City of Richmond Agenda

3252871

Development Permit Panel

Council Chambers

Wednesday, July 27, 2011
3:30 p.m.

Minutes

Motion to adopt the minutes of the meeting of the Development Permit Panel held on
Wednesday, July 13, 2011.

Development Permit 10-545704
(File Ref. No.: DP 10-545704) (REDMS No. 3218163)

TO VIEW ePLANS CLICK HERE

APPLICANT: Chen Design Studio
PROPERTY LOCATION: 7900 Bennett Road

INTENT OF PERMIT:

1. Permit the construction of two (2) back-to-back duplexes at 7900 Bennett Road on a
site zoned “Infill Residential (R12)”; and

2. Vary the provisions of the Richmond Zoning Bylaw No. 8500 to permit a 0.5m
building projection beyond the vertical height envelope.

Manager’'s Recommendations
That a Development Permit be issued which would:

1. Permit the construction of two (2) back-to-back duplexes at 7900 Bennett Road on
a site zoned “Infill Residential (R12)”; and

2. Vary the provisions of the Richmond Zoning Bylaw No. 8500 to permit a 0.5m
building projection beyond the vertical height envelope.




Development Permit Panel — Wednesday, July 27, 2011

3252871

Development Permit DV 10-542375
(File Ref. No.: DV 10-542375) (REDMS No. 3227953)

TO VIEW ePLANS CLICK HERE

APPLICANT: Provincial Rental Housing Corporation
PROPERTY LOCATION: 8180 Ash Street

INTENT OF PERMIT:

1.  Permit subdivision of 8180 Ash Street into six (6) lots zoned “Single Detached
(RS1/B)” for the purpose of developing affordable single-family dwellings, and;

2. Vary the provisions of Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 to:
a) the minimum lot width from 12 m to 8.3 m for proposed Lot 5; and

b)  the minimum lot frontage from 6 m to 0.38 m for proposed Lot 4, to 2.7 m for
proposed Lot 5 and to 0.60 m for proposed Lot 6.

Manager’'s Recommendations
That a Development Permit be issued which would:

1. Permit subdivision of 8180 Ash Street into six (6) lots zoned *“Single Detached
(RS1/B)” for the purpose of developing affordable single-family dwellings, and;

3. Vary: the provisions of Zoning Bylaw 8500 to:
a)  the minimum lot width from 12 m to 8.3 m for proposed Lot 5; and

b)  the minimum lot frontage from 6 m to 0.38 m for proposed Lot 4, to 2.7 m
for proposed Lot 5 and to 0.60 m for proposed Lot 6.

New Business

Date Of Next Meeting:  Wednesday, August 10, 2011

Adjournment



i City of Richmond Rgport to
B4 Planning and Development Department Development Permit Panel

To: Development Permit Panel Date: July 6, 2011

From:;: Brian J. Jackson, MCIP File: DP 10-545704
Director of Development

Re: Application by Chen Design Studio for a Development Permit at 7900 Bennett
Road

Staff Recommendation

That a Development Permit be issued which would:

1. Permit the construction of two (2) back-to-back duplexes at 7900 Bennett Road on a site
zoned “Infill Residential (RI12)”; and '

2. Vary the provisions of the Richmond Zoning Bylaw No. 8500 to permit a 0.5m building
projection beyond the vertical height envelope,

Wﬁw

Brian J. Jackson, MCIP
Director of Development

Bll:tcb
Att, 3

3218163
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Staff Report
Origin
Chen Design Studio has applied to the City of Richmond for permission to develop two (2) back-

to-back duplexes at 7900 Bennett Road on a site currently zoned “Single Detached (RS1/E)”.
The site currently contains a single family dwelling.

The site is being rezoned from “Single Detached (RS1/E)” to “Infill Residential (R12)” for this
project under Bylaw 8699 (RZ 10-521539),

No upgrades are required to either water or the sanitary sewer. The storm analysis has identified
that the ditch fronting this development does not meet current engineering standards. Storm
Sewer Upgrades, Frontage Improvements, and Lane Improvements will be provided under
Servicing Agreement prior to adoption of the rezoning bylaw,

The applicant is required to pay School Site Assignment Charges, Address Assignment Fees,
Greater Vancouver Sewage & Drainage District Development Cost Charges, and servicing costs.
Development Information

Please refer to the attached Development Application Data Sheet (Attachment 1) for a
comparison of the proposed development data with the relevant Bylaw requirements.
Surrounding Development

To the North: Single Detached (RS1/E) Existing Development - Single-Family Dwelling

To the East:  Infill Residential (RI1) Existing Development - Back-to-Back Duplexes

To the South: Town Housing (ZT45) Existing Development - Townhouse (2-storeys)
Single Detached (RS1/E) Existing Development - Single-Family Dwelling

To the West: Infill Residential (RI1) Existing Development - Single-Family Dwelling

Rezoning and Public Hearing Results

During the rezoning process, minor issues were identified, Staff worked with the Applicant to
ensure that:

* The Design Guidelines were fulfilled through varied building mass and elevations (bay
windows, hipped roofs and columned entry porches), varied fenestration (subtle mullion
variations), upgraded cladding (hardi-plank throughout), and a subtle natural colour palette.

* The requested variance, based on drawings submitted at rezoning and development permit
application, was reviewed to:

- Permit a 0.5m building projections beyond the vertical height envelope to accommodate a
gable ridge projection.

A Public Hearing for the rezoning of this site was held on March 21, 2011, One (1) letier was
received which expressed concern over a possible increase in traffic flow on Bennett Road if density
is increased with no rear lane access. Rear lane access is provided to this site from Acheson Road
which should re-direct some traffic flow from Bennett Road and alleviate increased traffic to
Bennett Road.
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Staff Comments

The proposed scheme attached to this report has satisfactorily addressed the significant urban
design issues and other staff comments identified as part of the review of the subject
Development Permit application, In addition, it complies with the intent of the applicable
sections of the Official Community Plan and is generally in compliance with the Infill
Residential (RI2) Zone except for the zoning variance noted below.

Zoning Compliance/Variances (staff comments in bold)

The proposed Infill Residential (R12) Zone does not contain provisions to enable projections
beyond the vertical height envelope. A variance will be required to enable a minor projection to
maintain the desired form and character encouraged by the OCP-Acheson Benneti Sub-Area
Plan. The applicant requests to vary the provisions of the Richmond Zoning Bylaw No. 8500 to:

*  Permit a 0,5m building projection beyond the vertical height envelope to accommodate a
gable ridge projection .
(Staff recommends support for this variance as the facade articulation and massing
provide an improved streetscape and are consistent with other similar projects in the same
zone,)

Advisory Design Panel Comments

Due to the small scale of the proposed development, the application was not presented to the
Advisory Design Panel.

Analysis

Policy
Broad criteria and policies for the issuance of Development Permits appear in Bylaw 7100, the
Official Community Plan (OCP):

Schedule 1: 9.2 General Guidelines
9.3 Multiple-Family Residential Development Permit Guidelines
(Townhouses)
Schedule 2: 2,10 City Centre Area Planning Committee
2.10B Acheson-Bennett Sub-Area Plan

Conditions of Adjacency
*  The proposed height, siting and orientation of the buildings respect the finer grain of the
character evolving in the surrounding residential development.

Urban Design and Site Planning

* The subdivision of the subject site into two (2) lots requires a separate application. The
subdivision must be approved prior to issuance of a building permit.

= Parking will be provided at a rate the greater of 1.0 resident parking spaces per dwelling unit
or 0.5 parking spaces per bedroom (3 spaces per lot) as required by the Infill
Residential (RI2) Zone. No visitor parking is required in Infill Residential (R12) Zone if
there are less than four (4) dwelling units per lot; and

» Passive surveillance opportunities are presented through the siting of the building and the
relationship between the indoor spaces and the outdoor areas to meet safety and crime
prevention objectives.
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Architectural Form and Character

The form of development is similar to new townhouses previously approved on Acheson
Road.

The proposed site layout provides for an attractive pedestrian oriented townhouse elevation
fronting BennettRoad, which is consistent with the guidelines for the Acheson Bennett Sub-
Area.

Design Guidelines are fulfilled through the varied building mass and elevations (bay
windows, hipped roofs columned entry porches), varied fenestration (subtle mullion
variations) and muted, natural colour palette. The massing and style of the building forms
are compatible and contribute to a consistent streetscape image and presence.

The proposed building materials (stucco, hardi-plank siding, painted wood trim and asphalt
shingle roofing) are generally consistent with the Official Community Plan (OCP) Guidelines
and Sub-Area Plan.

Landscape Design and Open Space Design
A Landscape Plan, Tree Survey and a Landscape Architect/Arborist’s report have been
submitted by the applicant:

Twenty-six (26) existing bylaw-sized trees are on site,

The condition of these trees is generally poor, as almost all suffer from neglect, over
crowding and competitive shading with poor pruning and/or damage, They would not
survive once the grade is raised.

Two (2) bylaw-sized trees could be viable for retention as their condition and size are good.
Only one (1) of these viable, bylaw-sized tree can be retained, as the second viable tree is
located within the lane dedication.

Twenty-five (25) existing bylaw-sized trees are recommended for removal.

- Three (3) trees fall within the required lane dedication,

- Seven (7) trees comprise a hedgedrow to the west property line.

Fifteen (15) trees are required to be replaced at a 2:1 ratio:

Three (3) trees are located within the driveways for parking access.

Ten (10) trees are located as perimeter plantings (similar to a hedgerow).

- Two (2) trees are located within the envelope.

- All trees have been compromised by neglect, over crowding and poor pruning or damage.

A landscape plan has been prepared which proposes retention of one (1) viable existing tree, and
planting a total of nine (9) specimen trees. Additional small and medium-size shrubs,
predominantly broad-leafed evergreens, will also be planted.

The Landscape plan proposes to provide nine (9) replacement trees.

