in the ALR. While 
there are benefits of having an anaerobic digester to livestock operations, there are also concerns about 
these types of facilities used to manage municipal waste, particularly fats, oil and grease with high 
energy value. The concern is the additional nutrient loading from digestate (post anaerobic digestion 
residue) being spread on agricultural lands and displacing farm manure applications. 

Be Assessment Classifications (pertaining to agriculture land uses) 

• Class 1, Residential includes farm residences and farm buildings 
• Class 5, Light Industry includes wineries except for properties used for the production of food 

and non-alcoholic beverage which fall in to Class 6. 

• Class 6, Business Other includes properties used for retail, warehousing, hotels and other 
properties that do not fall into other classes. 

• Class 8, Recreation Property, non-profit organization includes recreational facilities, golf courses 
and places of worship. All improvements (such as clubhouses) fall into Class 6. 
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• Class 9, Farm Land must produce a prescribed amount of qualifying primary agricultural 
products for sale as crops or livestock. The gross sales from a farm operation that could include 
multiple parcels, not the individual land parcel, is used to determine Farm Class status. 

Bylaw Standards: The Ministry of Agriculture establishes bylaw standards to guide local government 
bylaw development rather than use provincial regulations. 

Delegation Agreements: The ALC authorizes a local government to act on its behalf to make non-farm 
use and subdivision decisions in the ALR under the ALe Act. The local government and ALC negotiate the 
terms of the agreement including powers to be delegated, geographic areas of application, 
responsibilities, monitoring, reporting, transition, enforcement, fees, training, information sharing, term, 
renewal and cancellation. This voluntary provision has been in effect since 1994 and there are currently 
three agreements: Fraser Fort George Regional District (2001), Regional District of East Kootney (2003) 
and the Oil and Gas Commission (2004). 

Farmer: There is no formal definition of a "farmer". This has raised concerns from the agricultural 
community because often "hobby" farmers receive the same benefits as commercial, full time farmers. 
The current definition of a farm operation is whether it receives Farm Class status from the BC 
Assessment, considered to be inadequate because ofthe low qualifying requirements. 

Farm Product Processing: Farm product processing is considered the storage, packing and product 
preparation of a commodity produced from a farm. This is a permitted farm use in the ALC Act if at least 
50% of the farm product is produced on the farm on which the processing takes place. Related activities 
of farm product processing includes the construction, maintenance and operation of a building, 
structure, driveway, ancillary service or utility necessary for that farm use. There is no building threshold 
area stipulated, although a local government may regulate these uses for example by setting a 
maximum building area or maximum site coverage, but cannot prohibit the use. 

Farm Retail Sales: Farm retail sales are designated as a farm use and cannot be prohibited by a local 
government bylaw. If all products originate or are produced on the farm site where the sales are taking 
place, there is no limitation for the retail sales area. However if the farm products offered for sale 
originate elsewhere, at least 50% of the retail sales area must be dedicated to farm products produced 
on site. Also the total retail sales area, both indoors and outdoors, for all products must not exceed 
300m 2

• Wholesale of farm products is considered to be a farm activity. 

Food Processing: Food processing is generally defined as the transformation of raw ingredients into 
food or food products or as adding value to a farm commodity or product by physical, biological or other 
means including but not limited to fermentation, cooking, canning, smoking or drying. Food processing 
is not a permitted use in the ALC Act. 

Lower Mainland: A useful geographic scale for referring to agricultural issues is the Lower Mainland that 
includes both Metro Vancouver and the Fraser Valley Regional District and encompasses 59% of the BC 
population. Metro Vancouver has 22 municipalities and 1 Electoral Area with a population of 2,313,328 
(2011). Fraser Valley has 6 municipalities and 7 electoral areas with a population of 277,593 (2011). 

- Regional Planning and Agriculture Committee - 344-CNCL - 221



@ metrovancouver 
~ SERVICES AND SOLUTIONS FOR A LIVABLE REGION 

Metro Vancouver Submission to the Ministry of Agriculture 

August 22, 2014 

To: The Honourable Norm Letnick 

Minister of Agriculture 

5.6 Attachment 3 

Re: Provincial Consultation on Potential Changes to the Agricultural Land Commission (ALC) Act 

As context, the following comments are the result of Metro Vancouver's participation in an August 

14, 2014 consultation session put on by the Province. The Metro Vancouver delegation to the 

Ministry of Agriculture consultation session was led by Director Derek Corrigan, Chair of Metro 

Vancouver's Regional Planning and Agriculture Committee. Director Corrigan was accompanied by 

Director Harold Steves, who serves as Vice Chair of the Committee. Other members of the delegation 

included Councillor David Davis of the Township of Langley, and staff from the Corporation of Delta, 

City of Richmond, City of Burnaby and Metro Vancouver. The comments below are provided by Metro 

Vancouver staff, and constitute Metro Vancouver's interim submission. They will be presented for 

endorsement to Metro Vancouver's Regional Planning and Agriculture Committee and to the GVRD 

Board in September, 2014. The Ministry should expect to receive the Metro Vancouver's formal 

submission by the end of September. 

Thank you for inviting Metro Vancouver to participate in the consultation process regarding potential 

changes to the ALC Act. While we are pleased to submit our comments on the consultation questions, 

we are deeply frustrated by the Ministry's consultation process. The Ministry's decision to limit 

consultation to a four-week period over the summer has made it very difficult for Metro Vancouver 

and its member municipalities to participate effectively. Metro Vancouver's Boards and Committees 

have not had scheduled meetings during the consultation period, and as a consequence have not had 

an opportunity to review and discuss the questions posed by the Ministry. The situation has been the 

same for the Councils and Committees of our member municipalities. A more fulsome dialogue than 

that which has been provided is essential to ensure that local government remains an effective 

partner in efforts aimed at preserving the long-term integrity of the Agricultural Land Reserve (ALR). 

Metro Vancouver is also disappointed that the legislative amendments made to the ALC Act on May 

29,2014, were made without local government consultation. The South Coast region in which Metro 

Vancouver is situated represents 60% of the province's population. Residents in this region are very 

concerned about the future of the ALR and its critical role in food production. 

The provincial direction to increase income-generating activities for farmers and ranchers aligns with 

Metro Vancouver's goal to enhance agricultural viability. The Province's proposed measures, 

however, provide no assurance that farmers, rather than non-farm business operators and land 

speculators, will benefit from the proposed allowable uses. The Province's proposal also does little 

to ensure that primary agriculture production remains the priority activity in the ALR. The potential 

expansion of allowable uses in the ALR is not warranted until existing restrictions on non-farm uses 

of agricultural land are adequately monitored and enforced. 
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Metro Vancouver Submission to the Ministry of Agriculture 
August 22, 2014 

Page 2 of 4 

There are five key points to consider before pursuing any expansion to the range of allowable uses in 

the ALR: 

• Problems already exist with the lack of monitoring and enforcement of current ALC 
regulations. These shortcomings have resulted in the need for inordinate amounts of 
municipal staff resources to address provincial regulations. The ALC's inability to effectively 
address non-compliance issues related to the 50% requirement for on-farm products, 
residential/commercial footprints and illegal fill deposition on farmland has also resulted in 
extensive legal bills for municipalities. These shortcomings should be addressed before 
expanding the range of allowable non-farm uses in the ALR. 

• A decision to allow additional manufacturing, retail and restaurant activities on farmland 
would result in business operations being able to circumvent the business property tax 
classification, and would unfairly penalize existing and new businesses located in commercial 
zones within the Urban Containment Boundary. The decision would create a "slippery slope" 
situation that could easily result in an escalation in agricultural land values to the extent that 
farmers would be unable to afford land in the ALR. This outcome has already occurred in 
situations where ALR properties, unprotected by proper restrictions on house size and 
location, have been acquired for use as country estates. 

• The expansion of commercial uses in the ALR would also have significant potential impacts 
on local governments in terms of utility services, road maintenance, policing, bylaw 
enforcement, nuisance complaints and property taxes. At a minimum, clarification is required 
on the property tax implications of the proposed farm and permitted uses. The decision to 
classify such uses as farm buildings (Class 1 Residential) or businesses (Class 6, Other Business) 
in the Assessment Act is one that will matter greatly to local governments. 

• When considering any changes to the ALC Act, it is essential to consider primary agricultural 
production as the top priority for ALR lands. There is currently a void of effective policies to 
ensure that the ALR is actively farmed, and to motivate ALR landowners to farm or lease their 
properties to enable new/young farmers to start a farm business, or to enable existing farms 
to expand their food production operations. 

• Before changing the criteria for allowable farm and permitted uses in the ALC Act, it is 
imperative that the Province address the need for a self-sustaining ALC that has the ability to 
recover the true costs of processing applications. This change in and of itself would help to 
discourage landowners with no serious desire to preserve agriculture from submitting 
unreasonable applications that serve only to divert scarce ALC staff resources from important 
enforcement and other activities. 

Specific responses to the questions posed in the Ministry's document, Consultation on Potential 

Changes to the Agricultural Land Commission Act: Agricultural Land Reserve Use, Subdivision and 
Procedure Regulation are provided in the Attachment. In light of these comments, and prior to 
expanding allowable uses, Metro Vancouver is requesting that the Province: 

1. Extend the consultation period on the potential changes to the ALC Act until the end of 
September, 2014, to provide the Greater Vancouver Regional District Board and Municipal 
Councils the opportunity to respond properly to the proposed changes. 

2. Create an adequate mechanism for local governments to provide input to the selection of 
South Coast regional panel commissioners. 
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Metro Vancouver Submission to the Ministry of Agriculture 
August 22, 2014 
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3. Determine how monitoring and enforcement of the existing ALC regulations will be achieved. 

4. Strengthen existing policies and create new ones aimed at preventing in the ALR the 
proliferation of commercial activities that are independent of primary agricultural 
production. 

5. Conduct a comprehensive analysis of the impacts of each proposed change to determine the 
implications to land use, utility services, transportation corridors and property taxation. 

6. Provide all regional districts, in a timely manner, information that will result from the new 
ALC reporting requirements, including performance indicators, status of applications, survey 
results, plans, special problems and trends. 
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Metro Vancouver Response to the Consultation Questions Posed by the Province 

PROVINCIAL QUESTIONS METRO VANCOUVER RESPONSE 

Ql. Should the parameters for allowable on-farm Keep the status quo. Do not expand allowable uses 
food storage, packing, processing and retail until current ALe regulations are adequately 
establishments be revised? monitored and enforced. 

Q2. Should breweries, distilleries and meaderies be No changes until current ALe regulations are 
allowed on ALR land on the same or similar terms adequately monitored and enforced. 
that exist currently for wineries and cideries? 

Q3. Should the allowable footprint for consumption No. This change would alter the intent of farmland 
areas (or lounges) ancillary to wineries and from agriculture production to commercial business 
cideries (and potentially also breweries, that is better located within urban areas serviced by 
distilleries and meaderies) be increased and if so, existing utilities and public transportation. 
on what basis? 

Q4. To what extent should wineries, cideries (and None. Expanding retail sales of non-farm products 
potentially breweries, distilleries and meaderies) beyond the 50% rule changes the intent of businesses 
be allowed to sell alcohol that was produces located in the ALR, which is to promote on-farm 
elsewhere in Be, not at the winery or cidery? products and support primary agriculture production. 

Q5. Should anaerobic digesters be permitted in the No. Keep the status quo. The ALe should make the 
ALR if the inputs are generated from farm decisions on a case-by-case basis because of the 
activities? potential impacts on neighbours and the farmland 

receiving the anaerobic digestion residuals. 

Q6. Should on farm co-generation facilities be No. Keep the status quo. The ALe should make the 
permitted on farms where a portion of the energy decisions on a case-by-case basis because of known 
created is used on farm? and potential future impacts. 

Q7. Should the parameters be expanded for when No. Keep the current application process that allows 
non-agricultural related businesses are allowed the ALe to determine what is in the best interest of 
to operate on ALR properties in Zone 2? preserving agricultural land over the long-term. 

Q8. Should the subdivision of ALR properties in Zone No. Keep the current application process that allows 
2 to a minimum parcel size of a quarter section the ALe to determine if subdivision will reduce the 
be allowed without an application to the ALe? economic viability of the farm operation and other 

ecosystem/public values provided by farmland. 

Q9. Should the subdivision of ALR parcels in Zone 2 No. Keep the current application process that allows 
that are of a defined size, and that are divided by the ALe to determine the critical factors to consider in 
a major highway, be allowed without an subdivision applications. 
application to the ALe? 

Q10. Should greater clarity be provided on what Yes, further clarification would be helpful. However, 
constitutes an agri-tourism activity that is agri-tourism should not be allowed if it does not 
allowable in the ALR without an application, and support primary agriculture production. Factors to 
if so what parameters should be established? consider are scale, frequency, timing and whether 

expansion of the activity could make farming a 
secondary revenue generating use. 

Qll. Should temporary leases of portions of a Maybe. As long as the additional residence is also 
property in Zone 2 of the ALR be allowed without temporary to co-inside with the lease. Encouraging 
an application to the ALe for: leasing of farmland is positive, but not if they are only 

a) intergenerational transfer of an active farm short term lease agreements that allow landowners to 

or ranch operation; and/or receive property tax benefits without providing secure 

b) to encourage the use of otherwise unfarmed land tenure necessary for encouraging financial 

land by existing or new farmers? investments in the farm operation. 

10070763 
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City of 
Richmond B.eport to Committee 

'7 0 r~ iV - J 'v: 3/ 0Lt:J 1'i 

To: Planning Committee Date: August 15,2014 

From: Joe Erceg, General Manager 
Planning and Development 

File: 08-4040-01/2014-VoI01 

Re: Richmond Response to BC Ministry of Agriculture Consultation on Potential 
Changes to the Agricultural Land Reserve Use, Subdivision and Procedure 
Regulation 

Staff Recommendations 

That: 
(1) the attached Richmond response (Attachment 2), which was submitted to the Ministry of 

Agriculture prior to the deadline of August 22, 2014 regarding potential changes to the 
Agricultural Land Reserve (ALR) Use, Subdivision and Procedure Regulation be ratified; 

(2) the Ministry of Agriculture be requested to extend the deadline for comments to September 30, 
2014 to enable all stakeholders to have reasonable time to provide feedback; 

(3) the Ministry of Agriculture be requested to provide a detailed analysis ofthe potential impacts 
and implications (including taxation implications) of each proposed change, enable local 
governments to also regulate the proposed changes, and allow the local governments and 
stakeholders the opportunity to review the draft regulations prior to their adoption; 

(4) the Ministry of Agriculture and Agricultural Land Commission (ALC) staff and funding be 
increased to properly enforce the existing and proposed ALR regulations; and 

(5) this report and recommendations be forwarded to Richmond MPs, MLAs, the Metro Vancouver 
-.... Board a all M J 0 Vancouver local governments, 

" / '.~ -' ~)r 

JE:mp 
Att.3 

REPORT CONCURRENCE 

ENCE OF GENERAL MANAGER 

. :' G;eciCi 

REVIEWED BY STAFF REPORT I 
AGENDA REVIEW SUBCOMMITTEE 

A-' ........... ------t...-

INITIALS: 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

With the passage of Bill 24, the Ministry of Agriculture is proposing additional ALR activities and 
changes to the regulations for some of the allowable ALR uses (Attachment 1). The Ministry 
conducted a consultation from July 22 to August 22,2014 to obtain input from local governments, 
regional stakeholders and the general public on regulation development. 

The purpose of this report is to obtain Council's ratification of the attached Richmond response that 
has been submitted to the Ministry by its August 22, 2014 deadline (Attachment 2) and recommend 
that Council request the Ministry to extend its deadline to September 30, 2014 to allow local 
governments and stakeholders to have more time to respond and further consult on the proposed 
changes. 

Finding of Facts 

Context 
The ALC Act sets a legislative framework for the establishment and administration of the 
agricultural land preservation program and identifies permissible activities in the ALR. Specific 
regulations and details of the uses permitted in the ALR are found in the Agricultural Land Reserve 
Use, Subdivision and Procedure Regulation which supports the Act. 

The ALC Act was amended by the passage of Bill 24 in May 2014 and the key intention ofthe 
amendment was to allow farmers in the ALR to diversify their businesses and maintain agricultural 
viability. In order to support this legislative change, the Ministry is proposing to allow additional 
activities in the ALR without requiring property owners to make an application (e.g., non-farm.use 
application) to the ALC and modify the parameters of the permitted uses. 

