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sa84% Richmond Agenda

Parks, Recreation and Cultural Services Committee

Anderson Room, City Hall
6911 No. 3 Road

Wednesday, May 25, 2016
4:00 p.m.

Pg. # ITEM

MINUTES

PRCS-4 Motion to adopt the minutes of the meeting of the Parks, Recreation and
Cultural Services Committee held on April 26, 2016.

NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE

June 28, 2016, (tentative date) at 4:00 p.m. in the Anderson Room

COMMUNITY SERVICES DIVISION

1. SHARING FARM COMMUNITY ART PROJECT
(File Ref. No. 11-7000-09-20-131) (REDMS No. 5001989 v. 3)

PRCS-10 See Page PRCS-10 for full report

Designated Speakers: Liesl Jauk and Elisa Yon

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

That the concept proposal for the Sharing Farm Community Public Art
Project by artist Blake Williams as presented in the staff report from the
Director, Arts, Culture and Heritage Services dated May 4, 2016, be
endorsed.
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Parks, Recreation and Cultural Services Committee Agenda — Wednesday, May 25,

2016

Pg. #

PRCS-30

PRCS-41

5006465

ITEM

RICHMOND SPORTS WALL OF FAME NOMINATING

COMMITTEE ADDITIONAL CATEGORY REQUEST
(File Ref. No. 11-7000-10-01) (REDMS No. 5003542 v. 6)

See Page PRCS-30 for full report

Designated Speaker: Gregg Wheeler

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

(1) That the Richmond Sports Wall of Fame Selection Criteria be
amended as described in Attachment 2 of the staff report titled,
“Richmond Sports Wall of Fame Nominating Committee Additional
Category Request,” dated May 6, 2016, from the Senior Manager,
Recreation and Sport Services; and

(2) That the Richmond Sports Wall of Fame Policy 8711 be amended to
include the category “Masters Athlete” as identified in Attachment 4
of the staff report titled, “Richmond Sports Wall of Fame Nominating
Committee Additional Category Request,” dated May 6, 2016, from
the Senior Manager, Recreation and Sport Services.

SUSTAINABLE FOOD SERVICE AT CITY FACILITIES AND

EVENTS
(File Ref. No. 11-7000-01) (REDMS No. 4680744 v. 10)

See Page PRCS-41 for full report

Designated Speaker: Mike Redpath

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

That the Sustainable Food Service Quick Guide, provided as Attachment 1,
as detailed in the staff report titled “Sustainable Food Service at City
Facilities and Events,” dated May 3, 2016, from the Senior Manager, Parks,
be endorsed as a tool to promote the use of sustainable food service items in
City facilities and on City-owned land.
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Parks, Recreation and Cultural Services Committee Agenda — Wednesday, May 25,

2016

Pg. #

PRCS-71

5006465

ITEM

PARTICIPATION IN THE 11TH CHINA (ZHENGZHOU)

INTERNATIONAL GARDEN EXPO
(File Ref. No. 06-2345-00) (REDMS No. 5009414 v. 3)

See Page PRCS-71 for full report

Designated Speaker: Mike Redpath

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

That the City of Richmond participate in the 11th China (Zhengzhou)
International Garden Expo and Park Design exchange with the City of
Zhengzhou, China as detailed in the staff report titled, “Participation in the
11th China (Zhengzhou) International Garden Expo,” dated May 18, 2016,
from the Senior Manager, Parks.

COMMITTEE STANDING ITEM

Garden City Lands

MANAGER’S REPORT

ADJOURNMENT
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Parks, Recreation and Cultural Services Committee

Date: Tuesday, April 26,2016

Place: Anderson Room
Richmond City Hall

Present: Councillor Harold Steves, Chair
Councillor Ken Johnston
Councillor Carol Day
Councillor Bill McNulty
Councillor Linda Mc¢Phail

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 Parks, Recreation and Cultural
Services Committee held on March 30, 2016, be adopted as circulated.

CARRIED

NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE

May 25, 2016, (tentative date) at 4:00 p.m. in the Anderson Room

COMMUNITY SERVICES DIVISION

1. AM-PRI DEVELOPMENTS (2012) LTD. TRANSFER OF

OWNERSHIP OF PUBLIC ART
(File Ref. No. 11-7000-09-20-189) (REDMS No. 4961697 v. 2)

Discussion ensued with respect to the dimensions of the art piece and
opportunities to work with partners such as Emily Carr University on future
art projects.
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Parks, Recreation & Cultural Services Committee
Tuesday, April 26, 2016

It was moved and seconded

That the transfer of ownership of public art by Am-Pri Developments (2012)
Ltd. to the City of Richmond, as presented in the report from the Director,
Arts, Culture and Heritage Services, titled “Am-Pri Developments (2012)
Ltd. Transfer of Ownership of Public Art”, dated March 29, 2016, be
approved.