The remaining 21 replacement trees will be addressed by the “cash-in-lieu” option. Cash-in-
lieu to be: 21 replacement trees@ $500/tree equals $10,500.

The Landscape Plan will integrate well with the existing streetscape.

Given the size of the project overall, the small number of bedrooms in each unit, the
provision of private yard space for each unit and the proximity to Brighouse Park, outdoor
amenity space is not provided.

The landscape plan has been further assessed with the review of the Development Permit. In
order to ensure that this work is undertaken, the applicant is required to provide a landscape
security (approximately $25,509.20) with the Development Permit.

The replacement boulevard street trees are secured through the frontage improvements
required as a condition of the rezoning.
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Note: Two (2) trees on City-owned property along Bennett Road are recommended for removal
by the Arborist. These trees have been severely pruned by hydro crews.

Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design

» Passive surveillance opportunities are presented through the siting of the building and the
relationship between the indoor spaces and the outdoor areas to meet safety and crime
prevention objectives.

e Tffective lighting of buildings, open spaces, parking areas, and along the drive aisles will be
provided,

Flood Management
In accordance with the Flood Protection Management Strategy, registration of a Flood
Indemnity Covenant will be required prior to Rezoning adoption.

Affordable Housing
The applicant will be making a voluntary cash contribution to the affordable housing reserve
fund in accordance with the City’s Affordable Housing Strategy.

* For Infill Residential (R12) townhouse developments, the Richmond Zoning Bylaw
(Section 5.15) specifies a voluntary cash contribution of $2.00 per buildable square foot
directed to the Affordable Housing Reserve Fund (o achieve an increase in density from 0.4
to 0.55 FAR.

* A cash contribution of $2.00 per buildable square foot (e.g., approximately $9,047.66)
towards the City’s Affordable Housing Reserve will be made.

Accessibility/Aging In Place

* The applicant has proposed units that include substantial living areas at the ground floor.

*  “Aging-In-Place” features will be provided to all units (e.g., inclusion of blocking to
bathrooms for installation of grab-bars, and provision of lever door handles.)

* In addition, the rear units (Unit B) of each duplex will be convertible and have the base level
of accessible features described above, and also, widened doors, stairs and corridors
throughout, and framing/ electrical installed for a future stair lift or lift, and a Living Room
convertible to a Bedroom with an accessible washroom and lift.

* Accessible features are fully noted on the attached Development Permit Drawings and will
be fully detailed on the Building Permit Drawings.

Indoor/Outdoor Amenity
No common shared Indoor/Outdoor Amenity Space is required for this development, but each

unit will have access to private outdoor space.

Sustainability

Sustainability features (listed below) have been included in the Rezoning Considerations will be

specified and detailed in the Building Permit:

» Landscaping and permeable paving that may assist in diverting storm water run-off from the
storm sewer system and reducing the urban heat island effect;

* Reduction of fresh water use by specifying low flow fixtures and water efficient appliances,
dual-flush toilets, and low-flow faucets;

= Motion sensors and timers in public areas to reduce electricity consumption; efficient fixed
lights, fans and heating equipment, as well as, increased occupant control (heating zones
within the unit) to decrease energy consumption;

* Low e-glazing to reduce heat gain; demolition/construction to divert waste from landfills;

products made out of recycled material or with recycled content used where applicable and
3218163
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concrete with fly ash content specified where possible; locally/regionally harvested and
manufactured products used where possible throughout the project;

* Low emitting materials sealants, adhesives, paints, carpets and composite wood used where
applicable; and

= QOperable windows specitied to contribute to the quality of the indoor environment.

Conclusions

The applicant has satisfactorily addressed design issues that were identified through the rezoning
process, as well as staff comments regarding conditions of adjacency, site planning and urban
design, architectural form and character, and landscape design. The applicant has presented a
development that fits into the existing context. Therefore, staff recommends support of this
Development Permit application.

Terry Brunette
Planner 2

TCB:cas

Prior to forwarding this application to Council for approval, the following is required:
»  Receipt of a Letter-of-Credit for landscaping in the amount of $25,509.20,
= Receipt of a contribution of $10,500 to the City’s Tree Compensation Fund.

Prior to issuance of a Demolition Permit for the existing dwelling, the following is required;

= Installation of Tree Protection Fencing as noted on the Landscape Plan, to City standards, prior to the issuance
of a Permit for the existing dwelling on-site. This fencing is to remain in place until construction of the future
dwellings on the site is complete.

Prior to Issuance of a Building Permit, the following is required:

=  The applicant is required to obtain a Building Permit for any construction hoarding associated with the proposed
development. If construction hoarding is required to temporarily occupy a street, or any part thereof, or occupy
the air space above a street or any part thereof, additional City approvals and associated fees may be required as
part of the Building Permit. For further information on the Building Periit, please contact Building Approvals
Division at 604-276-4285.

s  Submission of a construction traffic and parking management plan to the satisfaction of the City's
Transportation Division (hitp://www.richmond.ca/services/ttp/special.htm),

3218163



City of Richmond

6911 No. 3 Road

Richmond, BC V6Y 2Cl Development Application
AN Data Sheet

DP 10- 545704 Attachment 1

Address: 7900 Bennett Road — Table for Proposed East & West Subdivided Parcels

Applicant: Chen Design Studio

Planning Area(s): _City Centre Area — Acheson Benneit Sub-Area

| Existing Proposed
Owner: Pujun Ren Pujunj Ren
Site Size (m’): 825.4 m* 2 lots @ 381.6 m* each
Land Uses: Single Family Dwelling Duplex on Each Parcel
OCP Designation: Neighbourhood Residential Neighbourhood Residential
702 Policy Designation: N/A N/A
Zoning: RS1/E RI2
Number of Units: 1 unit 4 units (Duplex on Each Parcel)
Other Designations: N/A N/A

On Future

Subdividad Lots Bylaw eqmrement Prposed Variance
Density (units/acre): N/A N/A none
Floor Area Ratio: Max. 0.55 0.565 none
Lot Coverage — Building: Min. 45% m 44.3% m none

. Z
Lot Size {min. dimensions); ng 3115263%:9 2 lots @ 381.6 m* none
Setback — FrontrYard (m): Min. 4.5 m 45m none
Setback ~ Interior Side Yards (m) Minmg.rg séip;ge) MinNC[JI.% géz;p;ge) none
Setback — Rear Yards (m) Min ‘wénhs-?Grgrag e) 6.0m none
: I Max. 8.8 m
Height (m): Max. 9 m {7.65m to roof mid-point) nans

3218163



On Future

Bylaw Requirement

Proposed

Variance

Subdivided Lots

3 : = Greater of 1 (per DU) or | Greater of 1 (per DU} or
gg Zt{:re(tlgﬁrl\(;g% C)Srrzé?/c):gs 0.5 (per Bedroom) and 0.5 (per Bedroom) and none
g ¢ 0 (V) per unit 0 (V) per unit
Off-street Parking Spaces — Total: 3 per lot 3 per lot none
Tandem Parking Spaces:. Not permitted 0 hone
Amenity Space — Indoor:; N/A N/A none
Amenity Space — Qutdoor: N/A Private Yards none

Tree replacement compensation for loss of 'significant trees provided @ 2:1 ratio and/or cash-in-

Other: lieu.
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City of Richmond -
Planning and Development Department Development Permit

No. DP 10-545704

To the Holder: CHEN DESIGN STUDIO
Property Address: 7900 Bennett Road
Address: 3228 - 8700 McKim Way, Richmond, BC V6X 4A5

1. This Development Permit is issued subject to compliance with all of the Bylaws of the City
applicable thereto, except as specifically varied or supplemented by this Permit.

2. This Development Permit applies to and only to those lands shown cross-hatched on the
attached Schedule "A" and any and all buildings, structures and other development thereon.

3. The "Richmond Zoning Bylaw No. 8500" is hereby varied to:

a) Permit a 0.5m building projection beyond the vertical height envelope to accommodate a
gable ridge projection.

e

Subject to Section 692 of the Local Government Act, R.S.B.C.: buildings and structures;
off-street parking and loading facilities; roads and parking areas; and landscaping and
screening shall be constructed generally in accordance with Plans #1 to #6 attached hereto.

5. Sanitary sewers, water, drainage, highways, street lighting, underground wiring, and
sidewalks, shall be provided as required.

6. As a condition of the issuance of this Permit, the City is holding the security in the amount of
$25,509.20 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, Should the Holder carry out the development permitted by this permit within the
time set out herein, the security shall be returned to the Holder. The City may retain the
security for up to one year after inspection of the completed landscaping in order to ensure
that plant material has survived.

7. If the Holder does not commence the construction permitted by this Permit within 24 months
of the date of this Permit, this Permit shall lapse and the security shall be returned in full.

3218163



No. DP 10-545704

To the Holder: CHEN DESIGN STUDIO
Property Address: 7900 Bennett Road
Address: 3228 - 8700 McKim Way, Richmond, BC V6X 4A5

8. The land described herein shall be developed generally in accordance with the terms and
conditions and provisions of this Permit and any plans and specifications attached to this
Permit which shall form a part hereof.

This Permit is not a Building Permit.