Consultation Process 
The Ministry of Agriculture formed a Reference Group that consists of representatives from the 
Agricultural Land Commission (ALC), the Union of British Columbia Municipalities (UBCM) and 
the BC Agriculture Council (BCAC) to obtain input on the proposed consultation questions and 
process. The Group will review the outcome of the consultation and provide input on any draft 
regulations that the Ministry may consider. The Ministry intends to have the new regulations in 
place by the end of 20 14. 

The Ministry's engagement website was live from July 22 to August22, 2014 and comments were 
accepted through an online survey, by email, or by regular mail. 

In addition, seven regional meetings took place during the consultation period with invited 
stakeholders includinglocal governments and industry (i.e., agriculture associations and Farmers' 
Institutes). The City of Richmond's Policy Planning staff attended the regional meeting held in 
Abbotsford on August 14,2014 and presented draft responses (Attachment 2) to obtain input from 
the regional stakeholders prior to the final submission. 

4310143 CNCL - 231



August 15,2014 '"I 
- J -

Analysis 

Richmond Responses 
The ALR is divided into two zones, Zone 1 and Zone 2; Richmond is in Zone 2. There are a total of 
11 questions but four of them are specific to Zone 2. The City of Richmond will not be directly 
affected by the proposed changes in Zone 2, so the attached response includes answers to only the 
Zone 1 questions which apply to Richmond. 

As Council did not meet in August, staff did not have the opportunity to bring forward a report to 
Council regarding the proposed changes. Instead, staff circulated a memo to Council to obtain its 
feedback on staffs draft responses to the consultation questions. No changes were requested by 
Council, other than a request to require anaerobic digesters to use only materials produced on the 
farm. Staff presented the draft responses at the Abbotsford regional meeting, prior to the final 
submission. 

The regional meeting was held from 9:00 am to 11 :30 am on August 14, 2014 in Abbotsford. 
Approximately 40 delegations from Metro Vancouver, Fraser Valley Regional District, Sunshine 
Coast Regional District, Squamish-Lillooet Regional District attended the meeting. Most of them 
shared Richmond's concerns and their comments and answers to the consultation questions were 
generally consistent with the Richmond's draft responses. The key comments and concerns 
expressed by the regional stakeholders are: 

There was not enough time to review and discuss the proposed changes and the timing of the 
consultation is not adequate. 
It is difficult to answer the consultation questions as sufficient details of the proposed changes 
are not provided. 

- The Ministry must further consult with the local governments and stakeholders once draft 
regulations are developed. 
The industrialization and commercialization of farmland should be avoided. Allowing an 
expansion of non-agricultural activities in the ALR would increase the land value and would 
make it difficult for farmers to find affordable, quality farmland. Soil-based agriculture and 
farming for food production should be the priority in the ALR. 

- The purpose of the ALR is to preserve farmland for future generations. It is unclear how the 
proposed changes would benefit agriculture and the existing and future farmers. The Ministry 
should provide a detailed analysis of the impacts and implications of the proposed changes, as 
well as adequate justifications. 
More effective mechanisms and additional funding should be in place to ensure that the existing 
regulations are properly enforced before any changes to the regulations are considered. 
The taxation implications of the proposed changes must be analyzed and discussed with local 
governments. 

In response to the comments regarding the timing and length of the consultation period, the Deputy 
Minister of Agriculture reaffirmed that the deadline would not be extended past noon August 22, 
2014. 

Based on these comments received at the regional meeting, staff have made minor modifications to 
the draft responses. The modifications are shown in italics (Attachment 2). The background 
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provided by the Ministry of Agriculture, as well as the relevant ALR Regulation and the City's 
zoning regulations are fully stated in Attachment 2. . 

A summary of the questions and answers are as follows : 

Ministry of Agriculture's Summary of Richmond Response 
Consultation Questions ' Submitted by August 22, 2014 Deadline 

Should the parameters for allowable on-farm food Strongly disagree - The existing parameters are 
storage, packing, processing and retail sufficient to allow diversification and the current 
establishments be revised? regulations should be properly enforced first. 

Should breweries, distilleries and meaderies be Agree - Local governments should be allowed to 
allowed on ALR land on the same or similar terms place additional regulations (e.g., overall size limit) 
as wineries and cideries are currently allowed? ifthey deem necessary. 

Should the allowable footprint for consumption 
areas (or "lounges") ancillary to wineries and Strongly Disagree - The currently allowable 
cideries (and potentially also breweries, distilleries footprint (125 m2 inside & 125 m outside) is 
and meaderies) be increased and if so on what sufficient. 
basis? 

Should wineries and cideries (and potentially also 
Agree - As long as the retail area is limited to the 

breweries, distilleries and meaderies) be allowed to 
same size (i.e., 300m 2

) and a minimum of 50% of 
sell alcohol that was produced elsewhere in Be not 

the products are grown and produced on site 
at the winery or cidery? 

Should anaerobic digesters be permitted in the 
Agree if all the inputs are generated from the farm 

ALR if the inputs are generated from farming and do not include domestic waste. 
activities? 

Should on-farm cogeneration facilities be permitted 
on farms where a portion of the energy created is Strongly Agree 
used on-farm? 

Should greater clarify be provided on what 
constitutes an agri-tourism activity that is allowable 

Strongly Agree 
in the ALR without an application, and if so what 
parameters should be established? 

Concerns regarding the Timing and Length of the Consultation 
The short one-month consultation period in August, which is the peak holiday period, was not 
adequate to ensure a meaningful consultation. On August 6,2014, staff sent an email to the Ministry 
for an extension of the deadline until the end of September, but the Ministry declined the request 
due to its commitment to have the changes in place by the end of2014. 

Staff recommend that Council formally request, by resolution, for an extension of the Ministry's 
deadline until September 30,2014, so that the City and other local governments have additional 
time to provide more comprehensive and coordinated responses . 
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Richmond Additional Comments 
In addition to responding to the Ministry's consultation questions, as directed by Council, staff took 
this opportunity to request the Minister of Agriculture to address a number of other concerns 
identified by Council over the years. Also, staff have concerns that details of the regulatory changes 
are currently unknown. For example, the first consultation question is whether the current 
parameters for allowable on-farm processing activities should be modified, but it is unclear to what 
extent the regulations will be revised. The Ministry of Agriculture should provide a detailed 
analysis and adequate justification for each proposed change and consult with local governments on 
draft regulations prior to adopting them and enable local governments to regulate the permitted 
uses. 

The additional comments are summarized below and further clarified in the attached letter to the 
Ministry that was hand delivered at the regional meeting in Abbotsford (Attachment 3). 
- Seek Provincial Government support to prepare an ALC policy to prohibit Port Metro 

Vancouver from converting ALR lmid to port industrial use and encourage the Federal 
Government to implement a dispute resolution process between PMV and local governments. 
Provide a comprehensive analysis of the impacts and implications of the proposed changes and 
prepare specific guidelines for local governments, property owners and agricultural producers to 
appropriately manage the proposed changes. 
Ensure that all the proposed changes reinforce and enhance agricultural viability, sustainability, 
and the protection and quality of the essential agricultural resources (i.e., soil water, air). 
Increase the Ministry and ALC staff and funding to properly enforce the existing and proposed 
ALR regulations (e.g., illegal soil fill, research, farm uses, municipal liaison). 
Consult with the First Nations regarding the proposed changes. 

Financial Impact 

None. 

Conclusion 

The Ministry of Agriculture conducted a consultation on potential changes to the Agricultural Land 
Reserve Use, Subdivision and Procedure Regulation from July 22, 2014 to August 22, 2014. Staff 
submitted the Richmond response prior to the submission deadline of August 22,2014 along with 
additional requests to address a number of other concerns identified by Council over the years, and 
recommend that Council ratify the response (Attachment 2). As the length and timing of the 
Ministry'S consultation period was not appropriate to ensure a meaningful consultation, it is also 
recommended that Council request the Ministry of Agriculture to extend the deadline for comments 
on the potential changes to September 30, 2014. It is further recommended the Ministry of 
Agriculture provide a detailed analysis of the potential impacts and implications (including tax 
implications) of each proposed change, allow the local governments and stakeholders the 
opportunity to review the draft regulations prior to their adoption and enable local governments to 
also regulate the ~osed changes. 

(iU;J ,---
ry e 

Planner 1 (604-276-4188) Manager, Policy Planning (604-276-4139) 

MP:cas 
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Attachment 1 : Ministry of Agriculture's Consultation Paper 

Attachment 2: Richmond Responses to the Ministry of Agriculture's Consultation Questions sent to the Minister 
of Agriculture on August 22,2014 

Attachment 3: Richmond Staffs August 13, 2014 Letter delivered to the Deputy Minister Of Agriculture on 
August 14, 2014 in Abbotsford 
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Consultation on Potential Changes to the Agricultural Land Commission Act 

1. Purpose 
The purpose of this consultation is to invite your input on some proposed additional activities that 
could be allowed on farmland in the Agricultural Land Reserve without a requirement to make an 
application to the Agricultural Land Commission, on whether and to what extent these allowable uses 
should vary between different regions ofthe province, and on what parameters you think should be 
put around the proposed new uses. 

2. Background 
Approximately five percent of BC's land base is included in the Agricultural Land Reserve (ALR), a 
provincial zone within which agriculture is recognized as the priority activity. The ALR includes public 
and privately held land and is administered by the Agricultural Land Commission (ALC), an independent 
government tribunal, with the purpose of preserving agricultural land and encouraging its use 
for farming. 

The Agricultural Land Commission Act (the Act) establishes both the ALR and the ALC in leg islation. 
The Act sets outthe structure and operations of the ALC and identifies permissible land uses within 
the ALR. The Agricultural Limd Reserve Use, Subdivision and Procedure Regulation (ALR Regu lation) 
provides greater specificity to many of the provisions in the Act. 

Amongst other things, the ALR Regulation identifies specific land uses allowable on farmland in the ALR 
without an application to the ALe. Current examples include such things as growing plants and ra ising 
animals, putting up bUildings necessary for the farm, selling agricultural products direct to the public, 
limited food processing and, unless prohibited a local government, specified non-farm activities such as 
agri-tourism accommodation, temporary sawmills, kennels, and others. 

Any activities not permitted by the ALR Regulation do require an application to the ALC, which can 
approve, deny or vary the application. Applications are required in order to include or exclude land 
from ALR, to subdivide land within the ALR, or to carry out an activity not expressly permitted in the Act 
or Regulations. 

The passage of Bill 24 in May 2014 introduced amendments to the Act that change the way in which 
the ALC is structured and governed. Some of the detail that determines how these legislative changes 
will be implemented will be provided through changes to the ALR Regulation. One aspect of regulatory 
change contemplated by the amendments is to expand the list of allowable uses on ALR land, and 
possibly to vary them between ALR regions. 

The focus of this consultation is to ask the question: what further activities should be allowable on 
farmland in the ALR without an application to the ALe, what parameters should be put around them, 
and should they vary between regions? A Reference Group convened by the Minister of Agriculture and 
comprised of representatives from the ALe, the Union of British Columbia Municipalities (UBCM) and the 
BC Agriculture Council (BCAC) has made a number of specific suggestions in answer to this question, 
and these suggestions are presented in this paper for your consideration and comment. 

Context for the questions is provided in sections 4 and 5 of this paper. Section 6 provides some specific 
suggestions for new activities that should be allowable in the ALR without an application to the ALC, 
and also some further specific suggestions for regulatory change related to agri-tourism and the 
subdivision and leasing of land in the ALR. 

1 
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Consultation on Potential Changes to the Agricultural Land Commission Act 

3. Consultation Process 
Minister's Reference Group and ALC 

~ A Minister's Reference Group comprised of representatives from the ALC, UBCM and the 
BCAC has been struck to inform the consultation process and any regulatory outcomes. 

~ An init ial meeting of the Reference Group was held in early July to provide advice on the 
consultation process, and to provide substantive input on the consultation questions. 

~ A separate meeting was then held with the ALC (commissioners and 
staff) to sol icit further input on the consultation questions. 

~ The input gained from the Reference Group and the ALC form the 
basis of the consu ltation questions presented in this paper. 

~ As well, the ALC has provided a number of specific, technical suggestions for 
regulatory amendments aimed at providing greater clarity for landowners, local 
governments and the ALC itself around some existing al lowable uses. Wh ile 
these suggestions are not the subject of this consultation, they will be provided 
on the consultation website (see Publ ic Input, below) for your information. 

~ The Reference Group will meet again mid-way through the process to review 
stakeholder feedback and provide any additional, interim advice. 

~ A fina l meeting of the Reference Group wi ll be held at the end of the 
consultation process to review outcomes and provide input on any 
draft regulations the Ministry may consider at that time. 

Regional Stakeholder Consultations 
> Seven reg ional meetings wil l take place between July 22nd and 

August 22 nd encompassing al l six ALR regions. 

~ Invited stakeholders include local government (a ll Regional Districts), industry 
(wide cross-section of ag riculture associations and farmers' institutes) and other 
key organizations (e.g. agricu lture programs from post-secondary institutions). 

> The Ministry will lead the consultation process. The ALC will also attend the regional meetings. 

Public Input 

2 

~ Public input on the consultation questions will be sol icited via a consultation' website: 
/JJ1Q://engage.gov.bc.ca//andreserve or via a dedicated Ministry 
email address: ALCAFeedback@gov.bc.ca 

> The website wi ll be live from Ju ly 22nd to August 22nd
. 

> Submissions can also be sent by mai l to: 
ALR Reg . Consultation 
PO Box 9120 Stn. Provincial Government 
Victoria BC V8W 9B4 
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Consultation on Potent ial Changes to the Agricultural Land Commission Act 

4. Overview of Changes 
to the ALCA 

The Act was most recently amended in May 2014, by the passage of Bill 24. At that time, several 
leg islative changes were introduced regarding how the ALC is structured and how it makes decisions 
on applications. These changes directly inform the framework of this consultation - to discuss what 
activities should be allowable on fa rmland in the ALR w ithout an application to the ALe, and if these 
should vary between regions. 

a) Zones, Regions and Regional Panels 
The May 2014 amendments to the Act codify the existing six ALR regions into law, and requ ire that a 
regional panel of at least two commissioners be established in each of the six regions. 

The amendments also establish two ALR zones, each comprised of three of the six ALR regions: 

Zone 1: 

Okanagan region 

South Coast region 

Vancouver Island region 

Zone 2: 

Interior region 

Kootenay region 

North region 

All applications to the ALC (for land exclusions, land inclusions, subdivisions, and land uses not otherwise 
permitted by the Act or Regulations) must now be forwarded by the Chair of the ALC to the appropriate 
regional panel for decision. At its discretion, a regional panel may take an application referred to it by 
the Chair, and refer this application instead to the ALC Executive Committee. 

Subject to any regulations, if the Chair of the ALC determines that an application is of provincial 
importance, is novel or of general importance to the application of the Act, or may affect more than 
one panel region, the Chair may also refer the application to the ALC Executive Committee for decision, 
instead of referring it to a regional panel. The ALC Executive Committee is made up of the six regional 
panel vice-chairs, and the Chair of the ALe. 

While the amendments to the Act provide the ability to further define in regulation when the Chair 
may refer an application to the Executive Committee, the Minister's Reference Group has advised 
that the Act provides enough specificity as written (i.e. the Chair may refer an application to the 
Executive Committee when the Chair considers an application is of provincial importance, is novel or 
of general importance to the application of the Act, or may affect more than one panel reg ion). As 
such, it is preferable to allow the Chair the discretion to work within the legislative parameters prOVided, 
without further definition being required in regulation at th is time. 

b) Decision Making 
The amendments to the Act also introduced new factors for the ALC to consider when making 
decisions on applications in Zone 2. In making decisions on applications the ALC has always considered 
the purpose ofthe ALC as defined in Section 6 ofthe Act: 

a. to preserve agricultural land; 

b. to encourage farming on agricultural land in col laboration with other communities of interest; 
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c. to encourage local governments, fi rst nations, the government and its agents to enable and 

accommodate farm use of agricultural land and uses compatible with agriculture in their 

plans, bylaws and policies. 

This has not changed in Zone 1. 

In Zone 2, however, the ALe is now required by legislation to consider, in descending order of priority: 

> The purposes of the ALe as defined in section 6 of the Act 

> Economic, cultural and social values; 

> Regional and community planning objectives; and 

> Other prescribed considerations. 