CARRIED

RICHMOND PUBLIC ART PROGRAM 2015 ANNUAL REPORT AND

PUBLIC ART ADVISORY COMMITTEE 2016 WORK PLAN
(File Ref. No. 01-0100-30-RPAR1-01) (REDMS No. 4968335 v. 3)

Eric Fiss, Public Art Planner, offered comments on the Richmond Public Art
Program 2015 Annual Report and Public Art Advisory Committee 2016 Work
Plan, noting that (i) the City supports local artists and advertises art
opportunities locally, (ii) the Art Program provides learning opportunities for
students, and (iii) art acquired internationally may not provide the best value
in some cases due to factors such as the low Canadian Dollar.

Discussion ensued with respect to the successful PechaKucha night and Mr.
Fiss added that bus tours of new artwork in the city took place during Culture
Days in 2015 and that Council is invited to attend an upcoming bus tour
scheduled in June 2016 for the Richmond Public Art Advisory Committee.

In reply to queries from Committee, Jane Fernyhough, Director, Arts, Culture
and Heritage Services, and Mr. Fiss, noted that the Richmond Public Art
Advisory Committee (RPAAC) is appointed by Council and has a Terms of
Reference approved by Council.

Discussion took place regarding Council’s input on public art contributions
and Mr. Fiss noted that: (i) developer public art contributions are optional and
applicants are encouraged to develop art instead of a cash contribution, (ii) the
applicant’s proposed public art plan typically accompanies the Development
Permit application for Council approval, and (iii) staff can review inclusion of
all proposed public art plans in the Development Permit application process.

In reply to queries from Committee, Cathryn Volkering Carlile, General
Manager, Community Services advised that developer public art contributions
are voluntary and that staff are responding to a referral to review community
amenity contributions.

Discussion then took place regarding the placement of developer public art
contributions on City property.
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Parks, Recreation & Cultural Services Committee
Tuesday, April 26, 2016

It was moved and seconded

That the Richmond Public Art Advisory Committee 2016 Work Plan, as
presented in the report titled, “Richmond Public Art Program 2015 Annual
Report and Public Art Advisory Committee 2016 Work Plan,” from the
Director, Arts, Culture and Heritage Services, dated April 7, 2016, be
approved,

CARRIED

Discussion ensued with regard to the suitability of Richmond-themed art on
City spaces.

As aresult of the discussion, the following referral motion was introduced:

It was moved and seconded

That staff review the City’s Public Art Policy regarding developer voluntary
public art contributions and the City’s approval process for developer
voluntary public art contributions on private property and report back.

CARRIED

CULTURAL FOCUS FOR EVENTS AND ACTIVITIES
(File Ref. No. 11-7000-01) (REDMS No. 4928726 v. 5)

Ms. Fernyhough commented on the Cultural Focus for Events and Activities,
noting that City approved community events may receive City support, and
the majority of community events are privately organized and funded.

It was moved and seconded

That the report titled “Cultural Focus for Events and Activities” dated
April 7, 2016 from the Director, Arts, Culture and Heritage Services, be
received for information.

CARRIED

RECREATION FEE SUBSIDY PROGRAM REVIEW
(File Ref. No. 07-3000-01) (REDMS No. 4971157 v. 8)

Kim Somerville, Manager, Community Social Develop, and Sean Davies,
Coordinator - Special Needs, reviewed the Recreation Fee Subsidy Program
Review, noting that the Program will be centrally administered in City Hall
and the application process would verify eligibility.

It was moved and seconded

(1)  That the proposed Guiding Principles for the Recreation Fee Subsidy
Program as described in the staff report titled, “Recreation Fee
Subsidy Program Review,” dated April 4, 2016 from the General
Manager, Community Services be approved;
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Parks, Recreation & Cultural Services Committee
Tuesday, April 26, 2016

(2)  That staff be authorized to consult with the City’s Community
Partners on the findings and proposed options developed from the
Recreation Fee Subsidy Program Review; and

(3)  That, following consultation with Community Partners, a Draft
Recreation Fee Subsidy Program Update including a proposed
Sunding strategy be brought back to Council for consideration.

CARRIED

COMMITTEE STANDING ITEM

Garden City Lands

Jamie FEsko, Manager, Park Planning and Design, and Kevin Connery,
Research Planner 2, provided a revised schedule (attached to and forming part
of these minutes as Schedule 1) and updated Committee on the Garden City
Lands project, noting that (i) the Water Management Study is in the final
stages and preliminary results are being utilized, (ii) the water systems
between the bog and agricultural component can be separated, (iii)
community consultation on the perimeter trail is on-going, (iv) the permeable
dike bisecting the site will have a straighter alignment, and (v) drainage
capacity has been added by the expansion of the pond area.