AUTHORIZING RESOLUTION NO. ISSUED BY THE COUNCIL THE
DAY OF y
DELIVERED THIS DAY OF ,

MAYOR

3218163



LT WA (&Y _l
e | VE B
S & g
= S
= 0 B ) w
o i 8 = &
R o o Q8 E
N Q S | ¥ 8 &
o & 2 5
RS e S | & £ 2
KX XK XX KK PO X KKK KK XK al
m 02030 02020200 0% 620202020 000 %
B0%0%0300 0000 t0 3030200020 2000 %0 %0%
- e , X
—— O iy ) 3|
> X = o3>
N S W
% =] v oy q
~ = S
8 S o
~— . .
< & ™ S <t ,.A
> T |~ K
8L 8] © RS v
. o e MHV oo 4 L
. e vy
L s I 8lnn ) NIEEE =
= m Xed S0
s :
2 AL JHUUREe] = e
Q |- ——— ) m L
m : ] M O
H o m a Bl R 0% 2
Q - ] VO
i m N m = ST ==
=73 TR == -
2k z 1 [
(e ENCimy s
o IS IS el :E
& o e L _E
__H_Ul — ||
> ® B e THE [
= _  =EE T
.ﬂlu | | I
Stk
G
luL & = D




o e BENNETT‘ROAD'J‘_”W
-0 -
AW o 7900 BENNETT ROAD -
— g RICHMOND, BC
____________ [ I ISSUED FOR DP APPLICATION
o - AUG. 27, 2010
L ) PROJECT DATA:
= She g CIVIC ADDRESS: To00 sewiETy ROAD ——— ]
S A 4,59 (14,75} LEGAL DESCRIPTION: 32 SEC 17 BLKAN RGEW PL 14504
:¢|- e b g s e e R R R b o e PARCEL IDENTIFIER: 004-296-575 3
| = - ] g e N
PROPOSED: Rt
paRcH FORCS cd ! ACMESON ROAD
l —
" 2
77 LOCATION PLAN
é-’ 1200, SF: | 200, SF .
& ; it £}
g A 3 l I — 1 e [ PROPOSED
NE ; d 4 g | RS1/E (ONE LOT) | Rz (WO LOTS)
= i P0RCE = | BYLAN RECUIRED (RI2) | PROPOSED (SACH LOT)
b 7! [ 1 “FLOOR AREA RATIO 055 NT & 1203 SF (1718 SH,
‘ g ; ii\gaas\l: ‘ NIT B_10S5 SF saﬂlg
BT o5 & : R i 1::3: s E,.,“.
1% W“”‘ m ' o7 & Sy r
it =y L L
o] g 1 > 1
g
=5 | |
- l Bg . I
i :§\\ —éj ‘__'H! t ¥ 1
o, X & 5 AN Al i,
i O% r L o a5 [ [ \l‘tll \!;ir'/gfﬁ}',
= [ - A z
L@ B[ B -_3;1: q =] [ ________l » N '/ ,;fﬁ,
ol f LANE DEDICATION ~ #&° _;(&9 I_ s _f“-:;
_——————  —— r— e — . — . . e, _—._.___.___-_..__’__. - b - -_—
a?# > 7 EXISTING LANE i M Nro ¥
"/’_%‘3 i - { “'— -_ ) > q‘@', i A -
5 I _, — u| 2T
%\?% i [} 1 lul,_n- )
§ ’é- 1 ! ! g = ! !
(=]
S | | | 1] |
i 1 1 3 ' '
I N l Sg
! SITE PLAN . l I g g I [
I SCAE  1=16-0° @ l i i 2o i I——] i
[0 —
T ] 1] ] 1 1 r

PLAN 1

DP 10-545704

JULY 6, 2011

CHEN
DESIGN
STUDIO

[




CHEN
DESIGN
STUDRIO

| §3g Bl
il i
i

A mm
Jalii; g !

oee, 2000

1A
=

BOMETT
ACHaOM, OC
rawing The:
FLOCR PLANS

B
Oweiod By ¢
Projact Mo 091014
Drawing No.:

JULY 6, 2011

DP 10-545704

PLAN 2

1
1
I
1
1
|
1
I
!
.

|
!
1
:
[
=

T

1

ROOF PLAN
SCALE:

o = e o — e — -

SECOND FLOOR PLAN
1/8 ==

|
| @l
|

Fil

| P PO OOOCOC FRCACETR e ] mm m

| L . B = MMMWM
2 ._ B 1 ke by
s il | P L Ry
TS b e e -y gyl I
1! R e e Tt ‘Wmmmmmmwm
rian o s RS E Y ) o ﬂ . _mmm&,mm;wm
| A Bl . o M 1A mm Hi
§ ) _ .1“ : @ E Tl & @ } Tyl M‘ mmwMMmmW
L BT e B S = DA g
HII. == s e S S e it | mmmmmnmmm
3 . i : = b rom o | [ '

— L R S I




of | 3% mm_ .ﬂa altl | |
mwm mmmmm mm #J_._ m\% uumm m.wswmm
Iu af2lel2 1 g 1 i
GE-A7 _mm:@__:_ﬁ_ 2 g Ll
m T
=
3 T3 -
o i
3 =,
2 Sy
&5 1
i 3
Hi 8
|||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||| = iy 83 & DW
i 2
i
........... Il BB N
WEE
13

hroughodt, ond

mﬂhﬂﬂn!lbuxe

il onitt (e.g.
ond provision of lever door hondiea.)
irs and cghiiders 1
: u/?S@m_
delailed on

R

s

aH




»-2

PLAN 4 DP 10-545704 JULY6, 2011

0 0 D CHEN
e . o DESIGN
(&) ASPHALT SHINGLE 7 - e i L a STUDIO
(8) 2x6 ON X8 Fasc = 12 X i
(c) 2 TRM < 10 k Ji x
(o) HARDE SHIGLE SI00NG ’ g I
(E) DOUBLE GLAZED VINYL WINOOWS &
C/% 1X4 CEOAR TRM ON FRONT ELEVATION
STUCC L) 2700 ckim oy
o —E mum-&
Fax (004) 936—1730

-0

i

e

H
an

FRONT ELEVATION
SCAE 14 =i~

AR50
DURIDA. FINSH: MARTH/ 10| RETONNG APP
: ) Bote weund Tor
£ A A ® () ASPHALT SHNGLE "

(o) 205 ON 2X8 FASGIA 0 LOCATION SHECT

/ S —_—— (c) 2B RN 8|€, ¢ pems T
(5) v Sapesz S0 = o e
(£) DOUBLE GLAZED YANYL WINDOWS SREEISAR
/W 144 CEDAR TRM O FRONT ELEVATION bt adet o
STUCCO Tt e ot — -

i
|
I

STORE VENEER

Dot G, 2000
ol 1/6"1"0"
frewn 3 ST

Chocked By: SC
Project Ma: DUIOIE
Orowing Ma.;

A~4

REAR ATION SIDE_ELEVATION 2
SCAE: /4 =Te0" TAE e




PROPERTY LNE

DP.10-545704

|
|

2
i

JULY 6, 2011

Bt g et

1]
] \ -\ l P ! !
- ! ! 1
g - T 1
| 1l | ohwsl it w= | ¥ =
i 7860 BENNETT ROAD ;i 7500 BENNETE ROAD A]f
ASTREET SCAPE_ELEVATION I
SAE  rerE
b3
§
S
L
o \—' CROSS— SECTION A-A |%
H R e e e e e e e o s SUE 174
/
/ A AN
it % N
= Y, \
P
. /1 ;i
/
7 BeDR, W BeDRIL
/ ¥
/‘ M. BEDRML, 3
{ SEDRM.
; S | Ao
. I f
Ig | [ N e —}
b I 1 / =1 \ :
iy {1 ipoee I, o e
3 R wr | UG R,
e ¥ o YAV \ Wy /
o (o) R Vi YIvVii —ly
= il : |
arar i - CROSS— SECTION B-B
4 SCALE:  1/4'%1'-0"

RESIDENTIAL
BUILDINGS
(DUPLEX)

mmna-:vm

Orowing e

STREET ELEVATIONS|
& SECTIONS

Dol DEC, 2000

Seole: AS SO

Deewn By 5O

Checed By 5T

Project bos 1014

Orowing Mo




2o g’ o v a0
0um A T T ViR G2
ioeww 120 v vorui e
e WD YISO, SaGAON K8e)
o e N T RO wOmON
T = £
ooy Ay imay
) ey ey A WY
. atan R Bt v v v
LG L 04 €40 WL T A0 L LN SO 3
aean sy 0. ot e lelr Wi T, v 4D e
[ —— SN A )
B ST S0 31 01 CLTWr0D IR SrH v Bt ) B € 0OHad NYIC) TVl
T DUt TSNS TGO TALYISIE £ ALv0 NILIDLY Wlk o e AT
™ » TRz T ade reme:
e YO e T X0
R DALMY (1150 HCCIYOMT o SIS SVTIONY WLCL OO iy v e
3 TIVHG L3 AN T WY LI TN RICIRG AL S0 YTV ._“m" i e
YN0 Bl OV P 204 f A B AL, WOt WRLTENE
SR VIAC) AL OL T GRS FOY LT 1N B 1 2 vt S wrm
ﬁ" VIR . Didahimid 2
H L ™ i 78 YTV TP ~ WINON YIWDY "
IR MY S 13 TIAHAN 38 G ALY QY TGS LA =
£
AT AL D D 0D L ABSO Ve DCEEY, SO 20
weape s O wears Y0 v
= T WIS YR TN A I VDR TIO) 0ROV
- 7 i s o e P KT
T A e s em w0 i A K
T
DR
oo | oo R ™ T3 = = ] DL ub
NYId 3dVISANYT
d 3 . TYNOLLYY INSWIDYIGTY T3UL SN
g, by
H ]
ONCHWHO™ | i
avod EZme_uSh M
i
=~ |
. f
INQLE DNISAALS GANIVLIA 2 0L

hvrﬂ. maZ FNusea

|
1
i
it " ;ﬁo\a\rcv/ E@Lﬁug:ﬁféﬁ
|
|

= ,o

|
1
i

DO 85 3 2961 ! iyt ® . .kﬂsﬁwuﬁv e n_i. ] ~ W i
g i m CE I A f i J;S v
| ‘ o A __. s
i - ! - 1 MMMH.._.,:U iy, ” it 3
2 4 B Rl H fo ] 2 fosesTar o 2= e
= | ! «..i,u_iw “ .n__w.ll.w .w
e — i : THGI N PR Cal i bl ooy
sy - | = P .“ v ac
. | H T =X NNY' o
ot} prnsy ' W ¢ L ,. ,. X o
quots A i = ~ 4 ™ : w. o
g sl i AT o L
i ; i — Ho w 4 LA P
g 032 600 115 - = = B kAT 7 :
I8 T e AT pan —— 5
0] — = = — i e i
FE - ) 2% - =¥ =3 . r 3
“ l i o A - P ﬁ\ u
|2 m £l g 0 3 i
2 1 : N ]