While the amendments to the Act provide the ability to further define in regulation the factors the ALe 

must consider in deciding on applications in Zone 2, there is no intention to develop such regulations at 

this time, and this consultation does not therefore include any questions on this topic. 

c) Allowable Uses of ALR Land 
The activities that are allowable on ALR land without requiring an application to the ALe are established 

in the ALR Regulation. There are two broad categories of allowable uses, called Farm Uses and 

Permitted Uses. Farm Uses include a range of things including: the growing of plants and raising of 

animals, horse riding, the application of fertilizers, the construction of farm buildings, farm related agri­

tourism, and agro-forestry (i.e. activities directly related to farming). Farm Uses may not va ry between 

Zone 1 and Zone 2, and may not be prohibited by local governments. Permitted Uses include such 

things as limited bed and breakfast accommodation, agri-tourism accommodation, temporary sawmills, 

kennels, and within certain limitations also non-agricultural home-based businesses. Permitted Uses are 

viewed as less directly related to agriculture than Farm Uses, but as still compatible with (of low impact 

to) the farm operation. Permitted Uses may vary between Zone 1 and Zone 2, and may be prohibited 

by local governments. 

Whether and to what extent the list of Farm Uses and Permitted Uses in the ALR Regulation should be 

updated, and how if at all Permitted Uses should vary between zones, is the focus of this consultation. 

Further detail on what currently constitutes a Farm Use and a Permitted Use, together with suggestions 

for additional allowable uses, are provided in sections 5 and 6 of this paper for your consideration 

and comment. 

d) Governance 
Other legislative changes introduced in May 201 4 include the establishment of additiona l reporting 

requirements for the ALe, includ ing a review of operations, performance indicators, details on 

applications received, survey results, plans, special problems and trends. 

The Min istry will be working together with the ALe and other experts in administrative tribunal 

governance to further define the details of these new operational requ irements. 

e) Other Regulation Making Authorities 
The May 2014 amendments to the Act also provide new regulation making authorities to: define 

terms not otherwise defined in the Act; determine how the ALe should make certain information on 

its operations and decisions public; and to establish residency requirements for commissioners on 

regional panels. 
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Regu lations establishing res idency requirements for commissioners are being developed as part of the 
process to bring the recent Act amendments into force. Otherwise, there is no intention to move ahead 
on regulations at this time, other tha n on the central question of what activities (i.e. Farm Uses and 
Permitted Uses) shou ld be allowed in the ALR without an application to the ALC, and how, if at all, these 
should vary between zones. 

f) Summary 
In summary, the May 2014 amendments to the Act have introduced changes to the way in which the 
ALR is structured and governed. Some of the detail that determines how these legislative changes will 
be implemented will be determined through changes to the ALR Regulation that supports the Act . This 
consu ltation is intended to solicit input on potential regulatory changes as they relate to changes in the 
land use activities allowable in Zone 1 and Zone 2. 

An itemized list of the recent amendments to the Act is provided in Appendix A. 

5. Land Uses Currently 
Allowed in the ALR 

Currently, land in the ALR can be used for farming, ranching, and other uses specified in the 
ALR Regulation. All other activities require an application to the ALe. The specific land uses permitted in 
the ALR without application to the ALC are listed in the ALR Regulation either as Farm Uses (Section 2 of 
the Regulation) or as Permitted Uses (Sect ion 3). Land use activities not included in those sections, such 
as subdividing land, bui ld ing additional residences, and exclud ing land from the ALR, requ ire approval 
by the ALC through the application process. 

Farm Uses include activities that are most directly aligned with the business of farming. Many of these 
activities are captured in the definition of farm use set out in the Act: 

an occupation or use of land for farm purposes, including farming of 
land, plants and animals and any other similar activity designated as 
farm use by regulation, and includes a farm operation as defined in the 
Farm Practices Protection (Right to Farm) Act1

• ALCA S. 7 (7) 

Section 2 of the ALR Regu lation duly designates various activities as Farm Use, including: farm retail 
sa les; operating farm wineries or cideries; storage, packing, and product preparation; timber production; 
ag ro-forestry; agri-tourism; and others (the ful l list of farm uses found in section 2 of the ALR Regulation 
is provided in Append ix 8). 

The majority of the activities listed in section 2 are restricted by specific parameters that ensure they 
support an active farm and have only a minimum impact on agricultural land. For example, farm reta il 
sa les are permitted only when either all of the farm products offered are produced on the farm, or at 
least half of the sales area is for products from the farm. Food processing is permitted only when half 
of the product being produced was sourced on the farm, or is feed for consumption on the fa rm. The 
activities listed in section 2 may be regulated but cannot be prohibited by loca l governments. The Act 
does not permit that the activities listed in section 2 may vary between Zone 1 and Zone 2. 

Permitted Uses include activities that are not speCifica lly agricultura l in nature, but which are permitted 

1 http.//wwwbclows.colcivixldocumentlidlcompletelstotreq!96737 07 
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by regulation on ALR land without application to the ALe. Permitted uses are set out in section 3 of the 
ALR Regulation and include such activities as: bed and breakfast accommodations; temporary sawmills; 
breeding pets; establishing telecommunications equipment; and others (a full list of the permitted uses 
found in section 3 of the ALR Regulation is provided in Appendix B). 

Similar to Farm Uses under section 2, parameters are established in the Regulation for the majority of 
these land uses in order to minimize their impact on agricultural land. For instance, temporary sawmills 
are permitted when half of the timber harvested is from the farm; bed and breakfasts are limited in size; 
and biodiversity conservation, passive recreation, heritage, wildlife and scenery viewing land uses are 
permitted so long as related buildings do not exceed a speCified footprint. The permitted uses listed 
in section 3 may be restricted or prohibited by loca l governments. Permitted Uses may vary between 
Zone 1 and Zone 2 of the ALR. 

Table 1 illustrates the main differences between farm uses, permitted uses and non-farm uses as provided by the 
ALR Regulation. 

Possible Uses of Land: 

6 

A. Farm Use 

~ Defined as "farm use" in 
the ALR Regulation s.2 

> No application to the 
Commission required 

> May be regulated but 
not prohibited by 
local government (s.2 
ALR Regulation) 

B. Permitted Use 

~ Defined specifically in 
ALR Regulation s.3 

~ No application to the 
Commission required 

~ Permitted unless 
prohibited by local 
government bylaw 
(s.3 ALR Regulation) 

C. Non-farm Use 

> Not permitted on ALR land 
without ALC approval 

> Requires application to the Commission 

~ Applications go to local government ahead 
of the Commission. Loca l Government 
can refuse to authorize the application, 
which ends the process, or forward to 
the Commission with comments and 
recommendations; the Commission 
then decides the application. 
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6. Consultation Questions 
Farm Use 
To help identify potential changes to the ALR Regulation, the Ministry has consulted with the Minister's 

Reference Group (UBCM, BCAC, ALC), and separately also with the ALe. As a result of these consultations, 

two possible changes to what is an allowable Farm Use of land in the ALR are presented for your 

consideration and comment. Two additional changes are also presented for your consideration, based 

on the findings of the recent provincial Liquor Policy Review. 

If added to the ALR Regulation, these land use activities would be permitted in the ALR without an 

application to the ALe, could be regulated but not prohibited by a local government,and would not be 

able to vary between Zone 1 and Zone 2. 

Q 1) Should the parameters for allowable on-farm food storage, packing, 
processing and retail establishments be revised? 

Currently the Regulation states that food storage, packing, product preparation, and food processing 

are permitted "if at least 50% of the farm product being stored, packed, prepared or processed is 

produced on the farm or is feed required for farm production purposes on the farm". Retail sales are 

permitted if "at least 50% of the retail sales area is limited to the sale of farm products produced on the 

farm on which the retail sales are taking place and the total area ... does not exceed 300m2." 

These restrictions can inhibit neighbouring farms from investing in joint storage, packing, processing 

or retail establishment in the ALR, favouring instead the establishment of a number of small, similar 

operations. This may be an inefficient use of productive farmland, and cost prohib itive for individual 

small producers. One benefitofthe proposed amendment would therefore be to enable cooperative 

arrangements between farms in proximity to one another. 

Amongst other things, lessening the restrictions on on-farm processing could allow the establishment 

of abattoirs (large, small or mobile), on farms, to serve surrounding cattle, game or poultry farms. Other 

examples of potential new processing opportunities include value added, further-processing activities 

related to fresh produce (e.g. grape juice), dairy products (e.g . cheese), or nut raceutical / pharmaceutical 

products (e.g . related to medical marijuana). 

Similarly, lessening restrictions on on-farm retail operations cou ld further enable on-farm markets to sell 

products from several farms. 

Q 2) Should breweries, distilleries and meaderies be allowed on ALR land on the 
same or similar terms as wineries and cideries are currently allowed? 

Currently, wineries and cideries are allowed on ALR land without application to the ALe, so long as a 

prescribed percentage of the agricultural product used to produce the final product comes from either 

the farm on which the winerylcidery sits, or another BC farm. The idea here is to extend the same 

provisions and conditions to breweries, distilleries and meaderies. 

Q 3) Should the allowable footprint for consumption areas (or 'lounges') ancillary 
to wineries and cideries (and potentially also breweries, distilleries and 
meaderies) be increased, and if so on what basis? 

Currently, wineries and cideries in the ALR are al lowed to establish consumption areas (or 'lounges') to a 

maximum size of 125m2 inside, and 125m2 outside, which is roughly equal to a maximum of 130 people. 
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One of the findings from the recent provincial Liquor Policy Review is that government should consult 
on increasing the limit for allowable consumption areas. 

Q 4) To what extent should wineries and cideries (and potentially breweries, 
distilleries and meaderies) be allowed to sell alcohol that was produced 
elsewhere in Be, not at the winery or cidery? 

Currently, a winery or cidery may only sell alcohol produced at that winery or cidery. One of the findings 
from the recent provincial Liquor Policy Review is that government should consult on allowing the sale 
of alcohol produced in Be, but not produced on the farm. 

Note: In all cases, whether expanding existing farm uses or creating new ones, careful consideration 
should be given to any appropriate parameters for limiting the Farm Use, for example by limiting the 
total footprint of any facilities in relation to the size of the farm, prescribing the location of a faci lity 
on a farm, the percentage of any inputs that should be derived from the farm, and the impact on 
neighbouring farms. The question of whether or not the property is actually being farmed may also be 
a consideration, as may be the impact of the proposed activity to the farm operation. 

Perm itted Use 
To help identify potential changes to the ALR Regulation, the Ministry has consulted with the Minister's 
Reference Group (UBCM, BCAe, ALC), and separately also with the ALe. As a result of these consultations, 
three possible changes to what is an allowable Permitted Use of land in the ALR are presented for 
your consideration and comment. If added to the ALR Regulation, these land use activities would be 
permitted in the ALR without an application to the ALC, could be prohibited by a loca l government, 
and could vary between Zone 1 and Zone 2. 

Q 5) Should anaerobic digesters be permitted in the ALR if the inputs are 
generated from farming activities? 

Anaerobic digestion is defined as a collection of processes by which microorganisms break down 
biodegradable material in the absence of oxygen. In the farm context, biodegradable material primarily 
means animal waste, or manure. The process is used to manage farm waste and/or to produce fuels, 
which may then be used on farm or sold for revenue, Dairy farms in particular may benefit from being 
able to establish anaerobic digesters on-farm without an application to the ALC, given the ready 
availability of feedstock. 

Q 6) Should on-farm cogeneration facilities be permitted on farms where a portion 
of the energy created is used on-farm? 

Cogeneration or combined heat and power (CHP) is the use of a heat engine or power station to 
simultaneously generate electricity, useful heat, and C02, which can either be used on the farm or sold. 
Greenhouse operations in particular may benefit from being able to establish co-gen facilities on-farm 
without an application to the ALe, since heat and CO2 are both used in greenhouse production. 

Q 7) Should the parameters be expanded for when non-agriculture related 
businesses are allowed to operate on ALR properties in Zone 2? 

Currently the Regulation permits a home occupation use that is accessory to a dwelling, of not more 
than 100 m2 or such other area as speCified in a local government bylaw. One idea is to expand 
opportunities for a broader range of land-based non-agricultural businesses, such as certain oil and gas 
ancillary services. 

8 

CNCL - 245



Consu ltation on Potent ial Changes to the Agricultural Land Commission Act 

Note: As with Farm Uses, careful consideration should be given to any appropriate parameters for 

limiting the proposed new activities, including the size and location of any facilities, their permanence, 

the percentage of inputs derived from the farm and/or the percentage of outputs used on the farm, 

their impact on neighbouring farms, options for land reclamation after the use ends, whether or not the 

property is actually being farmed, and the likely impact of the proposed use to the farm operation. 

Sub-division 
Although most subdivisions require an application to the ALe, section 10 of the ALR Regulation 

establishes when and how subdivisions of ALR properties can be made by local government (and 

provincial) Approving Officers, without an application to the ALe. These include subdivisions that 

will consolidate two or more parcels into a single parcel, and certain other subdivisions when the 

subdivision will not result in any increase in the number of parcels. 

Two ideas have been proposed to enable farmers and ranchers to expand the circumstances under 

which subdivisions can be approved by an Approving Officer without application to the ALe. 

Q 8) Should the subdivision of ALR properties in Zone 2 to a minimum parcel size 
of a quarter section be allowed without an application to the ALe? 

From 1997 to 2003 the ALe "Quarter Section General Order" (or policy) permitted subdivisions down to 

a minimum size of a quarter section, without an application, in the Peace River and Northern Rockies 

Regional Districts. The idea here is to reinstate this practice, through regulation, and apply it throughout 

Zone 2. 

Q 9) Should the subdivision of ALR parcels in Zone 2 that are of a defined size, and 
that are divided by a major highway or waterway, be allowed without an 
application to the ALe? 

Farm properties are often difficult to manage with a major obstruction in the way, and the ALe 

often allows subdivision of these parcels through an application. The idea here is to allow an 

Approving Officer to approve subdivisions where such a major obstruction (to be defined in regulation) 

exists. 

Agri-tourism 
One proposal is that further definition of what constitutes an "agri-tourism activity" could usefully be 

prOVided in section 2 of the Regulation. Section 2 currently provides that agri-tourism activities are 

allowable as a farm use if the use is temporary and seasonal, and promotes or markets farm products 

grown, raised or processed on the farm. Providing greater clarity on what constitutes a "temporary and 

seasonal" activity and when that activity "promotes or markets farm products" may be beneficial for 

farmers, local governments and the ALe. 

It has similarly been proposed that further definition be provided on when agri-tourism 

accommodations are permitted under section 3 of the Regulation, to ensure that any such 

accommodations are tied to a legitimate agri-tourism activity under section 2. 

9 
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activity that is allowable in the ALR without an application, and if so what 
parameters should be established? 
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Leasing land 
Currently a landowner in the ALR may lease their entire property without making an application to the 

ALe but must make an application in order to lease a portion of their property. It has been proposed 

that temporary leases of a portion of a property be allowed without an application if the lease is to (a) 

enable the intergenerational transfer of active farm or ranch operations without a subdivision, or (b) to 

encourage the use of otherwise unfarmed land by existing or new farmers. 

Q 11) Should temporary leases of portions of a property in Zone 2 of the ALR be 
allowed without an application to the ALe for: 
(a) intergenerational transfer of an active farm or ranch operation; and/or 
(b) to encourage the use of otherwise unfarmed land by existing or new 
farmers? 

Allowing "Iife estate leases" for inter-generat ional t ransfer would allow reti ring farmers to continue to live 

on their property whi le leasing or selling it to their children or other new entrants. The lease could allow 

a second residence to be established on the property, but no permanent subdivision of property would 

be involved. 

Allowing temporary leases of a portion of a property to bring fallow ALR land into production could 

help new entrants/young farmers get into agriculture, and/or could increase opportunities for 

existing farmers to access more land without purchase. This kind of lease would not lead to additional 

residences being permitted on the fa rm and would not require a subdivision. 

7. Thank you! 
Your input into this consultation is greatly appreciated. If you would like to contribute further comments, 

you may do so by email at ALCA feedback@gov.bc.ca or th roug h our consultation website at http://engage. 
gov.bc.ca//andreserve 

Comments can also be submitted by mail at: 

ALR Reg. Consultation 

PO Box 9120 Stn. Provincial Government 

Victoria BC V8W 9B4 
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Appendix A: 
List of Recent Amendments to the 
Agricultural Land Commission Act 

GenerallJThemelJ 

1) ALC Reporting and 

Accountability 

2) Panel Regions and 

Panel Composition 

3) Zones 

11 

Description of Change 

Allow government, by regulation, to set service 
standards and reporting requirements for the 
Commission to the Minister. 

Minister can by order set performance standards. 