Discussion ensued with regard to (i) community consultation on the cycling
and pedestrian trail design, (ii) capturing rain water from adjacent sites, (iii)
water storage and drainage on the site, (iv) options to treat and cover ditches
to gain additional area, and (v) the progression of the site’s design and
information available to the public.

In reply to queries from Committee regarding the flex fields, Ms. Esko and
Mr. Connery noted that the flex fields were open meadow spaces and
descriptors of the site features are available to the public.

Jim Wright, representing the Garden City Conservation Society, offered
comments on the Garden City Lands and expressed concern with respect to (i)
the public consultation process and survey, (ii) utilizing Agricultural Land
Reserve principles, and (iii) trail design and park accessibility.

Discussion ensued with regard to the consultation process and survey and
staff were requested to provide Committee with a copy of the survey.

Cllr. McNulty lefi the meeting (5:02 p.m.) and did not return.

Discussion then ensued with regard to park accessibility and materials that
would be suitable for the site’s trail system.
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Parks, Recreation & Cultural Services Committee

Tuesday, April 26, 2016

MANAGER’S REPORT

(i)  Steveston Outdoor Pool Repairs

John Woolgar, Manager, Aquatic and Arena Services, updated Committee on
the repairs to the Steveston Outdoor Pool, noting that the Kigoos Swim Club
is being accommodated at other facilities and staff are reviewing repair
options.

In reply to queries from Committee, John Irving, Director, Engineering, noted
that the City has a maintenance budget that can be utilized for the repairs.

(i)  Richmond Ice Centre Mould

In reply to queries from Committee, Mr. Irving noted that the arena has the
potential for mould and the City performs annual washing and periodic air
quality tests in the facility to manage potential mould issues.

ADJOURNMENT

It was moved and seconded
That the meeting adjourn (5:11 p.m.).

CARRIED

Certified a true and correct copy of the
Minutes of the meeting of the Parks,
Recreation and  Cultural Services
Committee of the Council of the City of
Richmond held on Tuesday, April 26,
2016.

Councillor Harold Steves Evangel Biason

Chair

Legislative Services Coordinator
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Report to Committee

» Richmond
To: Parks, Recreation and Cultural Services Date: May 4, 2016
Committee
From: Jane Fernyhough File:  11-7000-09-20-131/Vol
Director, Arts, Culture and Heritage Services 01
Re; Sharing Farm Community Public Art Project

Staff Recommendation

That the concept proposal for the Sharing Farm Community Public Art Project by artist Blake
Williams as presented in the staff report from the Director, Arts, Culture and Heritage Services
dated May 4, 2016, be endorsed.

Director, Arts, Culture and Heritage Services
(604-276-4288)

Att. 2

REPORT CONCURRENCE
ROUTED To: CONCURRENCE !
Budgets IZI/
Parks Planning EI/
Project Development IZl/ ~
REVIEWED BY STAFF REPORT / INITIALS:
AGENDA REVIEW SUBCOMMITTEE

) ~—_.7 7

5001989 . PRCS - 10 -




May 4, 2016 -2-

Staff Report
Origin

Through the arts, a community can explore ideas, issues and concerns, voice community identity,
express historical and cultural spirit, and create dialogue. The City’s Community Public Art
Program creates opportunities for collaborative art projects between community groups and
professional artists of all disciplines. Working with a professional artist, the community group is
involved in all stages of planning and commissioning of a public art project.

This report brings forward for consideration the concept proposal jointly developed by The
Sharing Farm Society and the artist Blake Williams.

This report supports Council’s 2014-2018 Term Goal #2: A Vibrant, Active and Connected City:

Continue the development and implementation of an excellent and accessible system of
programs, services, and public spaces that reflect Richmond’s demographics, rich
heritage, diverse needs, and unique opportunities, and that facilitate active, caring, and
connected communities.

2.4.  Vibrant arts, culture and heritage opportunities.
Analysis

Backaround

The Sharing Farm community public art project originated in 2011, as one of three community
groups selected for public art projects that year. The project was proposed by The Sharing Farm
Society under the guidance of founding member Mary Gazetas. Due to Mary’s untimely passing
in 2012, this project was postponed to give the Sharing Farm Society Board time to re-examine
the scope of the project.

In consultation with staff, the Board recommended that the Terra Nova Rural Park Sharing Farm
replacement barn would be an appropriate location for the public art project. City staff, working
with The Sharing Farm and the barn design team supported this direction and developed an
Artist Call for this opportunity.

The barn, currently under construction in Terra Nova Rural Park, has subsequently been named
Mary’s Barn in honour of Mary Gazetas in recognition of her work with the Sharing Farm
Society and distribution of fresh fruits and vegetables to the Richmond Food Bank.