; L r = %

m,.h‘u{.hb@ 2
o

Loz ‘9 Aanr $0.5¥5-0) 40 9 NV1d

avoy L1INN3E




vo 7 Sesrmmeon REFERENCE PLAN 1 DP 10-545704 JULY 6, 2011

1%4 NAILER W/X4 DIA. BRACING

064/ 2 FENCE )
! 2 onatop A DABITIOH ‘ WA CITATTOP
/ NALED ON 6X6 POST AT E0.L.4= N SELF CLOSING LATCH
E / & Eb ﬁ \
— > i 18 = 1% 1 B
: LD L 1] T T
‘; iffisufs il i = 7
; o sHi E = = B T MATHTO BLOG. g
: o | b i p— = ® | W coNc. car £ g
i i ; i Wi : i E ' !
i i il = = :
: = | el b i : ?
i i { [ L—:L'-L.:MJ h E_. - '*‘ i E
| hON ! ol
: SEC'EION ! [ wonooncesst i T :
Ly b TR ieimghmmuemiie - |
AN T - - : i i i
¥ /10 WoOD FENCE i CT ! ]
. B Lz | smezsro : P = ; ; &
H ; i P
1 i - ' L i ‘
: i ' B i ﬁ st
' 507 MAX. HE ! i ke For OF
| L) ) | [ r—
I - ! EmEe—E——
? ot | 0
! | =
| ’..‘—__...f ..!_'»-... - e 2X4TOP CAP = li,”'
! N I T T NV [ Y Y, t [ i
H i T e IR L
i i !I ': : :{JJ ;Jilif i : [J I tT J‘_: f L m e X2 LATTICE b . 4 . res
: 8- 2X4 &1 X 4 BRACING T - - P mm
T 11 | T T ] e ! PLAN Vercous. S VER ez
i I i ’ i P i i TF: 504) 295 5005
. | ! l 1 ‘l v Emai: kran®mac.com
1 ! | | | Uy e 4X4POST
e
‘ ! i i ‘ ! i ' \ i o - — 1X & FENCE BOARDS e
1 V !
2l ’ Litll] ] il Y 7900 BENNETT ROAD
L2 234 81X4BRACING
S . FINISHED
H GRADE
;| oo mem e 12 CONCRETE ==
LANDSCAPE PLAN
I
"2\ 6 WOOD FENCE
Lz SCALEN/2" = 1-0" "
NOTE: &
ALL WOOD SHALL BE PRESSURE TREATED FIR
5.4.5, .
ALL WOOD SHALL BE STAINED WITH 2 COATS
SOLID STAIN, COLOUR TO BE COORIDINATED
WITH THE BUILDING AND APPROVED BY THE
LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT PRIOR TO T
APPLICATION. RS
L .
ALL NAILS ANP OTHER METAL COMPONENTS L -
SHALL BE GALVANIZED, )
ooy 1)
ALL GATES SHALL BE PROVIDED WITH METAL Tt

LATCH ASSEMBLIES SCALEA/Z" = 107



City of Richmond Report to
Planning and Development Department Development Permit Pa nel

To: Development Permit Panel Date: July 5, 2011

From: Brian J. Jackson, MCIP File: DV 10-542375
Director of Development

Re: Application by Provincial Rental Housing Corporation for a Development
Variance Permit at 8180 Ash Street

Staff Recommendation

That a Development Permit be issued which would vary the provisions of Richmond Zoning
Bylaw 8500 to:

a) Vary the minimum lot width from 12 m to 8.3 m for proposed Lot 5; and

b) Vary the minimum lot frontage from 6 m to 0.38 m for proposed Lot 4, to 2.7 m for proposed
[Lot 5 and to 0.60 m for proposed Lot 6

To permit subdivision of 8180 Ash Street into six (6) lots zoned “Single Detached (RS1/B)” for
the purpose of developing affordable single-family dwellings.

277,

Alackson, MCIP
Director of Development

Bll:dn
Att,
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Staff Report

Origin

The application by the Provincial Rental Housing Corporation (which is BC Housing’s land
holding company) for a Development Variance Permit to:

a) Vary the minimum lot width from 12 m to 8.3 m for proposed Lot 5; and
b) Vary the minimum lot frontage from 6 m to 0.38 m for proposed Lot 4, to 2.7 m for
proposed Lot 5, and to 0.60 m for proposed Lot 6

was originally presented to the Development Permit Panel on February 6, 2011, At the meeting,
the Panel moved and seconded

“That:
a) Development Variance 10-542375 be referred back to staff for further examination;
b) Before Development Variance 10-542375 comes before the Development Permit
Panel at a future meeting: (i) the notification area be expanded to include all
properties along Dayton Court; and (ii) signage be posted on both Ash Street and
Dayton Court.”

This staff report addresses the Panel referral and responds to the concerns expressed, particularly
related to the driveway design for the lots proposed fronting Dayton Court. The report
considered by the Panel on February 6, 2011 is attached for reference (Attachment 1).

Development Information

Please refer to the attached Developmient Application Data Sheet (Attachment 2) for a
comparison of the proposed development data with the relevant Bylaw requirements.

Staff Comments

In response to the Development Permit Panel referral:

e The driveway design for units fronting Dayton Court has been amended to respond to
comments and concerns expressed by the Panel and the public, Specifically, the access
has been widened to 5 m (16.4 ft.) and provisions for on-site turn around have been
accommodated in the updated design (Attachment 3 & 4). At the future subdivision
stage, an agreement will be registered on title to secure cross access and shared driveway
use for the lots fronting Dayton Court. In addition, a minimum building setback will be
secured for these lots to ensure the provision of on-site parking;

e The applicant has provided contextual streetscape information and a model rendering to
demonstrate how the proposed subdivision will integrate with the existing neighbourhood
(Attachment 5);

s A conceptual landscape plan has been developed to demonstrate landscaping can be
incorporated into the Dayton Court driveway design and that the replacement trees can be
accommodated on-site (Attachment 3). A Letter of Credit for $13,000 is required to
ensure that tree replacement at 1:1 ($500 per tree) and interruption of the hard surface
treatment of the Dayton Court. driveway surface with landscaping is undertaken generally
in accordance with the attached plan;

3227953
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e The applicant hosted a Public Open House on Tuesday, June 21, 2011 in order to seek
input and provide information to area residents. Details associated with the Public Open
House are provided in the Community Consultation section of this report;

e The notification area was extended to include all properties along Dayton Court.
Invitations to the Public Open House were delivered to homes within the 50 m (165 ft.)
notification radius, as well as to all properties along Dayton Court (Attachment 6); and

® A second development notification sign was posted on-site fronting Dayton Court.

The proposed subdivision layout remains the same and there are no changes to the variances
proposed.

Analysis

Exploration of alternative driveway designs
e Based on design criteria provided to the applicant by the City, the applicant submitted
two (2) updated driveway designs for consideration including:
o an on-site cul de sac to facilitate access and manoeuvring for the three (3) lots
proposed to front Dayton Court; and
o ahammerhead turn around with an associated 5 m (16.49 ft.) wide driveway
width.
e The hammerhead arrangement is preferred based on a comparison of the functionality of
the designs and the site planning implications.

i Manoeuvring Site planning
On-site cul de sac Full turn around requires a radius of 7.3 m | Size of turn around has implications on
(24 ft.). building siting and minimizes opportunities
to introduce green space within the front
Opportunity to incorporate landscaping yard.

within the front yard is minimized.
Provision of a parking space for a potential
secondary suite cannot be easily

accommodated.
Hammerhead Driveway arrangement and emergency Driveway arrangement allows for the
access alignment have been modified to inclusion of landscaping to soften the hard
increase the driveway width to 5 m (16.4 surface treatment.

ft.). Importantly, a shared 5 m (16.4 ft.)
wide driveway that accesses a local road is | The applicant’s architect has confirmed that

acceptable within the transportation the building can be sited with sufficient
industry. separation between the garage and turn
around to allow additional on-site parking for
Hammerhead radiuses have been the potential secondary suite. To ensure
designed to allow vehicles to reverse out of | these potential parking spaces are provided,
their garages or driveway aprons, tum an agreement will be registered on title
around using the hammerhead and exit the | preventing Dayton Court homes from being
common driveway in a forward direction. located within 17 m (55 ft.) of the road.

Driveway width
o Based on transportation engineering industry standards, a shared 5 m (16.4 ft.) wide
driveway that accesses a local road is appropriate to service development that generates
limited traffic.
e In order to widen the drive aisle surface and achieve a 5 m (16.4 ft.) width, the Richmond
Fire Department supports a slight re-alignment of the existing emergency access, which
consists of two (2) hard surface strips that provide access for emergency vehicles. The
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realignment will maintain the 12 m (40 ft.) radius required for fire safety. To ensure the
realignment does not affect the functionality of the emergency access, the applicant will
be responsible for removal of the two (2) drive aisle strips affected by the slight
realignment and will introduce an uniform hard surface for the affected portion of the
emergency access (Attachment 3).

e A slight realignment of the hard surface treatment of the existing emergency access will
permit the width of the residential shared drive aisle to be increased, while maintaining
the safety and functionality of the emergency access.

Manoeuvring

e The hammerhead design provides sufficient space for vehicles to reverse out of their
garages or driveway aprons, turn around, and exit the common driveway into the cul de
sac in a forward direction (Attachment 4).