Establish the 6 existing panel regions (defined 
geographica lly in the new Schedule to ALCA) 

Require that a panel be established for each of the 6 
panel regions. 

Require that the Chair refer applicat ions from a panel 
region to the panel for that panel region. 

Sets out when chair of the Commission can refer an 
application to the executive committee. 

Commission must consist of at least 13 individuals. 

Regional panels will have a minimum of 2 members, 
one of whom will be vice chair for the panel appointed 
by the LGIC. 

Vice chairs and members must be resident in the 
region of the panel to which they are appointed 
('residency' to be defined by regulation). 

Zone 1 = Island, South Coast and Okanagan 
panel regions. 

Zone 2 = the rest of BC (i.e. Interior, Kootenay, North 
panel regions, and other). 

Section Reference 

ALCA Section 12(2) 

ALCA Section 12(2.1) 

ALCA Section 4.1 

ALCA Section 11 (1) 

ALCA Section 11 (6) 

ALCA Section 11 .2 

ALCA Section 5(1) 

ALCA Section 5(2) and 
ALCA Section 11 

ALCA Section 5(2) and 
ALCA Section 11(3) 

ALCA Section 4.2 
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GenerallTheme" 

4) Decision-Making 
in Zones 

5) Local Government 
Act Amendment 

6) Additional 

Regulation­
Making Powers 
added to 
the ALCA 

12 

Description of Change 

Zone 1 - no change to decision-making - ALC 

considers applications on case-by-case basis within 

the legislated purpose ofthe Commission, which are 

as follows: 

(a) to preserve agricultural land; 

(b) to encourage farming on agricu ltural land 

in collaboration with other communities 

of i nte re st; 

(c) to encourage local governments, nrst nations, 

the government and its agents to enable and 

accommodate farm use of agricultural land 

and uses compatible with agriculture in their 

plans, bylaws and policies. 

In rendering its decisions in Zone 2, the Commission 

must also now consider ot her factors in descending 

order of priority: 

economic, cultural and social values; 

regional and community planning objectives; 

and 

any other considerations prescribed by 

regulation . 

This does not require the Commission to make 

decisions that only reflect these new considerations. 

The Commission is still an independent body and 

will balance agricultural factors with these other 

considerations. 

The legislation provides for greater flexibility in ALC 

decision-making to allow farmers in Zone 2 to have 

more options for earning an income. 

Section 879 of the Local Government Act is amended 

so that local governments must consult with 

the Commission earlier on in development of, or 

amendments to, an Official Community Plan (i.e. prior 

to nrst reading). 

Several subsections have been added to section 58 of 

the ALCA to provide for additional regulation-making 

powers. The regulations we are consulting on in this 

process are tied to several of these new powers and to 

the other regulation-making powers that have existed 

for some time in the ALCA. 

Section Reference 

ALCA Section 4.3 

Local Government 
Act Section 879 

ALCA Section 58 
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Appendix B: 
Excerpt from the Agricultural 
Land Reserve Use, Subdivision 
and Procedure Regulation 

Activities designated as farm use 

13 

2 (2) The following activities are designated as farm use for the purposes of the Act and may 
be regulated but must not be prohibited by any local government bylaw except a bylaw 
under section 917 of the Local Government Act or, if the activity is undertaken on treaty 
settlement lands, by a law of the applicable treaty first nation government: 

(a) farm retail sales if 

(i) all of the farm product offered for sale is produced on the farm on 
which the retail sales are taking place, or 

(ii) at least 50% of the retail sales area is limited to the sale of farm 
products produced on the farm on which the retail sales are taking 
place and the total area, both indoors and outdoors, used for the 
retail sales of all products does not exceed 300 m2; 

(b) a British Columbia licensed winery or cidery and an ancillary use if the wine 
or cider produced and offered for sale is made from farm product and 

(i) at least 50% of that farm product is grown on the farm on which 
the winery or cidery is located, or 

(ii) the farm that grows the farm products used to produce wine or cider 
is more than 2 ha in area, and, unless otherwise authorized by the 
commission, at least 50% of the total farm product for processing 
is provided under a minimum 3 year contract from a farm in 
British Columbia; 

(c) storage, packing, product preparation or processing of farm products, if at 
least 50% of the farm product being stored, packed, prepared or processed 
is produced on the farm or is feed required for farm production purposes on 
the farm; 

(d) land development works including clearing, levelling, draining, berming, 
irrigating and construction of reservoirs and ancillary works if the works are 
required for farm use of that farm; 

(e) agri-tourism activities, other than accommodation, on land that is classified 
as a farm under the Assessment Act, if the use is temporary and seasonal, and 
promotes or markets farm products grown, raised or processed on the farm; 

(f) timber production, harvesting, silviculture and forest protection; 
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14 

(g) agroforestry, including botanical forest products production; 

(h) horse riding, training and boarding, including a facility for horse riding, 
training and boarding, if 

(i) the stables do not have more than 40 permanent stalls, and 

(ii) the facility does not include a racetrack licensed by the 
British Columbia Racing Commission; 

(i) the storage and application of fertilizers, mulches and soil conditioners; 

(j) the application of soil amendments collected, stored and handled in 
compliance with the Agricultural Waste Control Regulation, B.C. Reg. 
131192; 

(k) the production, storage and application of compost from agricultural 
wastes produced on the farm for farm purposes in compliance with the 
Agricultural Waste Control Regulation, B.C. Reg. 131/92; 

(1) the application of compost and biosolids produced and applied in compliance 
with the Organic Matter Recycling Regulation, B.C. Reg. 18/2002; 

(m) the production, storage and application of Class A compost in compliance 
with the Organic Matter Recycling Regulation, B.C. Reg. 18/2002, if all the 
compost produced is used on the farm; 

(n) soil sampling and testing of soil from the farm; 

(0) the construction, maintenance and operation of farm buildings including, but 
not limited to, any of the following: 

(i) a greenhouse; 

(ii) a farm building or structure for use in an intensive livestock 
operation or for mushroom production; 

(iii) an aquaculture facility. 

(3) Any activity designated as farm use includes the construction, maintenance and 
operation of a building, structure, driveway, ancillary service or utility necessary for that 
farm use. 

(4) Unless permitted under the Water Act or the Environmental Management Act, any use 
specified in subsection (2) includes soil removal or placement of fill necessary for that 
use as long as it does not 

(a) cause danger on or to adjacent land, structures or rights of way, or 

(b) foul, obstruct or impede the flow of any waterway. 

(5) The removal of soil or placement of fill as part of a use designated in subsection (2) must 
be considered to be a designated farm use and does not require notification except under 
section 4. 
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Permitted uses for land in an agricultural land reserve 

15 

3 (1) The following land uses are permitted in an agricultural land reserve unless otherwise 
prohibited by a local government bylaw or, for lands located in an agricultural 
land reserve that are treaty settlement lands, by a law of the applicable treaty first 
nation government: 

(a) accommodation for agri-tourism on a farm if 

(i) all or part of the parcel on which the accommodation is located is 
classified as a farm under the A ssessment Act, 

(ii) the accommodation is limited to 10 sleeping units in total of 
seasonal campsites, seasonal cabins or short term use of bedrooms 
including bed and breakfast bedrooms under paragraph (d), and 

(iii) the total developed area for buildings, landscaping and access for the 
accommodation is less than 5% of the parcel; 

(b) for each parcel, 

(i) one secondary suite within a single family dwelling, and 

(ii) one manufactured home, up to 9 m in width, for use by a member 
of the owner's immediate family; 

(c) a home occupation use, that is accessory to a dwelling, of not more than 100 
m2 or such other area as specified in a local government bylaw, or treaty first 
nation government law, applicable to the area in which the parcel is located; 

(d) bed and breakfast use of not more than 4 bedrooms for short term tourist 
accommodation or such other number of bedrooms as specified in a local 
government bylaw, or treaty first nation government law, applicable to the area 
in which the parcel is located; 

(e) operation of a temporary sawmill if at least 50% of the volume of timber is 
harvested from the farm or parcel on which the sawmill is located; 

(f) biodiversity conservation, passive recreation, heritage, wildlife and scenery 
viewing purposes, as long as the area occupied by any associated buildings and 
structures does not exceed 100 m 2 for each parcel; 

(g) use of an open land park established by a local government or treaty first 
nation government for any of the purposes specified in paragraph (f); 

(h) breeding pets or operating a kennel or boarding facility; 

(1) education and research except schools under the School A ct, respecting any use 
permitted under the Act and this regulation as long as the area occupied by 
any buildings or structures necessary for the education or research does not 
exceed 100 m2 for each parcel; 

(j) production and development of biological products used in integrated pest 
management programs as long as the area occupied by any buildings or 
structures necessary for the production or development does not exceed 300 
m2 for each parcel; 
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(k) aggregate extraction if the total volume of materials removed from the parcel 
is less than 500 m3

, as long as the cultivatable surface layer of soil is salvaged, 
stored on the parcel and available to reclaim the disturbed area; 

(1) force mains, trunk sewers, gas pipelines and water lines within an existing 
dedicated right of way; 

(m) telecommunications equipment, buildings and installations as long as the area 
occupied by the equipment, buildings and installations does not exceed 100 
m2 for each parcel; 

(n) construction and maintenance, for the purpose of drainage or irrigation or to 
combat the threat of flooding, of 

(i) dikes and related pumphouses, and 

(ii) ancillary works including access roads and facilities; 

(0) unpaved airstrip or helipad for use of aircraft flying non-scheduled flights; 

(p) the production, storage and application of Class A compost in compliance with 
the Organic Matter Recycling Regulation, B.C. Reg. 18/2002, if at least 50% 
of the compost measured by volume is used on the farm. 

(2) Nothing in subsection (1) (a) is to be interpreted as permitting the conversion of a 
building into strata lots by an owner. 

(3) If a use is permitted under subsection (1) (k) it is a condition of the use that once 
the extraction of aggregate is . complete, the disturbed area must be rehabilitated in 
accordance with good agricultural practice. 

(4) 1he following land uses are permitted in an agricultural land reserve: 

(a) any 

(i) 

(ii) 

(iii) 

(iv) 

(v) 

ecological reserve established under the Ecological Reserve Act or by 
the Protected Areas o/British · Columbia Act, 

park established under the Park Act or by the Protected Areas of 
British Columbia Act, 

protected area established under the Environment and Land Use Act, 

wildlife management area established under the Wildlife Act, or 

recreation reserve established under the Land Act; 

(b) dedication or upgrading of an existing road with vehicular access and use 
declared to be a highway under section 42 of the Transportation Act; 

(c) road construction or upgrading within a dedicated right of way that has a 
constructed road bed for vehicular access and use; 

(d) if the widening or works does not result in an overall right of way width of 
more than 24 m, widening of an existing constructed road right of way for 

(i) safety or maintenance purposes, or 

(ii) drainage or flood control works; 
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(d.l) widening an existing constructed road right of way to ease one curve; 

(e) establishing as a forest service road 

(i) an existing road under the Forest A ct, or 

(ii) a new road in a managed forest; 

(f) increasing the right of way width of a forest service road by up to 4 m if the 
widening does not result in an overall right of way width of more than 24 m; 

(g) railway construction, upgrading and operations on an existing railbed within a 
dedicated right of way, including widening of an existing railway right of way 
if the widening does not result in an overall right of way width of more than 
30m; 

(h) surveying, exploring or prospecting for gravel or minerals if all cuts, trenches 
and similar alterations are restored to the natural ground level on completion 
of the surveying, exploring or prospecting; 

(i) surface water collection for farm use or domestic use, water well drillings, 
connection of water lines, access to water well sites and required rights of way 
or easements; 

(j) soil research or testing as long as the soil removed or fill placed is only in an 
amount necessary for the research or testing. 

(5) Any permitted use specified in subsection (1) or (4) includes the construction, 
maintenance and operation of buildings, structures, driveways, ancillary services and 
utilities necessary for that use. 

(6) Unless permitted under the Water Act or the Environmental Management Act, any use 
specified in subsection (1) or (4) includes soil removal or placement of fill necessary for 
that use as long as the soil removal or placement of fill does not 

(a) cause danger on or to adjacent land, structures or rights of way, or 

(b) foul, obstruct or impede the flow of any waterway. 
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Attachment 2 

September 17, 2014 

Revised Richmond Responses to the Ministry of Agriculture's 
Consultation on Potential changes to the Agricultural Land Reserve Use, 

Subdivision and Procedure Regulation 

Note 1: The Richmond responses in this attachment have been revised based on the September 16, 
2014 Planning Committee resolution. The changes are in bold italics. 

Note 2. The statements in italics indicate changes from the August 14, 2014 submission to the Ministry 
of Agriculture at the regional meeting in Abbotsford. 

Part 1- Richmond's Responses to the Ministry of Agriculture's Consultation Questions 

Ministry of Agriculture Question 1. The parameters for allowable on-farm food storage, packing, 
processing and retail establishments should be revised. 

Ministry of Agriculture Background: Currently, the Regulation states that food storage, packing, product 
preparation, and food processing are permitted if at least 50% of the product is from the farm or is feed 
required for the farm. Retail sales are permitted if at least 50% of the retail sales area is used to sell 
products from the farm. Allowing farms to pack, process and sell more product from neighbouring 
farms could encourage cooperative arrangements betweenfarms in proximity to one another, could 
allow the establishment of more licensed abattoirs (large, small or mobile) on farms, and could 
encourage more on-farm, value added, further-processing activities related to fresh produce (e.g., grape 
juice), dairy products (e.g., cheese), or nutraceutical / pharmaceutical products (e.g., related to medical 
marihuana). 1 

City's Current Policy and Regulations: The current City's policy and regulations are generally consistent 
with the current provincial regulations except for farm-based wineries which are more rigorously 
regulated and medical marihuana facilities which are prohibited in the ALR. Currently, when a farm does 
not produce 50% of the products on site, it is not allowed in the ALR but may be allowed in an industrial 
area. 

City's Response: Strongly Disagree 
The existing parameters are sufficient to enable farm operations to diversify as stated. 
The existing regulations should be properly monitored and enforced to prevent industrialization of 
farmland and protect productive farmland for soil-based agriculture. 

- The existing land use application process (i.e., ALR and the City non-farm use application process) is 
the appropriate mechanism to manage the expansion of such uses. 
If this regulation is changed, each local government should have the ability to establish their own 
regulations based on the context and issues specific to each municipality/region (e .g., Richmond's 
zoning regulatory approach to farm-based wineries in the ALR). 

1 At the August 14 regional meeting, the Min istry clarified it is considering allowing only medical marihuana production facilities not other 
nutraceutical/pharmaceutical product processing faci lities. 

4354469 
CNCL - 256



- 2 -

Question 2. Breweries, distilleries and meaderies should be allowed on ALR land on the same or 
similar terms as wineries and cideries are currently allowed. 

Ministry of Agriculture Background: Currently, wineries and cideries are allowed on ALR land without 
application to the ALC, so long as a prescribed percentage (i.e., 50%) of the agricultural product used to 
produce the final product comes from either the farm on which the winery/cidery sits, or another BC 
farm. The idea here is to extend the same provisions and conditions to breweries, distilleries and 
meaderies. 

City's Current Policy & Regulations: The provincial regulations require: at least 50% offarm product 
offered for sale is grown on the farm on which the winery or cidery is located; or at least 50% of the 
total farm product for processing is from other BC farms and the farm is more than 2 ha in area. In 
addition to the provincial regulations, the City limits the overall size of a farm-based winery to 1,000 m2 

(10,800 ft 2
) or a maximum floor area ratio of 0.05. 

City's Response: Richmond could agree that breweries, distilleries and meaderies should be allowed on 
ALR land on the same or similar terms as wineries and cideries are currently allowed, if the City can 
place additional regulations and prohibit the land use, if the City deems necessary. 

Question 3. The allowable footprint for consumption areas (or 'lounges') ancillary to wineries and 
cideries (and potentially also breweries, distilleries and meaderies) should be increased. 

Ministry of Agriculture Background: Currently, wineries and cideries in the ALR are allowed to establish 
consumption areas (or 'lounges') to a maximum size of 125m2 (1,345.5 ft2

) inside, and 125m2 (1,345.5 
ft 2

) outside. One of the findings from the recent provincial Liquor Policy Review is that government 
should consult on increasing the limit for allowable consumption areas. 

City's Current Policy & Regulations: The City's regulations are the same as the provincial regulations. 