® Asacondition of subdivision, a cross access and shared driveway agreement will be
registered on title for lots fronting Dayton Court. Further, to ensure sufficient space for
additional parking in front of the dwellings, a second agreement will be registered
preventing a home from being constructed within 17 m (55 fi.) of the Dayton Court lot
frontage (Attachment 3).

e The proposed hammerhead driveway arrangement permits fire fighting vehicles to drive
on the shared driveway and establish a fire fighting base within 15 m (50 ft.) of the
proposed Dayton Court homes.

Vehicle/pedestrian relationship
» By amending the design of the proposed shared driveway, vehicles may exit the site in a
forward direction; thereby minimizing the potential for conflict between vehicles and
pedestrians/cyclists.

Elevations/Contextual information

e The applicant has developed conceptual house designs to demonstrate that homes can be
constructed on the proposed lots in accordance with the existing zoning. The plans
include review of the building footprint, setbacks and density proposed on-site. The
building height remains to be substantiated based on the provision of finished site grade
information. The standard Building Permit application and review process will apply.

e Using the conceptual house designs, the architect has produced streetscape plans and a
model rendering (Attachment 5).

e Improvements to the streetscape and model rendering have been undertaken since being
presented at the Public Open House. The elevation of existing homes has been more
carefully assessed to better represent the potential relationship between existing 2-storey
homes and proposed 2 ' storey new dwellings.

e The Ash Street streetscape indlicates that the proposed homes are expected to be
approximately 9.4 m" (31 ft.) in height, compared to adjacent homes which are
approximately 8.2 m (27 ft.) and 7.3 m (24 fi.) in height. The 7.3 m (24 ft.) high home is
separated from the proposed development by the existing emergency access, which
minimizes the impact of the variation in height.

* Buildings must comply with specifications outlined in the Zoning Bylaw, including those that reference permitted
height. Proposed height will be substantiated during the Building Permit review process and will include analysis of

finished site grade information.
3227953
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e A similar 9.4 m (31 ft.) building height is expected for the homes proposed on Dayton
Court. The approximate height of adjacent homes is 7.3 m (24 fi.). Variation in building
height is common within residential neighbourhoods where redevelopment may introduce
updated building practices that maximize the potential building envelope and reflect
changes in building design. Further, the increased building setback required on the
proposed Dayton Court lots will minimize the effect of the variation in height.

Updated Tree Preservation/Landscaping

e A landscaping plan has been provided by the applicant, which demonstrates that
landscaping can be accommodated to soften the Dayton Court frontage and that the
required replacement trees can be accommodated on-site. In addition, the plan illustrates
the positive contribution of landscaping to the proposed shared driveway design.

e Inaddition to replacement trees, the landscape plan indicates the location of existing
trees. As discussed in the report considered by the Development Permit Panel on
February 6, 2011 (Attachment 1), the Arborist report, which was reviewed and accepted
by the City Tree Preservation Coordinator, recommends the removal of on-site trees due
to risk associated with retention, advanced health decline, significant structural defect,
conflict with a future driveway/building envelop or necessary changes in grade.

Community Consultation
A second development sign was erected at the Dayton Court frontage, in addition to the signage
located along the Ash Street frontage.

The notification area has been extended beyond the standard 50 m (164 fi.) radius to include all
Dayton Court properties (Attachment 6).

In addition to the standard opportunities for residents to engage in the review process. the
applicant was advised to organize and host a Public Open House to provide an additional
opportunity for residents to access information related to the development proposal. Invitations
were hand delivered (due to the Canada Post strike that was in effect at the time) to residences
within a 50 m (164 ft.) radius of the subject site, as well as all properties on Dayton Court.

A Public Open House was hosted by BC Housing on Tuesday, June 21, 2011 from 5:00 — 8:00
pm at the Garden City Elementary School gymnasium (8311 Garden City Road). BC Housing
staff approached individuals who attended the Public Open House to sign in. Thirty-three (33)
individuals signed in and one individual declined to sign in. With the exception of one
individual, those who attended reside within the general neighbourhood (Attachment 7). Six (6)
comment forms were completed by residents at the event and an additional eight (8) individuals
submitted their comments electronically directly to BC Housing and in some cases copied the
correspondence to the City. A synopsis of the event and the comments received has been
provided by BC Housing and is attached to this report. The synopsis provided by BC Housing
also includes BC Housing’s response to the comments (Attachment 8).

The following summarizes the concerns expressed in returned comment forms, electronic

messages, and discussions with staff by some of the neighbourhood residents who attended the
Public Open House.
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On-site parking

e Concern that the on-site hammer heads will not be used by motorists to turn around and
exit the site in a forward direction.

» Concern that parking demand resulting from the inclusion of a secondary suite cannot be
appropriately accommodated on-site.

e Dayton Court is a cul de sac where off-site street parking is already in short supply and is
complicated by residents using their garages as storage.

e Concern that new residents will use the garage as storage resulting in a shortage of
parking.

Transportation Engineering has reviewed the driveway access and turn around provisions
and determined that the width of the driveway and the hammerhead design adequately
respond to on-site manoeuvring needs. The proposed development exceeds the minimum
parking requirements as each lot fronting Dayton Court provides adequate space for four (4)
vehicles outside of the on-site manoeuvring area. A bylaw, which applies throughout the
City, prohibits street parking for more than three (3) hours. Enforcement of this bylaw is
undertaken on a complaint basis.

Traffic impact on the cul de sac

e A sidewalk exists on the east side of Dayton Court, continues around the cul de sac bulb
and terminates at the southern edge of the emergency access. The limited sidewalk
provided means that residents may walk on the street. The introduction of homes will
increase traffic within the cul de sac, which may affect the safety of residents and
children.

Through the Servicing Agreement process, the applicant will be required to demonstrate that
sightlines are secured to maintain clear visibility and promote safety. The sidewalk in
existence along the site's Dayton Court frontage will remain. There are no plans to extend
the existing sidewalk network to the west side of Dayton Court.

Height of proposed buildings

e The neighbourhood is characterized by two storey homes. The 2 4 storey homes
conceptually proposed on-site are a concern for some neighbours who feel the height
should be limited to 2 storeys.

e Concern was expressed that the conceptual street view renderings did not accurately
depict the relationship between existing 2 storey homes and conceptually proposed 2 %2
storey new homes.

The existing zoning of both the subject site and neighbourhood properties permits a maximum
height of 2 : storeys for the principal building provided that the height does not exceed the
residential vertical lot width envelope and the residential vertical lot depth envelope. Homes
within the neighbourhood are typically two-storeys with a roof that is moderately sloped.
Concepts for the potential new homes include pitched roofs, which would permit the inclusion of
limited living space above the second storey in accordance with the terms of the existing zoning.
However, the building height remains to be substantiated based on the provision of finished site
grade information. The standard Building Permit application and review process will apply.
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The applicant has updated the streetscape perspectives and model rendering presented at the
Public Open House by more accurately depicting the relationship between existing and proposed
homes. The plans now include reference to the expected height of the new homes

(9.4 m(31 ft.))"" and the approximate height of adjacent homes (7.3 m (24 ft.) — 8.2 m (27 fi.)).
As a result of incremental redevelopment within established residential neighbourhoods,
variation in height is commonplace and the range of building height anticipated reflects updated
building practices that maximize the potential permitted building density by increasing the slope
of the roof.

Number of lots proposed by the subdivision

e Some residents expressed a preference for subdivision into four (4) or five (5) lots instead
of six (6) lots.

With the exceplion of the lot width and frontage variances requested, subdivision of the lot into
$ix (6) parcels complies with the site's existing "Single Detached (RS1/B)" zoning. No rezoning
application is associated with development of the site. Reducing the number of lots would not
permit the applicant to maximize the density supported by the existing zoning.

Future residents

e Some residents expressed concern related to the social demographic of the individuals
who will qualify for ownership of the homes once they are constructed.

e Some residents were unsatisfied with BC Housing’s response to questions related to
administration and sale of the homes.

e Some residents questioned the value of ownership based on the investment opportunities
associated with home ownership and cautioned that buying into a home with future sale
restrictions may not be in the individual’s long term interest.

e Concern was expressed that BC Housing could potentially enter into a long term lease to
permit an alternate organization to use the homes as a care or recovery facility.

e Concerns related to the proposed secondary suites and how rental of the units would be
regulated.

BC Housing has confirmed that their objective at this site is to introduce an affordable home
ownership opportunity for families and individuals with low to moderate incomes.”” " The
program is intended to ensure that eligible first time home buyers are able to purchase a home at
an affordable price and limit associated payments to 30% of their income. The secondary suite
may be rented by the homeowner and as a rental revenue, may permit families with a lower
income to qualify for a morigage.

In order 1o ensure the affordability of the dwellings, BC Housing will contribute the land at no
cost to the project and will provide construction financing to guarantee an gffordable purchase
price.

** Buildings must comply with specifications outlined in the Zoning Bylaw, including those provisions that
reference permitted height. Proposed height will be substantiated during the Building Permit review process and
will include analysis of finished site grade information.

*** This is defined by the Canadian Mortgage Housing Corporation (CMHC) and is a household income of slightly
below $65,000 annually.
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The homes will be maintained as an affordable housing option. BC Housing will register either
an affordable housing agreement or an alternate form of security, such as a Section 219
covenant, on the titles. Alternative forms of security could be a second moritgage for the land
component of the property that would address the difference between the market price and the
sale price. Further, BC Housing will ensure that the dwelling is required to be owner occupied.
In addition to considering the most effective means of securing the homes as affordable housing,
BC Housing is exploring means to secure the affordability of the secondary suites (Attachment
8).

Potential home owners will be pre-screened to confirm eligibility, the second component of the
process will include the application of a lottery system. BC Housing has indicated that the
surrounding community will be informed of the timeline and process through newspaper
advertisement and bulletins.

Emergency access bollards
e The bollards restricting access to the emergency access were not upright.

The emergency access is a dedicated lane and City staff has addressed the issue.

Conclusions

Staff supports the proposed variances, which would facilitate subdivision of 8180 Ash Street into
six (6) affordable single-family dwellings. The quality of the project has been improved by
amendments to the driveway design that result in improved safety and manoeuvring for the
proposed Dayton Court fronting lots. Analysis of additional information provided by the
applicant, which includes on-site parking provisions, streetscape elevations, a model rendering,
and a landscaping scheme, establish that development of the site can compliment the character of
the established neighbourhood.

U //

iana Nikolic
Planner 1I, Urban Design

DN:rg

Attachment 1: Development Permit Panel Report considered on February 6, 2011 (including
attachments)

Attachment 2: Development Application Data Sheet

Attachment 3: Updated Hammerhead Driveway Design, Shared Driveway, Increased Building
Setback, Emergency Access Realignment and Conceptual Landscaping Plan

Attachment 4: On-site Turn Around and Parking

Attachment 5: Ash Street and Dayton Court Streetscape & Model Rendering

Attachment 6: Notification Area — Includes 50 m radius plus all dwellings on Dayton Court
Attachment 7: Public Information Meeting Attendees (map)

Attachment 8: BC Housing Public Open House Synopsis & Responses

3227953



July 5, 2011 -9- DV 10-542375

The following are to be met prior to forwarding this application to Council for approval:

=  Provision of a Letter of Credit for $13,000 to ensure tree replacement at 1;1 (3500 x 26) and interruption of the
Dayton Court driveway surface with landscaping,

At future subdivision stage, the developer is required to;

o  Undertake a Capacity Analysis and enter into a standard Servicing Agreement to cxtend the existing 150mm
diameter sanitary sewer from the manhole at the northwest of the development to approximately 30 m south
within a 3 m wide right of way, and install a 150 mm sanitary sewer from a manhole in a statutory right of way
to the manhole at Dayton Court cul de sac. Associated rights-of-way will be secured at the time the subdivision
application is reviewed and will include 2 3 m wide right-of-way along Ash Street.

» Realignment of existing emergency access. Removal of the two drive aisle strips affected by the slight
realignment and introduction of a uniform hard surface for the affected portion of the emergency access, to be
undertaken through either the Servicing Agreement or a Work Order,

e Register a cross access and shared driveway agreement on title for lots fronting Dayton Court, which includes
interruption of the driveway surface with low shrubs and trees.

e Register an agreement on title to prevent construction of a dwelling on the Dayton Court fronting lots within 17
m of the lot frontage.

e  Register a Flood Indemnity Covenant on title specifying a minimum habitable elevation of 2.9 m.

Prior to future Building Permit issuance. the developer is required to complete the following:

e The applicant is required to obtain a Building Permit for any construction hoarding associated with the
proposed development. [f construction hoarding is required to temporarily occupy a street, or any part thereof,
or occupy the air space above a street or any part thereof, additional City approvals and associated fees may be
required as part of the Building Permit. For further information on the Building Permit, please contact
Building Approvals Division at 604-276-4283.

e  Submission of a construction traffic and parking management plan to the satisfaction of the City's
Transportation Division (http://www.richmond.ca/services/ttp/special.htm).

3227953



ATTACHMENT 1

REPORT CONSIDERED ON FEBRUARY 6, 2011

City of Richmond :
Planning and Development Department Development Permit Panel

To: Development Permit Panel Date: January 25, 2011

From: Brian J. Jackson, MCIP File: DV 10-542375
Director of Development

Re: Application by Provincial Rental Housing Corporation for a Development

Variance Permit at 818() Ash Street

Staff Recommendation

That a Development Permit be issued which would vary the provisions of Richmond Zoning
Bylaw 8500 to:

1. Vary the minimum lot width from 12 m to 8.3 m for proposed Lot 5; and

2. Vary the minimum lot frontage from 6 m to 0.38 m for proposed Lot 4, to 2.7 m for proposed
Lot 5 and to 0.60 m for proposed Lot 6;

to permit subdivision of 8180 Ash Street into six (6) lots zoned “Single Detached (RS1/B)” for
the purpose of developing affordable single-family dwellings.

. Jackson, MCIP
Director of Development

DN:blg
Att,

2974416



January 25, 2011 -2- DV 10-542375

Staff Report
Origin

The Provincial Rental Housing Corporation (which is BC Housing’s land holding company) has
applied to the City of Richmond for permission to:

a) Vary the minimum lot width from 12 m to 8.3 m for proposed Lot 5; and
b) Vary the minimum lot frontage from 6 m to 0.38 m for proposed Lot 4, to 2.7 m for
proposed Lot 5 and to 0.60 m for proposed Lot 6;

to permit subdivision of 8180 Ash Street into six (6) lots zoned “Single Detached (RS1/B)” for
the purpose of developing affordable single-family dwellings. The site is currently vacant and is
designated Public, Institutional and Open Space in the Ash Street Sub-Area Plan.

The proposal is not associated with a rezoning application. A Capacity Analysis and a Servicing
Agreement are required to be undertaken in association with the subdivision application (SD10-
542356).

Development Information

Please refer to the attached Development Application Data Sheet (Attachment 1) for a
comparison of the proposed development data with the relevant bylaw requirements.

Background
Development surrounding the subject site is as follows:

e To the north, single-family dwellings designated Low Density Residential in the Ash Street
Sub-Area Plan and zoned “Single Detached (RS1/B)”;

e To the east, single-family dwellings designated Low Density Residential in the Ash Street
Sub-Area Plan and zoned “Single Detached (RS1/A)”;

o To the south, an emergency access/public pathway connecting Ash Street and
Dayton Crescent and single-family dwellings designated Low Density Residential in the
Ash Street Sub-Area Plan and zoned “Single Detached (RS1/A)” and

e To the west, Ash Street and single-family dwellings designated Low Density Residential in
the Ash Street Sub-Area Plan and zoned “Single Detached (RS1/K) and (RS2/A)”.

Staff Comments

The proposal attached to this report has satisfactorily addressed the significant planning issues
identified as part of the Development Variance Permit application review process. In addition, it
complies with the intent of the applicable sections of the Official Community Plan (OCP) and,
with the exception of the zoning variances requested, is in compliance with the requirements of
the “Single Detached (RS1/B)” zone.
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January 25, 2011 -

Zoning Compliance/Variances (staff comments in bold)
The applicant requests to vary the provisions of Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 to:

1) Vary the minimum lot width from 12 m to 8.3 m for proposed Lot 5; and
2) Vary the minimum lot frontage from 6 m to 0.38 m for proposed Lot 4, to 2.7 m for
proposed Lot 5 and to 0.60 rn for proposed Lot 6;

to permit subdivision of 8180 Ash Street into six (6) lots zoned “Single Detached (RS1/B)” for
the purpose of developing affordable single-family dwelling units.

Staff support the proposed variances.

e The variances requested are associated with the geometry of the lots proposed on
Dayton Crescent. The applicant has substantiated that once the lots are created,
single-family homes can be constructed in accordance with the existing (RS1/B) zoning
(Attachment 2).

o The lots proposed on the cul-de-sac are large with narrow frontages, which restricts
the building envelop to an interior location substantially setback from the Dayton
Crescent road frontage.

e To facilitate access, the Dayton Crescent lots will share access to the street, which will
also minimize the hard surface treatment at the front of the lots.

Analysis

Conditions of Adjacency

e The applicant has submitted schematic building plans. With the exception of the requested
variances, the plans demonstrate homes can be constructed on the proposed lots in
accordance with the existing zoning. The plans include review of the building footprint,
setbacks and density achieved on-site (Attachment 2).

¢ By developing in accordance with the site’s single-family zoning, the existing character of
the neighbourhood is maintained.

Urban Design and Site Planning

e Driveways interrupted by simple landscaping treatment characterize the existing Dayton
Crescent cul-de-sac road frontage.

e A cross access and shared driveway agreement is required for the Dayton Crescent lots. The
agreement will be registered on the front 6 m (19 ft.) of the lots and will specify that the
driveway treatment is interrupted by low shrubs and trees, substantially in accordance with
Attachment 3, to facilitate a complimentary frontage treatment.

Architectural Form and Character/Landscape Design and Open Space Design

¢ Building envelope, lot coverage, and landscaping in accordance with the existing (RS1/B)
single-family zoning will preserve the character of the established single-family
neighbourhood.

Tree Preservation

e The City Tree Preservation Coordinator has reviewed an Arborist Report and associated tree
plan submitted by the applicant, which analyzes tree retention/removal on-site, and concurs
with the report’s recommendations summarized below.

2974416



January 25, 2011 -4 - DV 10-542375
# of Tree Condition Recommendation (retain/remove) Compensation
trees
6 High risk due to: Remove none
e Proximity to
targets within the Regardless of whether the project proceeds,
site or surrounding | the removal of these trees is recommended
lands;
e Pre-existing
defects
24 Non-viable due to: Remove 1:1 replacement
e Advanced health
decline; Most of these trees are Birch trees dying due
e Significant to Bronze Birch Corer infestation combined
structural defects | with aggressive historical tree topping.
2 Viable Remove 1:1 replacement

Tree location conflicts with future driveway and
service connections.

The existing grade is lower than the final grade
by approximately 1.3 m and the trees would be
unable to sustain the impacts of fill over the
root system. Installation of a tree well around
each tree is not possible as the minimum tree
protection area required (5 m) encroaches into
the building envelope and prohibits access to
the site. Further, grade transition between the
finished floor elevation and the existing grade
cannot be accommodated.

Tree replacement at a one to one ratio is required as compensation for tree removal. With the
exception of hazard trees, submission of an application to remove trees will be accepted only
in association with a Building Permit application.

Affordable Housing

Although a rezoning application is not associated with the development proposal, the
Provincial Rental Housing Corporation (which is BC Housing’s land holding company)
proposes to contribute to the supply of affordable housing within the City. The proposal is
consistent with BC Housing’s mandate to assist British Columbians in need of affordable and
appropriate housing, which ranges from emergency shelter and housing for the homeless
through to affordable rental housing and home ownership.