City's Response: Strongly Disagree 
The existing indoor and outdoor consumption area limitations are sufficient. 
Increasing the size limitations for consumption areas will allow for the intensification of commercial 
activities and uses that are outside of the typical type of supporting commercial uses for a farm 
based winery (e.g., banquet hall, special event venue) which may negatively affect the agricultural 
operations and may cause conflict with neighbouring agricultural properties. 
If pursued, further clarification should first be provided to identify the exact proposed increases and 
their implications. 
The City should be allowed to place additional regulations and prohibit the land use, if the City deems 
necessary. 

Question 4. Wineries and cideries (and potentially breweries, distilleries and meaderies) should be 
allowed to sell alcohol that was produced elsewhere in BC, not at the winery or cidery. 

Ministry of Agriculture Background: Currently, a winery or cidery may only sell alcohol produced at that 
winery or cidery. One of the findings from the recent provincial Liquor Policy Review is that government 
should consult on allowing the sale of alcohol produced in BC, but not produced on the farm. 
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City's Current Policy & Regulations: In addition to the provincial regulations, the City limits the total 
area, both indoors and outdoors, used for the retail sales of all products to 300 m2

• 

City's Response: Richmond could agree that wineries and cideries (and potentially breweries, 
distilleries and meaderies) should be allowed to sell alcohol that was produced elsewhere in BC, not at 
the winery or cidery, if the retail area is limited to the same size (i.e., 300 m2

) and as long as a 
minimum of 50% of the retail area is dedicated to retailing products grown and produced on the farm. 
This would be consistent with allowing retail activities not just limited to the product produced on site. 
The City does not want these retail areas to turn into stand alone stores that have no linkage to the 
farm operation. The City should be allowed to place additional regulations and prohibit the land use, if 
the City deems necessary. 

Question 5. Anaerobic digesters should be permitted in the ALR, if the inputs are generated from 
farming activities. 

Ministry of Agriculture Background: Anaerobic digestion is defined as a collection of processes by which 
microorganisms break down biodegradable material in the absence of oxygen. In the farm context, 
biodegradable material primarily means animal waste, or manure. The process is used to manage farm 
waste and/or to produce fuels, which may then be used on farm or sold for revenue. Dairy farms in 
particular may benefit from being able to establish anaerobic digesters on-farm without an application 
to the ALC, given the ready availability of feedstock. 

City's Current Policy & Regulations: The City's regulations are the same as the provincial regulations (Le., 
anaerobic digesters are not permitted in the ALR). 

City's Response: Richmond could agree that anaerobic digesters should be permitted in the ALR, if the 
inputs are generated from farming activities, subject to the following conditions: 

Specific guidelines and requirements should be developed for this type of land use to ensure that 
negative impacts/nuisances to surrounding properties and the City are minimized. 

The province and ALC should establish a provincial permitting process to ensure that guidelines and 
regulations are being complied with and provide a means to manage complaints by enforcement. 
The province would need to take the lead on permitting and enforcement and have adequate staff 
to do so. 

Anaerobic digesters should be regulated on the site to ensure that they do not negatively affect 
farming, ground water, soil and air quality (e.g., odour). 
All the inputs must be generated from farming activities on the farm and domestic waste should not 
be allowed (to avoid unwanted chemicals occurring on the farm). 
The City should be allowed to place additional regulations and prohibit the land use, if the City deems 
necessary. 

Question 6. On-farm cogeneration facilities should be permitted on farms where a portion of the 
energy created is used on-farm. 

Ministry of Agriculture Background: Cogeneration or combined heat and power (CHP) is the use of a 
heat engine or power station to simultaneously generate electricity, useful heat, and C02

, which can 
either be used on the farm or sold. Greenhouse operations in particular may benefit from being able to 
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establish co-gen facilities on-farm without an application to the ALC, since heat and C0 2 are both used in 
greenhouse production. 

City's Current Policy & Regulations: The City's regulations are the same as the provincial regulations (i.e., 
on-farm cogeneration facilities are not permitted in the ALR). 

City's Response: Richmond could agree that on-farm cogeneration facilities should be permitted on 
farms where a portion of the energy created is used on-farm, subject to the following conditions: 

Waste and by-products can be utilized more efficiently and contribute to sustainable energy supply, 
and nutrient and organic components can be used at the farm. 
The ALC should set the minimum amount of waste that should be produced on the farm to ensure 
that the facility does not turn into a major industrial site and should regulate where it can be 
located. 
Provincial guidelines and regulations need to be established to ensure that operations are run 
effectively and provide a means to address adjacency issues/complaints. 
Adequate staff should be provided to inspect and enforce. 

The City should be allowed to place additional regulations and prohibit the land use, if the City deems 
necessary. 

Question 10. Greater clarity should be provided on what constitutes an agri-tourism activity that is 
allowable in the ALR without an application, and if so what parameters should be established. 

Ministry of Agriculture Background: Further clarification on what constitutes an "agri-tourism activity" 
could usefully be provided in section 2 of the Regulation. Section 2 currently provides that agri-tourism 
activities are allowable as a farm use if the use is temporary and seasonal, and promotes or markets 
farm products grown, raised or processed on the farm. Providing greater clarity on what constitutes a 
"temporary and seasonal" activity and when that activity "promotes or markets farm products" may be 
beneficial for farmers, local governments and the ALe. 

City's Current Policy & Regulations: The City's regulations are the same as the provincial regulations and 
has no further restrictions. 

City's Response: Richmond could agree that greater clarity should be provided on what constitutes an 
agri-tourism activity that is allowable in the ALR without an application, if the following conditions are 
met: 

Clearer parameters and regulations should be provided so that municipalities would be able to 
eaSily interpret them. 
Any regulations specific to agri-tourism activities as a permitted use should also enable the 
municipality to regulate it further or not permit it if it is deemed necessary. 

Part 2 - Richmond's Additional AlR Requests of the Minister of Agriculture 

In addition to responding to the Ministry's questions, Richmond also requests the Minister of Agriculture to 
address a number of other concerns which are important to Richmond, as they have been identified by 
Council over the years. These additional Minister requests include: 
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1. Port Metro Vancouver (PMV) not to use the ALR for industrial purposes: PMV has purchased 240 
acres of farmland in the ALR in Richmond and will not commit to farming it. The City of 
Richmond requests that the Minister seek Provincial government support to preppre an ALC 
policy to prohibit PMV from converting agricultural land to port industrial uses and that the 
Province encourage the Federal Government to prepare and implement a binding 
dispute/conflict resolution mechanism between local governments and PMV. 

2. A Planned and Managed Approach to ALC Act Changes: It is crucial for local governments, key 
stakeholders and the public to understand the implications of the proposed changes and have 
the opportunity to review and comment on draft regulations. Council is concerned about the 
lack of a detailed analysis of the proposed changes and their potential impacts. The City of 
Richmond requests that: 
- each proposed regulatory change be first clarified and comprehensively analysed for its on 

and off site impacts (e.g., sustainability, land use, water, sanitary, drainage, hydro, 
telecommunications, environmental, financial, taxation), 

- specific policies and guidelines for the Province, ALC, local governments and property owners 
be prepared to enable them to properly manage the proposed changes, and 

- more consultation be conducted on clarified proposed changes, before they are approved. 

3. Agricultural Viability as the Priority: The Ministry is requested to ensure that all the proposed 
changes reinforce and enhance the following: 
- agricultural viability, 
- agricultural sustainability, and 

- the protection and quality of the essential agricultural resources (e.g., air, water, soil). 
These principles are essential for a viable agricultural sector, production, operations and 
products. 

4. Additional Funding: The Ministry and ALC staff and funding should be increased to properly 
enforce the existing and proposed ALR regulations (e.g., illegal soil fill, research, farm uses, 
municipal liaison). 

5. Consultation with First Nations: It is requested that First Nations be consulted regarding the 
proposed changes. 

Prepared by: Policy Planning, City of Richmond 
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City of 
Richmond 
5911 NO.3 Road 
Richmond, BC V5Y 2C1 
www.richmond.ca 

August 13, 2014 
File: 08-4040-0 1120 14-Vol 01 

Delivered by Hand 

PO Box 9120 Stn. 
Provincial Govemment 
Victoria BC V8W 9B4 

Attention: Derek Sturko, Deputy Minister 

Dear Mr. Sturko: 

ATTACHMENT 3 

Planning and Development Department 
Policy Planning 

Fax: 604-276-4052 

Re: City of Richmond Responses: Consultation on Potential Changes to the Agricultural 
Land Reserve Use, Subdivision and Procedure Regulation 

The purpose of this letter is to provide Richmond's responses to the Ministry of Agriculture's 
consultation on potential changes to the Agricultural Land Reserve Use, Subdivision and Procedure 
Regulation, and request the Ministry to address several key issues that have been identified by the 
Richmond City Council over the years. 

Council would like to reiterate its concems regarding the inappropriate timing and the short length 
of the consultation period and is disappointed that its request for a deadline extension to the end of 
September, 2014 has been declined. Council asks that you re-consider its request for the extension. 
To meaningfully engage stakeholders and ensure full participation, the month of August when 
many people are away on vacation must be avoided and sufficient time must be allowed in order to 
review the proposed changes and provide comments. 

Richmond Responses 

Attachment 1 contains Richmond's responses to the consultation questions. Please note that the 
responses may change based on the discussion at the regional meeting, and if so, they will be 
submitted by the August 22, 2014 noon deadline. 

Richmond Additional Requests 

In addition to responding to the consultation questions, Council would like to take this opportunity 
to request the Minister to address the following issues and concerns: 

I. POIt Metro Vancouver (PMV) not to use the ALR for industrial purposes: PMV has 
purchased 240 acres offarmland in the ALR in Richmond and will not commit to farming 
it. The City of Richmond requests that the Minister seek Provincial government suppOtt to 
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prepare an ALC policy to prohibit PMV from converting agricultural land to port industrial 
uses and that the Province encourage the Federal Government to prepare and implement a 
binding dispute/conflict resolution mechanism between local govemments and PMV, 

2, A Planned and Managed Approach to ALC Act Changes: It is crucial for local 
governments, key stakeholders and the public to understand the implications of the 
proposed changes and have the opportunity to review and comment on draft regulations. 
Council is concerned about the lack of a detailed analysis of the proposed changes and 
their potential impacts, The City of Richmond requests that: 
- each proposed regulatory change be first clarified and comprehensively analysed for its 

on and off site impacts (e,g" sustainability, land use, water, sanitary, drainage, hydro, 
telecommunications, environmental, financial, taxation), 
specific policies and guidelines f01' the Province, ALC, local governments and property 
owners be prepared to enable them to properly manage the proposed changes, and 

- more consultation be conducted on clarified proposed changes, before they are 
approved, 

3, Agricultural Viability as the Priority: The Ministry is requested to ensure that all the 
proposed changes reinforce and enhance the following: 

agricultural viability, 
- agricultural sustainability, and 
- the protection and quality of the essential agricultural resources (e,g" air, water, soil), 
These principles are essential for a viable agricultural sector, production, operations and 
products, 

4, Additional Funding: The Ministry and ALC staff and funding should be increased to 
properly enforce the existing and proposed ALR regulations (e,g" illegal soil fill, research, 
farm uses, municipal liaison), 

5, Consultation with First Nations: It is requested that First Nations be consulted regarding 
the proposed changes, 

We look forward to your support in addressing the key issues and concems as noted above, If you 
need any clarification or wish to discuss this matter further, please contact me at 604-276-4319, 

Ty Crowe 
Manager, Policy Planning 

TTC:mp 

Att, (1) 

Cc: Richmond Council 
Joe Erceg, General Manager, Planning and Development 
Minhee Park, Planner 1, Policy Planning 

CNCL - 262



ATTACHMENT 1 

August 13, 2014 

Richmond Responses to the Ministry of Agriculture's 
Consultation on Potential changes to the Agricultural Land Reserve Use, 

Subdivision and Procedure Regulation 

Part 1- Richmond's Proposed Responses to the Ministry of Agriculture's Consultation 
Questions 

Ministry of Agriculture Question 1. The parameters for allowable on-farm food storage, packing, 
processing and retail establishments should be revised. 

Ministry of Agriculture Background: Currently, the Regulation states that food storage, packing, product 
preparation, and food processing are permitted if at least 50% ofthe product is from the farm or is feed 
required for the farm. Retail sales are permitted if at least 50% of the retail sales area is used to sell 
products from the farm. Allowing farms to pack, process and sell more product from neighbouring 
farms could encourage cooperative arrangements between farms in proximity to one another, could 
allow the establishment of more licensed abattoirs (large, small or mobile) on farms, and could 
encourage more on-farm, value added, further-processing activities related to fresh produce (e.g., grape 
juice), dairy products (e.g., cheese), or nutraceutical/ pharmaceutical products (e.g., related to medical 
marihuana). 

City's Current Policy and Regulations: The current City's policy and regulations are generally consistent 
with the current provincial regulations except for farm-based wineries Which are more rigorously 
regulated and medical marihuana facilities which are prohibited in the ALR. 

City's Draft Response: Strongly Disagree 

- The existing parameters are sufficient to enable farm operations to diversify as stated. 

The existing land use application process (i.e., ALR and the City non-farm use application process) is 
the appropriate mechanism to manage such uses. 

If this regulation is changed, each local government should have the ability to establish their own 
regulations based on the context and issues specific to each municipality/region (e.g., Richmond's 
zoning regulatory approach to farm-based wineries in the ALR). 

Currently, when a farm does not produce 50% of the products on site, it is not allowed in the ALR 
but may be allowed in an industrial area. 

Question 2. Breweries, distilleries and meaderies should be allowed on ALR land on the same or 
similar terms as wineries and cideries are currently allowed. 

Ministry of Agriculture Background: Currently, wineries and cideries are allowed on ALR land without 
application to the ALC, so long as a prescribed percentage (i.e., 50%) of the agricultural product used to 
produce the final product comes from either the farm on which the winery/cidery sits, or another BC 
farm. The idea here is to extend the same provisions and conditions to breweries, distilleries and 
meaderies. 

City's Current Policy & Regulations: In addition to the provinCial regulations, the City limits the overall 
size of a farm-based winery to 1,000 m2 (10,800 ft2) or a maximum floor area ratio of 0.05. 
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City's Draft Response: Agree 
- Any ALR/provincialland use regulations considered for breweries, distilleries and meaderies should 

also allow for the City to place additional regulations and prohibit the land use, if the City deems 
necessary. 

Question 3. The allowable footprint for consumption areas (or 'lounges') ancillary to wineries and 
cideries (and potentially also breweries, distilleries and meaderles) should be increased. 

Ministry of Agriculture Background: Currently, wineries and cideries in the ALR are allowed to establish 
consumption areas (or 'lounges') to a maximum size of 125m2 (1,345.5 ft2

) inside, and 125m2 (1,345.5 
fe) outside. One of the findings from the recent provincial Liquor Policy Review is that government 
should consult on increasing the limit for allowable consumption areas. 

City's Current Policy & Regulations: The City's regulations are the same as the provincial regulations. 

City's Draft Response: Strongly Disagree 
- The existing indoor and outdoor consumption area limitations are sufficient. 

Increasing the size limitations for consumption areas will allow for the intensification of commercial 
activities and uses that are outside of the typical type of supporting commercial uses for a farm 
based winery (e.g., banquet hall, special event venue) which may negatively affect the agricultural 
operations and may cause conflict with neighbouring agricultural properties. 

If pursued, further clarification should first be provided to identify the exact proposed increases and 
their implications. 

Question 4. Wineries and clderles (and potentially breweries, distilleries and meaderies) should be 
allowed to sell alcohol that was produced elsewhere in BC, not at the winery or cidery. 

Ministry of Agriculture Background: Currently, a winery or cidery may only sell alcohol produced at that 
winery or cidery. One of the findings from the recent provincial Liquor Policy Review is that government 
should consult on allowing the sale of alcohol produced in BC, but not produced on the farm. 

City's Current Policy & Regulations: The City limits the total area, both indoors and outdoors, used for 
the retail sales of all products to 300.0 m2

• 

City's Draft Response: Agree (with conditions) 

- As long as the retail area is limited to the same size (i.e., 300 m2
) and as long as a minimum of 50% 

of the retail area dedicated to retailing products grown and produced on the farm, this would be 
consistent with allowing retail activities not just limited to the product produced on site. The City 
does not want these retail areas to turn into stand alone stores that have no linkage to the farm 
operation. 

Question 5. Anaerobic digesters should be permitted in the ALR, if the inputs are generated from 
farming activities. 

Ministry of Agriculture Background: Anaerobic digestion is defined as a collection of processes by which 
microorganisms break down biodegradable material in the absence of oxygen. In the farm context, 
biodegradable material primarily means animal waste, or manure. The process is used to manage farm 
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waste and/or to produce fuels, which may then be used on farm or sold for revenue. Dairy farms in 
particular may benefit from being able to establish anaerobic digesters on-farm without an application 
to the ALC, given the ready availability of feedstock. 

City's Current Policy & Regulations: The City's regulations are the same as the provincial regulations (i.e., 
anaerobic digesters are not permitted in the ALR). 

City's Draft Response: Strongly Agree 

If anaerobic digesters are permitted, it would benefit farmers given the ready availability of 
feedstock. 

However, specific guidelines and requirements should be developed for this type of land use to 
ensure that negative impacts/nuisances to surrounding properties and the City are minimized. 

- The province and ALC should establish a provincial permitting process to ensure that guidelines and 
regulations are being complied with and provide a means to manage complaints by enforcement. 

- The province would need to take the lead on permitting and enforcement and have adequate staff 
to do so. 

- Anaerobic digesters should be regulated on the site to ensure that they do not negatively affect 
farming, ground water, soil and air quality (e.g., odour). 

- All the inputs must be generated on the farm. 

Question 6. On-farm cogeneration facilities should be permitted on farms where a portion of the 
energy created is used on-farm. 

Ministry of Agriculture Background: Cogeneration or combined heat and power (CHP) is the use of a 
heat engine or power station to simultaneously generate electricity, useful heat, and C02

, which can 
either be used on the farm or sold. Greenhouse operations in particular may benefit from being able to 
establish co-gen facilities on-farm without an application to the ALC, since heat and C0 2 are both used in 
greenhouse production. 

City's Current Policy & Regulations: The City's regulations are the same as the provincial regulations (i.e., 
on-farm cogeneration facilities are not permitted in the ALR). 

City's Draft Response: Strongly Agree 

- Waste and by-products can be utilized more efficiently and contribute to sustainable energy supply, 
and nutrient and organic components can be used at the farm. 

- The ALC should set the minimum amount of waste that should be produced on the farm to ensure 
that the facility does not turn into a major industrial site and should regulate where it can be 
located. 

Provincial guidelines and regulations need to be established to ensure that operations are run 
effectively and provide a means to address adjacency issues/complaints. 

- Adequate staff should be provided to inspect and enforce. 

Question 10. Greater clarity should be provided on what constitutes an agri-tourism activity that is 
allowable in the ALR without an application, and if so what parameters should be established. 

Ministry of Agriculture Background: Further clarification on what constitutes an "agri-tourism activity" 
could usefully be provided in section 2 of the Regulation. Section 2 currently provides that agri-tourism 

4305442 
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activities are allowable as a farm use if the use is temporary and seasonal, and promotes or markets 
farm products grown, raised or processed on the farm. Providing greater clarity on what constitutes a 
"temporary and seasonal" activity and when that activity "promotes or markets farm products" may be 
beneficial for farmers, local governments and the ALC. 

City's Current Policy & Regulations: The City's regulations are the same as the provincial regulations and 
has no further restrictions. 

City's Draft Response: Strongly Agree 

Clearer parameters and regulations should be provided so that municipalities would be able to 

easily interpret them. 
Any regulations specific to agri-tourism activities as a permitted use should also enable the 
municipality to regulate it further or not permit it if it is deemed necessary. 

Part 2 - Richmond's Additional ALR Requests of the Minister of Agriculture 

In addition to responding to the Ministry's questions, Richmond also requests the Minister of Agriculture to 
address a number of other concerns which are important to Richmond, as they have been identified by 
Council over the years. These additional Minister requests include: 

1. Port Metro Vancouver (PMV) not to use the ALR for industrial purposes: PMV has purchased 240 
acres offarmland in the ALR in Richmond and will not commit to farming it. The City of 
Richmond requests that the Minister seek Provincial government support to prepare an ALC 
policy to prohibit PMV from converting agricultural land to port industrial uses and that the 
Province encourage the Federal Government to prepare and implement a binding 
dispute/conflict resolution mechanism between local governments and PMV. 

2. A Planned and Managed Approach to ALC Act Changes: It is crucial for local governments, key 
stakeholders and the public to understand the implications of the proposed changes and have 
the opportunity to review and comment on draft regulations. Council. is concerned about the 
lack of a detailed analysis of the proposed changes and their potential impacts. The City of 

Richmond requests that: 

- each proposed regulatory change be first clarified and comprehensively analysed for its on 
and off site impacts (e.g., sustainability, land use, water, sanitary, drainage, hydro, 
telecommunications, environmental, financial, taxation), 

- specific policies and guidelines for the Province, ALe, local governments and property owners 
be prepared to enable them to properly manage the proposed changes, and 

- more consultation be conducted on clarified proposed changes, before they are approved. 

3. Agricultural Viability as the Priority: The Ministry is requested to ensure that all the proposed 
changes reinforce and enhance the following: 

4305442 

- agricultural viability, 

- agricultural sustainability, and 

- the protection and quality of the essential agricultural resources (e.g., air, water, soil). 
These principles are essential for a viable agricultural sector, production, operations and 
products. 
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4, Additional Funding: The Ministry and ALC staff and funding should be increased to properly 
enforce the existing and proposed ALR regulations (e,g" illegal soil fill, research, farm uses, 
municipal liaison), 

5, Consultation with First Nations: It is requested that First Nations be consulted regarding the 
proposed changes, 

Prepared by: Policy Planning, City of Richmond 
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To: 

From: 

Re: 

City of 
Richmond 

General Purposes Committee 

W. Glenn McLaughlin 
Chief Licence Inspector & Risk Manager 

Business Regulation Bylaw 7538 
Amendment Bylaw 9171 

Staff Recommendation 

Report to Committee 

Date: August 15, 2014 

File: 12-8275-01/2014-Vol 
01 

That Business Regulation Bylaw No. 7538, Amendment Bylaw No. 9171, which amends 
Schedule A of Bylaw 7538 to include the premises at 7992 Alderbridge Way among the sites 
which permit an Amusement Centre to operate with more than 4 amusement machines, be 
introduced and given first, second and third readings. 

~ 
cLaughlin -

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

REPORT CONCURRENCE 

ROUTED To: CONCURRENCE CONCURRENCE OF GENERAL MANAGER 

Law [!(' ~- ~ 
-&..0.. 

REVIEWED BY STAFF REPORT I INITIALS: 

rJ:.
V

75::: AGENDA REVIEW SUBCOMMITTEE 

~ 

4319700 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

Amongst the regulated businesses in Richmond are Amusement Centres, which contain 
Amusement Machines, which are defined in the Business Regulation Bylaw 7538 as: 

a machine on which mechanical, electrical, automatic or computerized games are 
played for amusement or entertainment, and for which a coin or token must be inserted 
or a fee charged for use, and includes machines used for the purposes of gambling. 

Business Regulation Bylaw 7538 restricts a business premises to only 4 amusement machines 
unless the location is listed in Schedule A ofthe bylaw. 

This report deals with a business licence application by Cheng Yu Entertainment Inc. (the 
Applicant), to operate an internet cafe with 55 computer machines and food services, under the 
business name Lulu Internet Cafe, from their premise located at 7992 Alderbridge Way. This 
premise is not on the list of approved addresses which allows an operation to have more than 4 
amusement machines. 

Finding of Fact 

By definition, Internet Cafes are recognized as Amusement Centres. These businesses generally 
use computer stations, which are on the Internet and networked to each other for the purposes of 
playing games amongst a group of individuals. 

The location at which the Applicant intends to operate is located in Auto-Oriented Commercial 
District (CA), which permits among other uses, Amusement Centres. The building is a single 
level structure in a strip mall setting (Attachment 1). Other businesses in the strip mall include 
retailers of antique and used furniture, a pawn shop, an optical store, auto and home glass 
replacement services and a retailer of baby supplies. The premises are surrounded to the north, 
south, east and west by commercial buildings. Directly across the street from the proposed 
location is a licenced Amusement Centre and a pool hall, which has been in operation since 
2000. 

The City has imposed regulations including restricted operating hours, which Amusement 
Centres must adhere to and this type of regulated use is one that the Richmond Special Task 
Force Team inspects from time to time to ensure compliance to the regulations. 

The Applicant will be required to ensure that the premises meets all building, health and fire 
codes before a Business Licence would be issued. 

Financial Impact 

None 
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Conclusion 

Amusement Centres are regulated under the City's Business Regulation Bylaw No. 7538 and 
staff are recommending that 7922 Alderbridge Way be added to Schedule A of the bylaw to 
enable the applicant to operate more than 4 amusement machines at this premises. 

('1 [lr l rei {l 
J ci'frnne It{kid~ -' 
$./pervisor Business Licence 
(604-276-4155) 

Att. 1: Site Plan 
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City of 
Richmond Bylaw 9171 

Business Regulation Bylaw No. 7538, 
Amendment Bylaw No. 9171 

The Council ofthe City of Richmond enacts as follows : 

1. That Business Regulation Bylaw No. 7538, as amended, is further amended by adding the 
following in Schedule A after item 2: 

Civic address Civic Number Original Bylaw Reference 

2A. Alderbridge Way 7992 9171 

2. This Bylaw is cited as "Business Regulation Bylaw No. 7538, Amendment Bylaw No. 
9171". 

FIRST READING 

SECOND READING 

THIRD READING 

ADOPTED 

MAYOR CORPORATE OFFICER 

43203 28 

CITY OF 
RICHMOND 

APPROVED 
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City of 
Richmond Bylaw 9166 

5 Year Financial Plan (2014-2018) Bylaw 9100 
Amendment Bylaw 9166 

The Council ofthe City of Richmond enacts as follows: 

1. Schedule "A", Schedule "B" and Schedule "C" of the 5 Year Financial Plan (2014-2018) 
Bylaw 9100, are deleted and replaced with Schedule "A", Schedule "B" and Schedule "C" 
attached to and forming part of this amendment bylaw. 

2. This Bylaw is cited as "5 Year Financial Plan (2014-2018) Bylaw 9100, Amendment 
Bylaw 9166". 

FIRST READING SEP 0 8 2014 CITY OF 
RICHMOND 

APPROVED 

SECOND READING SEP 0 8 2014 for content by 
originating 

dept. 

THIRD READING SEP 0 8 2014 Jc. 
APPROVED 
for legality 
by Solicitor 

111-
ADOPTED 

MAYOR CORPORATE OFFICER 

4311854 
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Bylaw 9166 -2-

CITY OF RICHMOND 
5 YEAR AMENDED FINANCIAL PLAN (2014 - 2018) 

(in OOO's) 

if} "% ;.; 
2014 Amended ~ :2015"" " 

," 0 % 2016 
Revenues 
Property Taxes $183,822 $191,101 $198,414 

Transfer from Capital Equity 44,812 45,028 45,113 
Utilities 95,756 98,470 102,977 

~ 

Transfer from C apital Equity 6,621 6,653 6,666 
Fees and Charges 27,534 27,930 28,326 

.. _--

InvestrnentIncome 16,197 16,278 16,360 
Grants in Lieu of Taxes 13,473: 13,647 13,823 
~~-----. ----~ -
Garning Revenue ~ 14,908 14,946 14,983 
Grants 4,580: 4,608 4,637 
Penalties and Interest on Taxes 1,015 1,025 1,036 
Miscellaneous Fiscal Earnings 26,025 20,776 21,548 

~ ~-

Proceeds from Borrowing 50,815 - --_. 
Capital Plan - - ----- ---

Transfer fromDCC Reserve 23,538 14,452 11,471 
Transfer from Other Funds and Reserves 179,037 51,986 49,688 
External Contnbutions 1,684 230 175 
Carryfurward Prior Years 200,679 136,713 93,699 -

TOTAL REVENUES $890,496 $643,843 $608,916 

---- --~-----

Expenditures - ----
Utilities $80,305: $83,502 $88,022 

--
Transfer to Drainage Improvement Replacement Reserve 9,765 9,765 9,765 
Transfer to Watermain Replacement Reserve 7,500 7,500 7,500 

~fer to Sanitary Sewer Reserve 4,256 4,256 4,256 
Transfer to Equipment Replacement Reserve 100 100 100 

Law and Community Sa:tety 87,417 89,625 91,677 
Transfer to Equipment Replacement Reserve 983' 983 983 

Engineering and Pn1?lic Works 68,416 67,967 69,101 
Transfer to Equipment Replacement Reserve 1,675: 1,675 1,675 

Community Services 63,436 63,403 65,872 -
Transfer to Capital Building & Infrastructure Reserve 252' 252 252 

Finance and Corporate Services 25,260 25,105 25,516 
Planning and Development 12,806~ 13,011 13,240 
Corporate Administration 7,374 7,251 7,371 
Fiscal 25,631 . 25,028 25,546 

Transfer to Capital Building & Infrastructure Reserve 11,866 13,704 15,615 
Transfer to Capital Reserve 59,890. 9,890 9,890 
Transfer to Accumulated Surplus 5,000 - -
Transfer Investment Income to Statutory Reserves 11,250: 11,306 11,363 

Municipal Debt 
-

Debt Interest 1,366; 1,906 1,906 -- -
Debt Principal 1,010 4,233 4,233 

Capital Plan -
Current Year Capital Expenditures 204,259 66,668 61,334 
Carryfurward Prior Years 200,679: 136,713 93,699. --_ .. _._' 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES $890,496 $643,843 $608,916 

4311854 

Schedule A 

2017 
~ 

2018 

$205,865. $213,675 
45,642 48,882 

107,832 111,882 
6,744 7,222 

28,736 29,189 
16,441 16,524 
14,001 14,182 
15,020 15,058 
4,666 4,695 
1,046 1,056 

~ 

22,128 21,606 
~-----~ 

- -----,--- -
11,449 13,589 
49,269 43,826 

575 175 
47,286 36,016 

$576,700 $577,577 

$92,955 $97,483 
9,765 9,765 -
7,500 7,500 
4,256 -4,256 

100 100 
93,708 96,115 

983 983 
·70,699 71,764 

1,675 1,675 
68,206 -~ 

252 252 
25,936 26,374 
13,474 13,722 
7,493 7~620 

26,071 26,499 
17,599 19,§~ 
9,890 9,890 

- -
11,420 11,477 

1,906 1,906 
4,233 4,233 

61,293 57,590 
47,286 36,016 

$576,700 $577,577 
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Bylaw 9166 

DCC ReselVes 
Drainage 
Parks Acquisition 

- 3 -

CITY OF RICHMOND 
5 YEAR AMENDED FINANCIAL PLAN 

FUNDING SOURCES (2014-2018) 
(In OOO's) 

$162 $644 

12,516 3,762 
-

Schedule B 

$- $644 $3,411 

-
3,762 3,762 ~ 3,762 

~_arks D~elopm~~~ ___________ . ___ .. ____ . __ c __ • __ ~ ____ 3A?1. ___ ~~,71~ _____ 1,740~ __ 1,661 ____ 2,0?:.~ 
Roads 4,211 4,309 3,238 3,238 3,689 
-----

2,450 1,425 1,337 1,354 -
~-----.- -------Sanitary Se~~!. _______________ _ 

Water 578 597 1,394 790 705 __________ c _______ _ 

-. $23,538 $14,452 $11,471 ._~11,449 $13,589 Total DCC ReselVes 

I----~------------- ------

ReselVes 
----.---~.~.--,-~--.--~~------,~--.<--~--. 

____ ~,,_,, __ ~_·,_, _________ • __ c_~· __ ~_·_· ______ " ____ ,_~ _____ ....:....-... ________ > ______ ~~.~ 

Statutory JteselV_e_s -,-_____ _ 
Affordable Housing Reserve Fund 

----Arts, Culture, & Heritage Reserve Fund 
Capital Building and Infrastructure Rese~ Fund 
Capital Reserve Fund 
Child Care Development Reserve Fund 
Drainage Improvement Reserve Fund 

----, 

--
$6,597 $975 

106 -
29,400 -
99,697 8,606 

50 50 

9,473 ~012_ 

._._---------, 
$975 $975 $975 

- - -
600 - 1,800 

c. 

7,975 8,655 7,585 
50 50 50 

8,055 10,172 6,694 

Equip~ent Rep~c_~~ent _Reserv~ Fun~ __ _ __ , _________________ 4,495 ___ 4,511 .-.l~~2 __ 2,~_ 3,272 
Leisure F acilities Reserve Fund ----

d Neighbourhood Improvement Reserve Fm 
Public Art Program Reserve Fund 
Sanitary Sewer Reserve Fund 

---~-

Waterfront Improvement Reserve Fund 
Watenna~ Replacement ~eserve Fund 
Total Sta!~tory ReselVes 

Other Sources 
Appropriated Surplus ______ _ 

Enterprise 
Utility Levy 

I------"---"-----~-------

Library Provision 

---

c ________ 

----

---

-------. 