BC Housing’s objective is to introduce an affordable home ownership opportunity for
families and individuals with low to moderate incomes.” The program is intended to ensure
that eligible households are able to purchase a home at an affordable price and limit
associated payments to 30% of their income. In addition, homes are intended to include a
secondary suite that could financially assist the owner.

BC Housing will contribute the land at no cost to the project and will provide construction
financing to ensure an affordable purchase price. The homes will be maintained as an
affordable housing option. BC Housing will register either an affordable housing agreement
or an alternate form of security on the title (Attachment 4).

" Canadian Mortgage Housing Corporation (CMHC) defines low to moderate household income as $61,233 per

annum.
2974416
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Subdivision

e At the future subdivision stage, the applicant is required to undertake a Capacity Analysis
and enter into a standard Servicing Agreement. Associated additional rights-of-way will be
secured at the time the subdivision application is reviewed and will include a 3 m wide
right-of- way along Ash Street to accommodate the sanitary sewer. The applicant has been
advised that no additional utilities can be accommodated within the southern adjacent
emergency access/public pathway.

e In association with the subdivision, a cross access and shared driveway agreement with
landscaping details is required to be registered on the front 6 m (19 ft) of the lots on Dayton
Crescent.

Conclusions

Staff supports the proposed variances, which would facilitate subdivision of 8180 Ash Street into
six (6) affordable single-family dwellings. The applicant has satisfactorily demonstrated that the
lots can be developed in a manner that is complimentary to the existing single-family
neighbourhood. ’

— i gt L fﬁfﬁ'f
iana Nikolic, MCIP
Planner II (Urban Design)

DN:blg

Attachment 1: Development Data Sheet

Attachment 2: Schematic Single-Family House Plans

Attachment 3: Cross Access and Shared Driveway Agreement and Landscaping
Attachment 4: BC Housing Rationale for Development Proposal

At future subdivision stage, the developer is required to:

e  Undertake a Capacity Analysis and enter into a standard Servicing Agreement. Associated rights-of-way will
be secured at the time the subdivision application is reviewed and will include a 3 m wide right-of-way along
Ash Street.

e Register a cross access and shared driveway agreement on title for lots fronting Dayton Crescent, which
includes interruption of the driveway surface with low shrubs and trees.

e Register a Flood Indemnity Covenant on title specifying a minimum habitable elevation of 2.9 m.

Prior to future Building Permit issuance, the developer is required to complete the following:

e  The applicant is required to obtain a Building Permit for any construction hoarding associated with the
proposed development. If construction hoarding is required to temporarily occupy a street, or any part thereof,
or occupy the air space above a street or any part thereof, additional City approvals and associated fees may be
required as part of the Building Permit. For further information on the Building Permit, please contact
Building Approvals Division at 604-276-4285.

e Submission of a construction traffic and parking management plan to the satisfaction of the City's
Transportation Division J//www.richmond.ca/services/ttp/special.htm).
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City of Richmond
6911 No. 3 Road
Richmond, BC V&Y 2CI
www.richmond.ca
604-276-4000

Development Application
Data Sheet

Development Applications Division

Attachment 1
of Attachment 1 (February 6,2011)

DV 10-542375

Address: 8180 Ash Street -
Provincial Rental Housing

Applicant: _Provincial Rental Housing Corporation Owner: Corporation
Planning Area(s): Ash Street Sub-area Plan

i Existing | Proposed
Site Area: 2329 m? 2329 m?
Land Uses: vacant 6 single-family dwelling units
OCP Designation: Neighbourhood Residential Neighbourhood Residential

Area Plan Designation

Public, Institutional & Open Space

Public, Institutional & Open

Space
Zoning: Single Detached (RS1/B) Single Detached (RS1/B)
Number of Units: B 6
Requirement | Proposed | Variance
Floor Area Ratio: 0.55 0.48-0.55 none permitted
Lot Coverage: Max. 45% 26-33%
Setback - Front Yard: Min. 6 m >6m
Setback - Interior Side Yard: Min. 1.2 m 1.2m
Setback - Rear Yard: Min.6m 6m

2 /2 storeys not
exceeding the residential

Height (m): vertical lotwicth and In accordance with bylaw
depth envelope
Lot Size: 360 m? 361 m*—450 m?
: Variance

L?_tol f (; %g %nm requested for

Frontage 6m Lot 5 27 m proposed Lots 4-
Lot 6: 0.6 m 6

ey | vues

Width 12m Lot 5: 8.35 m requested for

proposed Lot 5

Lot 6: 12.02 m

2974416
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ATTACHMENT 4
of Attachment 1 (February 6, 2011)

===
ﬁ@ﬂ 1707 - 4355 Kingsway
Burnaby, BC VSH 4v8

BC Housing Tel 604-433-1711
> Fax 604-439-4722

www.bchousing.org
October 28, 2010

Diana Nicolic, Planner ||
City of Richmond
6911 No 3 Road,
Richmond, BC V&Y 2C1

Re:  Development Permit Application with respect to property located at 8180 Ash Street
File # DV 10-542375

Dear Diana,

Pursuant to your list of staff comments regarding our development variance permit, please find below
comments specifically related to the affordability of the project and the rationale for the subdivision of the
site into six lots versus five lots. All other comments should have been responded to by our consultants,

Affordability of the units:

The goal of the development on Ash Street is to create an affordable homeownership opportunity for
families and individuals with low to moderate incomes.

The target population would be first time home owners with @ maximum income level of $61,223. This
income level is defined by CMHC as low to moderate. The program would ensure that eligible households
could purchase a home at affordable prices and be able to debt service the property within 30% of their
income. In addition, each house will includi a secondary suites could be rented by the homeowner to help
with their mortgage payments.

As families and individuals move on, the units would be maintained as affordable units, through an
affordable housing agreement or other form of security on the title, so that new families or individuals would
be able to become homeowners.

The purchase price of the homes will be affordable for several reasons. BC Housing will contribute the land
at no cost to the project and will also provide the construction financing required to develop the project. BC
“Housing's interim construction lending rates are highly competitive and contribute to the feasibility of the
project. The value of these contributions would be reflected in a reduced purchase price for the houses.

Options for securing BC Housing's contributions include an affordable housing agreement and/or a S219
covenant on title to ensure that the affordable housing units stay affordable and restricted to those
households that are eligible based on income. Altemative forms of security could be a second mortgage
for land component of the property, that would cover the difference between the market price and the sale
price to the affordable home owner, which should be significantly less. These options are still being

explored.

British Columbia Housing Management Commission @



6 lots versus 5 lots:

The costs of the development include both soft and hard costs. The incremental difference between five
and six lots for soft costs such as municipal site servicing, development cost charges, building permit fees
and consultant fees will be relatively minor.

While the incremental difference for the cost of construction would be greater, there would be some
construction costs that would be the same regardless of the additional lot including the general
requirements of the contractor. These costs would account for approximately 10 — 15% of the overall

construction costs.

With the additional lot, all of these costs both soft and hard will be shared across six lots, ultimately
reflected in a lower purchase price for the affordable home buyer.

While the land costs are not paid by the affordable home buyer, the land was purchased by BC Housing
who has a mandate to provide housing to those in greatest need. BC Housing must ensure maximum
benefit of this asset is achieved. By creating an additional lot, more low to moderate families in Richmond

will have the opportunity to afford a home.

Affordable home ownership as proposed by BC Housing for the Ash Street site is a component of
Richmond's Affordable Housing Strategy and therefore is consistent with the affordable housing goals of

the city.

Please don't hesitate to contact me should you require any additional details regarding this important new
development for the Richmond community.

Yours sincerely,

Naomi Brunemeyer

Manager, Regional Development
604.456.8849



City of Richmond
6911 No. 3 Road
Richmond, BC V6Y 2CI
www.richmond.ca
604-276-4000

Development Application
Data Sheet

Development Applications Division

DV 10-542375 Attachment 2

Address: 8180 Ash Street

Provincial Rental Housing

Applicant: _Provincial Rental Housing Corporation Owner: Corporation

Planning Area(s): Ash Street Sub-area Plan

| Existing | Proposed
Site Area: 2329 m® 2329 m”
Land Uses: vacant 6 single-family dwelling units
OCP Designation: Neighbourhood Residential Neighbourhood Residential
Area Plan Designation Public, Institutional & Open Space g;gg‘; Instiutional i Opan

Zoning: Single Detached (RS1/B) Single Detached (RS1/B)
Number of Units: - 6

On Future Subdivided Lots | RS1-B Requirement Proposed Variance
Floor Area Ratio: 0.55 0.48-0.55 none permitted
Lot Coverage: Max. 45% 26-33%

Setback — Front Yard: Min. 6 m >6m

Setback — Interior Side Yard: Min. 1.2 m 1.2m

Setback — Rear Yard: Min. 6 m 6m

2 Y storeys not
exceeding the residential

Height (m): veitical lot width and In accordance with bylaw
depth envelope
Lot Size: 360 m? 361 m?—450 m?
. Variance
LoLto‘l j’ 3 23§ ?nm requested for
Frontage 6m Lot 5 2_7 4 proposed Lots 4-
Lot 6: 0.6 m 9
Width 12'm Tote 221 m i 8
Lot 5:8.35m q

Lot 6: 12.02 m proposed Lot 5

3227953
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KEY PLAN

VIEW B

Building height must comply with the Zoning Bylaw. Finished site grade information is required for

review at the Building Permit stage

8180 ASH ST.
RICHMOND, BC
FOR

BCHMC

ARCHITECT (RETIRED):
JULIO GOMBERDFF

ASH ST.
STREETSCAPE

A mT
neur s
] »an

wyoeny

]



KEY PLAN

VIEW A - DAYTON STREETSCAPE

VIEW B

Building height must comply with the Zoning Bylaw. Finished site grade information is required for

review at the Building Permit stage
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DV 10-542375