-

316 

267 
690 

4,575 

-
7,472 

$163,138 

$11,817 

895 
704 

1,163 

50 - - -
-------~-

- - - -
100 100 100 100 

4,505 4,621 3,006 2,843 

- 250 - 250 
-
7,643 8,156 } 0,040 7,535 

$34,452_j)34,6~1~35,463 $31,!O4 

-----

--
$12,181 $11,169 $10,168 $9,370 

860 450 - -
1,330 275 475 189 
1,163 1,163, 1,163 _____ 1,163 

Water MeteringPro~ion ____ _ __________ 1,320 _ 2,000 __ . 2,000 2,000 _~,OOO 

Grant, Developer and Corum. Contributions 1,684 230 175 575 175 
- - ----

Total Other Sources $17,583 $17,764 $15,232 $14,381 $12,897 
fl'otal Capital Eunffiog " "$204,259 $66,668 $61,334 ~ $6[,293 $~~,590 

4311854 
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Bylaw 9166 - 4-

City of Richmond 
2014-2018 Financial Plan 

Statement of Policies and Objectives 

Revenue Proportions By Funding Source 

Schedule C 

Property taxes are the largest portion of revenue for any municipality. Taxes provide a stable and 
consistent source of revenue for many services that are difficult or undesirable to fund on a user­
pay basis. These include services such as community safety, general government, libraries and 
park maintenance. 

Objective: 
• Maintain revenue proportion from property taxes at current level or lower 

. Policies: 
• Tax increases will be at cpr + 1 % 
• Annually, review and increase user fee levels by consumer price index (Cpr). 
• Any increase in alternative revenues and economic development beyond all financial 

strategy targets can be utilized for increased levels of service or to reduce tax rate. 

Table 1: % of Total 
Revenue Source Revenue* 

Property Taxes 43.9% 
User Fees & Charges 28.3% 
Proceeds From Borrowing 12.1% 
mvestment mcome 4.0% 
Gaming Revenue 3.5% 
Grants in Lieu of Taxes 3.2% 
Grants 1.1% 
Other Sources 3.9% 

Total 100.0% 

Table 1 shows the proportion of total revenue proposed to be raised from each funding source in 
2014. 
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Bylaw 9166 - 5 - Schedule C 

Distribution of Property Taxes 

Table 2 provides the estimated 2014 distribution of property tax revenue among the property 
classes. 

Objective: 
• Maintain the City's business to residential tax ratio in the middle in comparison to other 

municipalities. This will ensure that the City will remain competitive with other 
municipalities in attracting and retaining businesses. 

Policies: 
• Regularly review and compare the City's tax ratio between residential property owners 

and business property owners relative to other municipalities in Metro Vancouver. 
• Continue economic development initiatives to attract businesses to the City of Richmond. 

Table 2: (Estimated based on the 2014 Completed Roll figures) 

;_ .. - ... __ .. _.-.... -_ ........... _ .. _ ......... _ .......... ·················_·······_············ .. ··r·-··--_····--, 
i 1% of Tax ! 
.~c:..~e!!Y. ... ~.!~~~ __ ......... _ ..... _ ... _ ............... L;!!!lrl!.~.~ . ..J 
esidential (1) i 56.8% i 
·~~i~~~~~~:·~~;··:::~-~:=·::~=::··~=~~~~[:=~·~J~:::l 

.Q~~i~:c~II:~:::25=::··~=~~.:··=·~.~· -.. --IE?~ 

.Ig.!~L __ ... __ ...... _ ... _ .... ____ .... _ ... __ ... _ ... _ .... ___ ..... _9.Q~% J 

Permissive Tax Exemptions 

Objective: 
• Council passes the annual permissive exemption bylaw to exempt certain properties from 

property tax in accordance with guidelines set out by Council Policy and the Community 
Charter. There is no legal obligation to grant exemptions. 

• Permissive exemptions are evaluated with consideration to minimizing the tax burden to 
be shifted to the general taxpayer. 

Policy: 
• Exemptions are reviewed on an annual basis and are granted to those organizations 

meeting the requirements as set out under Council Policy 3561 and Sections 220 and 224 
of the Community Charter. 
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City of 
Richmond 

Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 
Amendment Bylaw 8967 (RZ 12-598701) 

6711, 6771 and 6911 Williams Road 

Bylaw 8967 

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

1. The Zoning Map of the City of Richmond, which accompanies and forms part of Richmond 
Zoning Bylaw 8500, is amended by repealing the existing zoning designation of the 
following area and by designating it LOW DENSITY TOWNHOUSES (RTL4). 

P.I.D.004-347-951 
Lot 110 Except: 
Firstly: Part Subdivided by Plan 41102 
Secondly: Part Subdivided by Plan 42946 
Section 30 Block 4 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 38204 

P.I.D.001-302-043 
Lot 122 Section 30 Block 4 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 41102 

P.I.D. 005-930-669 
Lot 121 Section 30 Block 4 North Range 6 W est New Westminster District Plan 41102 

2. This Bylaw may be cited as "Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 8967". 

FIRST READING 

A PUBLIC HEARING WAS HELD ON 

SECOND READING 

THIRD READING 

OTHER REQUIREMENTS SATISFIED 

ADOPTED 

MAYOR 

3690919 

DEC 1 0 20'~ 

JAN 2 1 2013 

JAN 2 1 2013 

JAN 2 1 2013 

SEP 1 2 2014 

CORPORATE OFFICER 

.: l 

CITY OF 
RICHMOND 

APPROVED 
by 

li~ 
APPROVED 
by Director 

;ar // 
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City of 
Richmond 

Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 
Amendment Bylaw 8979 (RZ 12-603740) 

16700 River Road 

Bylaw 8979 

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

1. The Zoning Map of the City of Richmond, which accompanies and fonns part of Richmond 
Zoning Bylaw 8500, is amended by repealing the e~isting zoning designation of the 
following area and by designating it INDUSTRIAL STORAGE (lSI). 

P.I.D.005-480-922 
Lot "E" Except Firstly: Part on Plan 4720; Secondly: Parcel "One" (Reference Plan 9804); 
Thirdly: Part on SRW Plan 71683; Sections 14 and 23 Block 5 North Range 5 West New 
Westminster District Plan 4243 

2. This Bylaw may be cited as "Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 8979". 

FIRST READING 

A PUBLIC HEARING WAS HELD ON 

SECOND READING 

THIRD READING 

DEVELOPMENT REQUIREMENTS SATISFIED 

ADOPTED 

MAYOR 

3706287 

DEC 1 0 2012· 

.JAN 2 12013 

JAN 2 1 2013 

JAN 2 12013 

SEP 1 7 2014 

CORPORATE OFFICER 

CITY OF 
RICHMOND 

APPROVED 
by 

APPROVED 
by Director 
or Solicitor 
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City of 
Richmond Bylaw 9117 

Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 
Amendment Bylaw 9117 (RZ 13-638852) 

9671 Alberta Road 

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

1. The Zoning Map of the City of Richmond, which accompanies and forms part of Richmond 
Zoning Bylaw 8500, is amended by repealing the existing zoning designation of the 
following area and by designating it "MEDIUM DENSITY TOWNHOUSES (RTM2)". 

P.LD. 003-862-976 
EAST HALF LOT 18 BLOCK "B" SECTION 1 0 BLOCK 4 NORTH RANGE 6 WEST 
NEW WESTMINSTER DISTRICT PLAN 1305 

2. This Bylaw may be cited as "Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9117". 

FIRST READING MAR 2 4 2014 

A PUBLIC HEARING WAS HELD ON- MAY 20 2014 

SECOND READING MAY 2 0 2014 

THIRD READING NAY 2 0 2014 

OTHER CONDITIONS SATISFIED SEP 1 8 Z014 

ADOPTED 

MAYOR CORPORATE OFFICER 

4164205 

CITY OF 
RICHMOND 

APPROVED 

tbJL 
APPROVED 
by Director 

~£or 
11 
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Time: 

Place: 

City of 
Richmond 

Development Permit Panel 
Wednesday, September 10, 2014 

3:30 p.m. 

Council 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 
1. That the minutes of the meeting of the Development Permit Panel held on 

Wednesday, July 30, 2014, be amended to read as follows in the second Panel 
Discussion under Item No.2: 

"The Chair spoke of the proposed reduction in visitor parking and noted that the 
0.125 spaces/unit rate will provide a buffer in the event that more visitor parking 
spaces are required than the surveys indicate. In addition, due to undeveloped 
sidewalk connections, access to the Canada Line is restricted. Furthermore, it was 
noted that the Panel is not inclined to consider any further visitor parking 
reductions for this project. Also, concern was raised that the reduction in visitor 
parking spaces commoditize the parking spaces and comes at the expense of 
available public parking. " 

2. That the minutes of the meeting of the Development Permit Panel held on 
Wednesday, August 27,2014, be adopted. 

CARRIED 

2. Development Permit 13-646028 
(File Ref. No.: DP 13-646028) (REDMS No. 4267725) 

APPLICANT: Sandhill Homes Ltd. 

1. 

4345574 
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Development Permit Panel 
Wednesday, September 10,2014 

PROPERTY LOCATION: 9080 No.3 Road 

INTENT OF PERMIT: 

1. Permit the construction of 12 townhouse units at 9080 No.3 Road on a site zoned 
"Medium Density Townhouses (RTM2)"; and 

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

a) reduce the minimum lot width on major arterial road from 50.0 m to 43.3 m; 

b) reduce the front yard setback to Unit A at the southwest comer of the site from 
6.0 m to 5.18 m; 

c) increase the rate of tandem parking spaces from 50% to 67% to allow a total of 
sixteen (16) tandem parking spaces in eight (8) three-storey townhouse units; 
and 

d) replace three (3) standard residential parking stalls with small car stalls - one 
(1) in each ofthe side-by-side double car garages. 

Applicant's Comments 

Y oshi Mikamo, Yamamoto Architecture Inc., and Marlene Messer, PMG Landscape 
Architects Ltd., gave a brief overview of the proposed application regarding (i) urban 
design, (ii) architectural form and character, and (iii) landscaping and open space design. 
Mr. Mikamo noted that access to the site is through an existing driveway on the south side 
of the site and that the driveway will not be extended farther north or east. Mr. Mikamo 
added that the proposed development will be two and three storeys in height and that the 
proposed development will include one convertible unit and have accessible parking. 

Mr. Mikamo noted that the proposed amenity area is located on the south east comer of 
the site. He then commented on the tree retention plan and advised that there is a proposal 
to remove one tree on-site due to the tree's poor condition. 

Mr. Mikamo commented on the sustainability features of the proposed development 
including (i) Low-E Energy Star rated windows, (ii) Energy Star rated appliances, (iii) low 
flow fixtures, and (iv) individual temperature controls in each room. 

Ms. Messer spoke of the proposed landscaping features with respect to (i) the natural play 
elements in the amenity area, (ii) the edible plants proposed for the site, and (iii) the 
permeable pavers that will be used in the driveway. 

Panel Discussion 

In reply to queries from the Panel, Ms. Messer advised that the amenity area will include 
natural play elements but will not have traditional play structures. 

Discussion ensued regarding the variance to reduce the minimum lot width and the front 
yard setback to Unit A. Mr. Mikamo advised that the proposed variances would allow the 
site's streetscape and setback to be consistent with the adjacent townhouse development. 
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Development Permit Panel 
Wednesday, September 10,2014 

In reply to queries from the Panel, Ms. Messer described the natural play elements of the 
amenity space including a ramp, a stage deck, balance beam logs and large flat boulders. 
She also noted that the amenity space will include seating and that edible plants will be 
added. 

Staff Comments 

In reply to queries from the Panel, Wayne Craig, Director, Development, advised that the 
adjacent lot on the north side of the site was a former gas station and is currently 
designated as a commercial site in the Official Community Plan. He noted that there is 
currently no indication that a gas station is proposed for the site and that commercial 
rezoning ofthe site may be required in the future. 

Panel Discussion 

In reply to queries from the Panel, Mr. Mikamo advised that there are trees proposed 
along the north side of the site. 

Mr. Craig commented on the developer's efforts to retain trees on the site. He noted that 
the lot width variance was proposed as a result of the proposed development occurring on 
an orphaned site. He added that the setback variance on Unit A is consistent with the 
variance granted for the adjacent townhouse development which will result in a consistent 
streetscape along No.3 Road. Also, he advised that there is an additional visitor parking 
space on-site. 

Discussion ensued regarding Council's direction on a reduction of tandem parking. In 
reply to queries from the Panel, Mr. Craig advised that the development permit was 
submitted prior to the bylaw amendment related to tandem parking approved by Council 
in March 2013. He added that staff have worked with the developer to modify the number 
of tandem parking spaces to work towards reflecting the changes in the bylaw, however a 
variance is required. 

Correspondence 

None. 

Gallery Comments 

None. 

Panel Decision 

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

1. permit the construction of 12 townhouse units at 9080 No.3 Road on a site zoned 
"Medium Density Townhouses (RTM2)"; and 
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Development Permit Panel 
Wednesday, September 10, 2014 

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

a) reduce the minimum lot width on major arterial roadfrom 50.0 m to 43.3 m; 

b) reduce the front yard setback to Unit A at the southwest corner of the site 
from 6.0 m to 5.18 m; 

c) increase the rate of tandem parking spaces from 50% to 67% to allow a total 
of sixteen (16) tandem parking spaces in eight (8) three-storey townhouse 
units; and 

d) replace three (3) standard residential parking stalls with small car stalls -
one (1) in each of the side-by-side double car garages. 

3. Development Variance 14-665249 
(File Ref. No.: DV 14-665249) (REDMS No. 4305450) 

APPLICANT: 

PROPERTY LOCATION: 

INTENT OF PERMIT: 

Priority Permits Ltd. 

6951 Elmbridge Way 

CARRIED 

1. Allow facia, canopy and projecting signs for the commercial uses in the 
development; and 

2. Allow installation of two (2) additional freestanding signs along Elmbridge Way for 
the existing mixed-use building located at 6951 Elmbridge Way. 

Applicant's Comments 

Jordan Desrochers, Priority Permits Ltd., and Eric Hughes, Onni Group, briefed the Panel 
on the proposed application that includes facia and canopy signs and two additional 
freestanding signs along Elmbridge Way. Using visual aids, Mr. Hughes described the 
design and locations of the proposed commercial frontage and freestanding signs. Mr. 
Hughes anticipates that the commercial portion of the development will open in October, 
2014. 

Panel Discussion 

In reply to queries from the Panel, Mr. Hughes showed the location of the frontage signs 
in relation to the anchor tenant and the commercial retail units. He added that a variance 
would be required to allow canopy signs on-site and that tenants would be responsible for 
applying for individual sign permits. 

Discussion ensued with respect to T&T Supermarket's signage plan and Mr. Hughes 
noted that the said signage plan was currently not available. 
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Development Permit Panel 
Wednesday, September 10, 2014 

Mr. Hughes and Mr. Desrochers gave a brief description of the design and function of the 
proposed freestanding signs noting that (i) the pedestrian directional signs would be 
approximately seven feet tall, (ii) the sign along the comer of Elmbridge Way and 
Hollybridge Way and would be approximately 16 feet in height, (iii) the signs would be 
porous in design to reduce visual impact, (iv) parking directions will be included on the 
signs, (v) the signs will not use a light box, and (vi) aluminum panels along with low 
energy consumption LED lights will be used. 

In reply to queries from the Panel, Mr. Craig advised that the pedestal tenant signs are not 
part of this proposed application. 

Staff Comments 

In reply to queries from the Panel, Mr. Craig advised that Sign Bylaw No. 5560 does not 
permit canopy or facia signs for Residential/Limited Commercial (RCL3) zone. He added 
that an amendment to Sign Bylaw No. 5560 and/or a Zoning Text Amendment to the 
RCL3 zone to allow signage for the commercial portion of a mixed use development will 
be brought forward to Council for review. Also, he noted that since the businesses on-site 
are scheduled to open soon, an application for a variance permit was being pursued to 
facilitate signage when the businesses open. 

Mr. Craig spoke of the proposed signage and noted that the proposed main freestanding 
sign will be approximately 16 feet tall and the total signage area would be approximately 
less than half of what is typically permitted in Sign Bylaw No. 5560. He noted that the 
canopy and facia signs would be located along the commercial retail units and that 
individual tenants will be responsible to apply for sign permits. Also, he added that the 
size of the canopy and facia signs would need to comply with Sign Bylaw No. 5560. 