EXTENDED NOTIFICATION AREA
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ACHMENT 8
BC HOUSING PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE SYNOPSIS & RESPONSE b

Open House for 8180 Ash Street Report
Date of Event: June 21, 2011

Format:
e Panel boards describing proposal, neighbourhood context, Dayton Court access and unit
layouts
e Representatives from the City of Richmond and BC Housing were in attendance, as well
as the consultant team responsible for the design
e |nvites were hand delivered (as a result of the Canada Post lockout) to addresses
provided by the City of Richmond’s planning department

Attendance:

e 33 people signed in at the Open House (sign in sheet attached)

e BC Housing staff walked around to ensure that all present signed in to get an
appropriate estimate of the attendance

e Our staff indicated that only one person was unwilling to sign in

s BC Housing received 6 comment forms at the event (two were from the same family)
(attached)

= Many people took extra copies of the Open House form (to share with neighbours or to
fill out later) and many people took business cards from representatives from BCH and
COR

e Eight emails were received from other residents after the Open House directly
(attached)

Areas of General Feedback:

Land use issues/Future Home Buyers

e Site not being suitable for “affordable housing”

e Residents not wanting mix of income in their neighbourhood

e Concerns about who the future home buyers would be

e Concerns about who the future tenants would be and why the owner can secure rental
revenue

s Process for choosing the future home buyers, how the community would be informed
and process for ensuring that the units are owner occupied

BC Housing Response

The proposal that BC Housing is submitting to the City of Richmond is for single family homes
and does not require a rezoning. The decision before the Development Permit Panel is to allow
for additional lots by granting a variance on the reduced frontage and width on three lots with
access on Dayton Court in the proposed subdivision.

BC Housing is proposing single family homes for low to moderate income househalds. This is
defined by CMHC and is a household income of slightly below $65,000 annually. Potential
purchasers would need to qualify for an external mortgage similar to any other purchaser in the
neighbourhood. Census data reveal that average household incomes in the City rose from
560,724 in 2001 to $67,440 in 2006, During the same period, median household incomes



increased from $50,060 to $53,489. These statistics indicate that there qualified purchasers
would be below and above the median income and therefore representative of the diversity of
incomes within Richmond.

The goal of the proposed project is to assist first time home buyers of low to moderate income
to purchase a home. The program would ensure that eligible households could purchase a home
at affordable prices and be able to debt service the property within 30% of their income. In
addition, the secondary suites could be rented buy the homeowner to help with their

mortgage payments, The rental revenue through the suites would allow family households with
lower income to qualify for a mortgage.

As families and individuals move on, the units would be maintained as affordable units, through
an affordable housing agreement or other form of security, so that new families or individuals
would be able to become homeowners. The resale of the affordable homes will be monitored by
BC Housing who has experience overseeing this process on another affordable home ownership
project.

Options for securing BC Housing's contributions include an affordable housing agreement
and/or a S219 covenant on title to ensure that the affordable housing units stay affordable and
restricted to those households that are eligible based on income. Alternative forms of security
could be a second mortgage for lancl component of the property that would cover the
difference between the market price and the sale price to the affordable home owner, which
should be significantly less. BC Housing would ensure that the security on title would require
the unit to be owner occupied.

The secondary suites are critical to the project in many ways. Not only do the secondary suites
allow lower income families to qualify for the purchase of the homes, it also creates six
additional affordable rental suites in the City of Richmond. The creation of additional affordable
rental units in Richmond was a priority of the City of Richmond as well. Any of the surrounding
neighbours are also allowed to rent out secondary suites according to municipal bylaws. As the
affordable homes will be owner occupied, the secondary suite tenant selection process will be
of most importance to the family living there. There is a one bedroom suite only included in the
homes that would suitable for a couple or single only.

An important point was raised at the Open House about ensuring the affordability of the rental
suites. BC Housing will work with the City of Richmond on a mechanism to secure their
affordability.

The selection process for the potential purchasers will be an open and transparent process. The
surrounding community will be informed through newspaper ads and bulletins as to the
timeline and process. Potential purchasers will be pre-screened for their eligibility and then a
lottery system will apply. BC Housing is open to feedback on the best mechanism to
communicate our progress on this exciting endeavour.

Parking/Increased Traffic
e Not enough parking allocated for the new lots
e Parking being used as storage as opposed to parking
e Parking will occur on Dayton Court



e |Increased traffic on Dayton Ct
e Concerns about children playing in Dayton Ct

BC Housing Response

BC Housing has worked with the City of Richmond’s Transportation, Engineering and Planning
department to ensure that the design for the access to Dayton Court and the parking allocations
meet municipal requirements. Each lot is supplied with four parking stalls. This would allow for
both the household and the rental suite to have two cars each. This exceeds municipal
requirements for parking.

It is important to remember that the goal of home ownership is to allow first time home buyers
of low to moderate income to purchiase a home. In addition, the secondary suite is intended to
be rented at affordable rental rate. The likelihood that these two occupants will both have two
vehicles is low.

In addition, there is adequate storage in the suite and the homes and the size of the garage
allows for some storage.

The design of the access point to Dayton Court was created in consultation with the
Transportation Department at the City of Richmond. A traffic study was not deemed a
requirement. In addition, the design allows for cars to turn around and proceed forwards into
Dayton Court.

The affordable homes are intended for families. These families will also have children playing in
Dayton Court. The future residents will become members of the community and therefore will
have the same concerns around the safety of the children playing in Dayton Court as those who
live in the community at present. There are vehicles that access Dayton Court now and do some
in a safe manner. This will be maintained with the addition of three houses onto Dayton Court.

Number of proposed lots in subdivision
e Less lots (5 and 4) might be acceptable

BC Housing Response

The goal of project is to create afforcable home ownership opportunities and therefore the
costs associated with their construction are critical to their affordability. The costs of the
development include both soft and hard costs. These include municipal fees, consultant fees,
site servicing, financing costs, and construction costs. All of these costs both soft and hard will
be shared across six lots, ultimately reflected in a lower purchase price for each of hames
passed on to the affordable home buyer.

While the land costs are not paid by the affordable home buyer, the land was purchased by BC
Housing who has a mandate to provide housing to those in greatest need. BC Housing must
ensure maximum benefit of this assett is achieved. By creating additional lots, more low to
moderate families in Richmond will have the opportunity to afford a home.

Affordable home ownership as proposed by BC Housing for the Ash Street site is a component of
Richmond's Affordable Housing Strategy and therefore is consistent with the affordable housing
goals of the city.



Height and Look of the New Houses
» Houses should be the same height as previous houses built
e Proposed finishing/quality of the houses

BC Housing Response

BC Housing has worked on the design with Planning Department of the City of Richmond and is
within the allowable height for the existing zoning of the site. The current houses in the
neighbourhood if constructed now would also be able to qualify for the same height.

The height differential is minimal and not across the entire elevation of the roof. The two and a
half storey construction is a result of the accommodation of the secondary suite. The current
schematic representation is for the purposes of the development permit panel submission to
show the footprint of the proposed houses on the subdivided lots. This is not a final design.

BC Housing will work with Planning Department and their chosen architect and contractor to
ensure that the proposed height and finishing of the houses fits into the neighbourhood context
and meets municipal requirements.

Open House Format
e Notification process/Open House format/Details available at this time

BC Housing Response

BC Housing was asked by the City of Richmond to host an Open House whose purpose was to
address concerns with the reduced frontage and width on three lots with access on Dayton
Court in the proposed subdivision. BC Housing requires the variance for the subdivision to
proceed before more detailed work will be done on the proposed project. BC Housing is
committed to keeping the community informed of our progress on the project.

The Open House notification process was provided by the City of Richmond under the
requirements according to the Local Government Act. BC Housing was required to hand deliver
the notification letter (as a result of the Canada Post lockout) to addresses provided by the City
of Richmond. BC Housing used an external company to deliver the letters who had no
knowledge of the content of the delivery.

Future of the Site/Next Steps
e What happens if it doesn’t work and there is no uptake in the market? What will BCH do
with the site?

BC Housing Response

BC Housing has confidence that there will be significant interest in the proposed project. The
Remy project in Richmond contained 37 affordable home ownership opportunities (condo units)
financed by BC Housing and was almost completely sold out while under construction.

Should the proposed project not praceed, BC Housing will review the future of the site at that
time.

BC Housing will be submitting their revised proposal to the Development Permit Panel for a
decision in July, 2011. Pending a successful outcome, BC Housing will secure a contractor to



proceed with more detailed designs. BC Housing is committed to keeping the community
updated on the progress of the project.



Clty of Richmond Development Variance Permit
Planning and Development Department

No. DV 10-542375

To the Holder: PROVINCIAL RENTAL HOUSING CORPORATION
Property Address: 8180 ASH STREET
Address: 1701 — 4555 KINGSWAY

BURNABY, BC V5H 478

1. This Development Variance Permit is issued subject to compliance with all of the Bylaws of
the City applicable thereto, except as specifically varied by this Permit.

2. This Development Variance Permit applies to and only to those lands shown cross-hatched
on the attached Schedule "A" and any and all buildings, structures and other development
thereon.

3. The "Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500" is hereby varied as follows:
a) Vary the minimum lot width from 12 m to 8.3 m for proposed Lot 5; and

b) Vary the minimum lot frontage from 6 m to 0.38 m for proposed Lot 4, to 2.7 m for
proposed Lot 5 and to 0.60) m for proposed Lot 6.

4. The lot dimensions and driveway access shall be in accordance with Plans 1 and 2 attached
hereto.

5. 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.

6. If the Holder does not commence the construction permitted by this Permit within 24 months
of the date of this Permit, this Permit shall lapse.

This Permit is not a Building Permit.

AUTHORIZING RESOLUTION NO. ISSUED BY THE COUNCIL THE
DAY OF
DELIVERED THIS DAY OF

MAYOR

3227953
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