Discussion then took place regarding the location and the aesthetics of the proposed 
freestanding signs in relation to the building's design and architecture. 

Correspondence 

Crystal Yan, 6971 Elmbridge Way (Schedule 1). 

Richard Wong, 5511 Hollybridge Way (Schedule 2). 

Lillian Wong, 5511 Hollybridge Way (Schedule 3). 

Discussion ensued with regard to the location of the proposed freestanding Signs m 
relation to the addresses of the correspondence received. 

Gallery Comments 

None. 

5. CNCL - 295



Panel Discussion 

Development Permit Panel 
Wednesday, September 10,2014 

Discussion ensued regarding (i) the design of the proposed freestanding signs in relation 
to the design of the buildings on-site and the surrounding neighbourhood, (ii) whether the 
proposed freestanding signs were needed to direct customers, and (iii) other areas in the 
Lower Mainland with higher population densities, such as Vancouver, with little or no 
commercial freestanding signs at new commercial developments. 

In reply to queries from the Panel, Mr. Craig advised that the proposed freestanding signs 
were reviewed by Transportation staff for sightline clearance at the intersection. 

Mr. Hughes spoke of the design and features of the proposed freestanding signs and was 
of the opinion that the sign's design blends with the architecture in the area. 

Steve Bernier, Onni Group, provided input on the proposed freestanding signs and noted 
that based on feedback received, tenants of the development have expressed interest in the 
installation of freestanding signs. Also, he noted that the proposed commercial units have 
significant setbacks and could face visibility challenges. He added that one of the anchor 
tenants, T &T Supermarket, is a specialty grocery store and attracts customers living 
outside the area. He was of the opinion that customers who are unfamiliar to the area 
would benefit from the direction that the proposed freestanding signs provide. 

Panel Decision 

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

It was moved and seconded 
Tltat a Development Permit be issued wlticlt would vary tlte provisions of Sign Bylaw 
No. 5560 to allow facia, canopy and projecting signs for tlte commercial uses in tlte 
development. 

CARRIED 

Discussion then ensued regarding the proposed additional freestanding signs and the 
possible implications for future applications ifthe permit was granted. 

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

It was moved and seconded 
Tltat staff work witlt tlte applicant to examine options for tlte installation of 
freestanding signs on tlte subject site and report back. 

CARRIED 

4. New Business 
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Development Permit Panel 
Wednesday, September 10, 2014 

5. Date Of Next Meeting: September 24,2014 

6. Adjournment 

It was moved and seconded 
That the meeting be adjourned at 4:28 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, September 24,2014. 

Evangel Biason 
Auxiliary Committee Clerk 
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CityClerk 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Schedule 1 to the Minutes of the 
Development Permit Panel 
meeting held on Wednesday, 
September 10, 2014. 

Amy Van [amyyan2S@gmail.com] 
September 7,201422:44 
CltyClerk 

To Development Permit Panel 
Date: ~rt . if') 2014-
.tem 1.--.,2.. ______ _ 

IRa~ 

I INI , 

'OW 

Subject: Re: An objection to vary the provision of Sign Bylaw NO.5560. Development variance permit 
DVD 14-665249 

Categories: OS-4105-20-2014665249 - 6951 Elmbridge Way - Priority Permits Ltd 

On Fri, Sep 5, 2014 at 12:47 PM, Amy Yan <amyyan28@gmail.com> wrote: 
5 September, 2014 

Attention to Director, City Clerk's Office 

Dear Sir, 

Re: An objection on the Variance Permit of allowing to install two more freestanding signs and canopy signs 
along 6951 Elmbridge Way for the commercial uses. 

Regarding the application for a development variance permit DV 14-665249- Applicant-Priority Permits Ltd, I 
have an objection on allowing to install two more freestanding signs and canopy signs along Elmbridge Way, 
Richmond. 
I am a resident of unit #1110-6971 Elmbridge Way, Richmond. My concern is too many signs, the complex 
will not look very nice and the building is going to look too commercialized. The result will affect the re-sell 
values for the residential owners in the future. Therefore, I do not agree and have my objection on this issue. 

Thank you very much for your attention. 

Best regards 
Crystal Yan 
1-250-507 -8866 

1 
CNCL - 298



September 8, 2014 

Director, City Clerk's Ofiice 
6911 No 3 Road 
Richmond BC 
V6Y2C1 

Dear Sir/Madam: 

Re: Notice of application 

Schedule 2 to the Minutes of the 
Development Permit Panel 
meeting held on Wednesday, 
September 10,2014. 

Development Variance Permit DV 14-665249 
Applicant: Priority Permits Ltd. 

To Development Permit Panel 
Date: c~'-"'pt. IQ :?O\Y: ' 
Item 1I.:....:=2--~ ___ ~~-
fte: tN \Y--jdCit?2-45 

I write to respond to your letter concerning the subject application, I strongly 
object and oppose to this application. 

80th myself and my wife are in our eighties, we have recently purchased and 
moved into this new building, both of us are extremely sensitive to lights and 
we are located on the lower part of the building. 

We would very much like to spend the rest of our time in a peaceful environment. 
With the installation of these extra signs, both of our bedroom and our living room 
are facing 6951 Embridge Way, it will further jeopardize our lives in 
addition to dealing with already existed health issues. 

We are also concern with the value of our residence as the outlook will become 
too commercialized. 

In that, we would like to request that you decline the subject application. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

3018- 5511 Hollybridge Way 
Richmond BC 
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September 8, 2014 

Director, City Clerk's Office 
6911 No 3 Road 
Richmond BC 

Re: Notice of application 

Schedule 3 to the Minutes of the 
Development Permit Panel 
meeting held on Wednesday, 
September 10,2014. 

Development Variance Permit DV 14-665249 

To Deyelopment PermIt Panel 
Date: C;~"'"p-t .. n :2Ct 4- ' 
Item 1I.~2-;;;;;..--:--_~~~_ 
Re: 'W J:t -(dz5,2..?M 

I write to respond to your letter concerning the subject application, I strongly 
object and oppose to this intention. 

! had worked over 40 years and spent my life time savings to purchase this 
condo unit to live and enjoy my retirement years. I have eye problem 
and extremely sensitive to lights. Being on the third floor, commercial signs will 
seriously affect my daily life. 

My condo unit is located right in front of 6951 Elmbridge Way, although my 
civic address shows a different on indicated below. 

Although this is a mixed-use building, however, the majority use are being 
residential. Once it becomes too commercialized, I am sure it will bring negative 
impact on the value. 

Thank you in advance for your kind consideration. 

Regards, 

n v---I 
~wong 

(604) 649-1737 

3017 - 5511 Hollybridge Way 
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To: 

From: 

City of 
Richmond 

Richmond City Council 

Joe Erceg, MCIP 
Chair, Development Permit Panel 

Report to Council 

Date: September 15,2014 

File: 01-0100-20-DPER1-
01/2014-Vo101 

Re: Development Permit Panel Meetings held on September 10,2014, 
July 16,2014 and January 29, 2014 

Staff Recommendation 

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

1. A Development Variance Permit (DV 14-665249) for the property at 
6951 Elmbridge Way; 

2. A Development Permit (DP 14-662568) for the property at 4220 Vanguard Road; and 

3. A Development Permit (DP 13-630032) for the property at 6711,6771 and 
6791 Williams Road; 

be endorsed, and the Permits so issued. 

Iv 
Joe Erceg, MCIP 
Chair, Develop ent Permit Panel 

SB:blg 
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September 15,2014 - 2 - 01-0100-20-DPER1-01l2014-VoI01 

Panel Report 

The Development Permit Panel considered the following items at its meetings held on 
September 10,2014, July 16,2014 and January 29,2014 

DV 14-665249 - PRIORITY PERMITS LTD. - 6951 ELMBRIDGE WAY 
(September 10,2014) 

The Panel considered a Development Variance Permit application to vary the provisions of 
Zoning Bylaw 8500 to allow: (i) facia, canopy and projecting signs for the commercial uses in 
the development; and (ii) installation of two (2) additional freestanding signs along 
Elmbridge Way for the existing mixed-use building on a site zoned "Residential/Limited 
Commercial (RCL3)". 

Jordan Desrochers, of Priority Permits Ltd., and Eric Hughes, ofOnni Group, provided a brief 
presentation regarding the proposal, including: 

• Pedestrian directional signs would be approximately 7 ft. tall. 

• The sign at the corner of Elmbridge Way and Hollybridge Way and would be approximately 
16 ft. in height. 

• The signs would be porous in design to reduce visual impact, will include parking directions, 
will not use a light box, and aluminum panels along with low energy consumption LED 
lights will be used. 

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

• A variance would be required to allow canopy signs on-site and that tenants would be 
responsible for applying for individual sign permits. 

• Anchor tenant; T&T Supermarket's signage plan was currently not available. 

• The sign's design blends with the architecture in the area. 

In response to Panel queries, Steve Bernier, of Onni Group, advised that tenants have expressed 
interest in the installation of freestanding signs. The commercial units have significant setbacks 
to the roads and could therefore face visibility challenges. Anchor tenant; T &T Supermarket is a 
specialty grocery store that attracts customers living outside the area. These customers who are 
unfamiliar to the area would benefit from the direction that the proposed freestanding signs 
provide. 

Staff supported the Development Variance Permit application. 

In response to Panel queries, staff advised that: 

• The pedestal tenant signs are not part of this proposed application. 

• Sign Bylaw No. 5560 does not permit canopy or facia signs for Residential/Limited 
Commercial (RCL3) zone. An amendment to Sign Bylaw 5560 and/or a Zoning Text 
Amendment to the RCL3 zone to allow signage for the commercial portion of a mixed-use 
development will be brought forward to Council for review. 
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• A Development Variance Permit was applied for since the businesses on-site are scheduled 
to open soon. 

• The proposed main freestanding sign will be approximately 16 ft. tall and the total signage 
area would be approximately less than 112 of what is typically permitted. The canopy and 
facia signs would be located along the commercial retail units and that individual tenants will 
be responsible to apply for sign permits. The size of the canopy and facia signs would need 
to comply with Sign Bylaw No. 5560. 

• The proposed freestanding signs were reviewed by Transportation Division staff for sight 
line visibility. 

Correspondence was submitted to the Panel regarding the Development Variance Permit 
application. 

Discussion ensued regarding: (i) the design of the proposed freestanding signs in relation to the 
design of the buildings on-site and the surrounding neighbourhood; (ii) the necessity of the 
proposed freestanding signs to direct customers; and (iii) other areas in the Lower Mainland with 
higher population densities, such as Vancouver, with little or no commercial freestanding signs. 

The Panel recommends that the Permit be issued to vary the provisions of Sign Bylaw No. 5560 
to allow facia, canopy and projecting signs for the commercial uses in the development. 

The Panel referred the second variance request back, directing staff to work with the applicant to 
examine options for the installation of freestanding signs on the subject site and report back. 

Subsequent to the Panel meeting, and in accordance with Panel direction, the Development 
Variance Permit was revised to only include facia, canopy and projecting signs for the 
commercial uses in the development. 

The Panel recommends that the Permit be issued. 

DP 14-662568 - 616147 BC LTD. - 4220 VANGUARD ROAD 
(July 16,2014) 

The Panel considered a Development Permit application to permit the construction of a 283 m2 

industrial storage warehouse building with mezzanine level at 4220 Vanguard Road on a site 
zoned "Industrial Retail (IRl)." No variances are included in the proposal. 

Architect, Wendy Andrews and Contractor, Reiner Siperko provided a brief presentation 
regarding the proposal. 

In response to Panel queries, Ms. Andrews provided the following information: 

• The building is anticipated to mainly be used for storage and no external mechanical 
equipment will be used. 

• No new crossings are planned and low pedestrian traffic is anticipated to the site. The 
existing driveway will be maintained and a sidewalk along the side of the building will be 
added. 
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Staff supported the Development Permit application and requested variance and advised that 
additional landscaping will be added on site to provide additional buffering. 

No correspondence was submitted to the Panel regarding the Development Permit application. 

The Panel recommends that the Permit be issued. 

DP 13-630032 - INTERFACE ARCHITECTURE INC. 
- 6711, 6771 AND 6791 WILLIAMS ROAD 
(January 29,2014) 

The Panel considered a Development Permit application to permit the construction of 14 
townhouse units at 6711,6771 and 6791 Williams Road on a site zoned "Low Density 
Townhouses (RTL4)". The proposal includes a variance to allow 58% tandem parking. 

Architect, Ken Chow, of Interface Architecture Inc. and Landscape Architect, Mary Chan Yip, of 
PMG Landscape Architects, provided a brief presentation regarding the proposal. 

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

• End units were at 2 112 storeys, with no windows overlooking into the adjacent properties 
and that existing hedges in the back end of the site will be retained. 

• The hedges along the back of the site are in good condition, with some other sections 
requiring some maintenance. 

• The King Crimson Maple tree will be preserved. 

• With input from the Yarmish Family, the development will include metal plaques that will 
acknowledge the history of Yarmish House. 

• Previous tenants and members from the Yarmish Family were able to salvage some building 
materials from Yarmish House; including some coloured glass windows. 

• Additional tandem parking spaces were needed to maintain access to the outdoor amenity 
area and because of the landscaping and site layout. 

• Staff worked with the applicant and Heritage Planner during the rezoning stage to ensure 
appropriate documentation of the Yarmish House. 

• Subsequent to the panel meeting, staff worked with the applicant to develop appropriate 
wording for a commemorative plaque to be installed on the property. The Heritage Advisory 
Commission reviewed and endorsed the proposed wording at the March 19, 2014 meeting. 

Staff supported the Development Permit application and requested variance and advised: 

• Staff is working with the applicant to ensure that design intent of the stepping back of the end 
unit is achieved. The roof form is designed to mimic Yarmish House. 

• The development includes a Servicing Agreement for frontage improvements and storm 
sewer upgrades. 
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In response to Panel queries, staff advised that adding an additional surface parking stall in the 
front of the amenity space would remove the need for the tandem parking variance, but would 
compromise access to the amenity space. 

No correspondence was submitted to the Panel regarding the Development Permit application. 

The Panel recommends that the Permit be issued. 
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To: 

From: 

City of 
Richmond 

Richmond City Council 

Dave Semple 
Chair, Development Permit Panel 

Report to Council 

Date: September 17, 2014 

File: 01-0100-20-DPER1-
01/2014-Vo101 

Re: Development Permit Panel Meeting held on August 27,2014 

Staff Recommendation 

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

1. A Development Permit (DP 13-638853) for the property at 9671 Alberta Road be endorsed, 
and the Permit so issued. 

Dave Semple 
Chair, Development Permit Panel 

SB:blg 
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Panel Report 

The Development Permit Panel considered the following item at its meeting held on 
August 27,2014 

DP 13-638853 - CITIMARK-WESTERN ALBERTA ROAD TOWNHOUSE LTD. 
9671 ALBERTA ROAD 

(August 27,2014) 

The Panel considered a Development Permit application to permit the construction of a 21-unit 
townhouse development at 9671 Alberta Road on a site zoned "Medium Density Townhouse 
(RTM2)". The proposal includes variances for reduced lot width and reduced side yard setbacks. 

Architect, Wayne Fougere, of Fougere Architecture Inc. and Landscape Architect, Dave Jerke, of 
Van der Zalm and Associates Inc., provided a brief presentation regarding the proposal. 
Mr. Fougere noted that an agreement with a neighbouring development was made to share a 
common boulevard to eliminate the need for parallel parking and increase the landscaped space. 
Mr. J erke added that nodes included in the greenway would provide for gathering spaces and that 
trees will be retained in the southwest corner of the site. 

In response to Panel queries, Mr. Fougere and Mr. Jerke provided the following information: 

• The variances include a reduction in lot width and reductions in setbacks on the east and 
northwest corner areas of the site. 

• Visitor parking would be arranged in groups of two (2) and separated by trees and although 
the two (2) developments shared a common boulevard, each development maintained on-site 
access to the visitor parking for each development. 

• There is existing street-lamp type of lighting as well as a proposal to include bollard lighting 
along the pathway. 

• There are play and seating elements in the greenway and there are schools and parks in the 
area. 

Staff supported the Development Permit application and requested variances and advised that the 
developer has worked with staff on tree retention on-site. A Servicing Agreement is required for 
frontage improvements along Alberta Road. The proposal includes one (1) convertible unit. 

No correspondence was submitted to the Panel regarding the Development Permit application. 

The Panel recommends that the Permit be issued. 
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