Terms of Reference — Community Public Art Selection Process

In March 2016, a request for proposals was issued to artists residing in British Columbia
(Attachment 1). Artists were encouraged to consider and respond to Richmond’s agricultural
heritage as an important part of the City’s history. The artwork should reflect Richmond’s
agricultural heritage and the Sharing Farm’s motto, “We grow Food. We grow Farmers. We
grow Community.” An artist orientation was held at the site on March 17, 2016.
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May 4, 2016 -3-

The selection panel met on April 14, 2016 to review all of the artist submissions and recommend
a shortlist of three artists to develop concept proposals for presentation to the selection panel.
The selection panel included the following voting members:

e James Gates, Executive Director, The Sharing Farm Society
e Mary Ann Lui, Artist
e Greg Andrews, Architect for Mary’s Barn

Panel advisors included City staff from Parks Services and the Public Art Program as well as a
Board Member from the Sharing Farm Society.

A second selection panel meeting was held on April 28, 2016 to interview the shortlisted artists.
Artists were evaluated on the basis of artistic merit of past work, appropriateness to the goals of
the Program including past work with community groups, artist qualifications, and the artistic
merit and technical feasibility of their proposal. The panel recommended Vancouver-based artist
Blake Williams for this project.

The artist concept proposal was presented to the Richmond Public Art Advisory Committee
(RPAAC) on May 10, 2016. RPAAC endorsed the artist concept and recommended that the artist
continue to develop the artwork with the Sharing Farm community to ensure the symbolic
meaning and integrity of the piece reflects the overarching values and goals of the Sharing Farm.
RPAAC also recommends that the artist takes care to remove and/or dull all sharp edges in the
work to ensure public safety.

Recommended Public Art Project

The proposed project is to be located on two wall areas on the north side of the barn, facing the
Healing Garden. The artwork will be partially protected from the elements by a 12-foot deep
porch roof.

The artist describes the proposal as follows:

“To celebrate Richmond’s rich agricultural heritage [ would create two large — 5 fi. x
6 ft. — assemblages for the exterior wall of “Mary’s Barn.” They would be
constructed from a variety of rusted, well used found materials symbolic of
Richmond’s farming history. To deal with safety concerns each sharp edge would be
dulled and points flattened.”

Further information about the proposed art project, the artists’ resume, and examples of the
artist’s previous public art projects is provided in Attachment 2 to this report.

Next Steps

A technical review and coordination phase with the artist, design consultants and City staff will
be included with the design development phase of the artwork to address structural, safety or
maintenance concerns and to review construction coordination and implementation budgets.
Prior to approval for the fabrication and installation of the artwork, the artist will be required to
provide sealed drawings prepared by a structural engineer to certify the structural integrity of the
work and to specify the structural attachment to the building.
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May 4, 2016 -4 -

Financial Impact

The Public Art Program has allocated $15,000 for this community public art project from
existing funds in the approved 2015 Public Art Capital Project. Any repairs or maintenance
associated with the artwork will be the responsibility of the Public Art Program.

Conclusion

Richmond’s Community Public Art Program creates opportunities for collaborative public art
projects between Richmond community groups and artists of all disciplines. The program is
based on the belief that through the arts, communities can explore issues, ideas and concerns,
voice community identity, express cultural spirit and create dialogue.

The Sharing Farm community public art project outlined in this report embraces and explores
this community’s ideals. This project will celebrate Richmond’s rich agricultural heritage and
acknowledge the importance of community volunteerism.

If endorsed, the project will move into the design and fabrication phase, with implementation
scheduled to be completed by late 2016.

FEric Fiss

Public Art Planner
(604-247-4612)

Att. 1: Call to Artists
2: Concept proposal, artist’s resume and examples of past projects
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Attachment 2

Concept Proposal

As an artist working the public realm | believe in the potential of public art to contribute to
a greater sense of place, while adding vibrancy and identifiable landmarks. Projects that
invest in fostering and inspiring pride in one’s city or community are opportunities to use
art as a vehicle to celebrate, reflect and explore. | believe successful communities are built
on a sense of ownership and belonging. We need to feel that we are reflected and
acknowledged.

Public art at the Farm Sharing Project can become a meeting place where visitors pause
and create opportunities for discussion and interaction; where reflection on place,
neighbourhood and community is enhanced.

I'm particularly interested in this project as it is based on The Sharing Farm’s visionary
approach to food production and distribution. While it honours the history and legacy of
agriculture in Richmond it also puts into practice the healing potential of horticultural
therapy. | believe it is a good fit for me because I’'ve worked on numerous projects that are
community based and which engaged a varied, committed group of local citizens.

To celebrate Richmond’s rich agricultural heritage | would create two large -5’ x 6’ -
assemblages for the exterior wall of “Mary’s Barn”. They would be constructed from a variety
of rusted, well used found materials symbolic of Richmond’s farming history. The illustration
on the following page illustrates some of the objects that would make up the installations.
Shown here are axes, wrenches, shovels, pitchforks, and an assortment of other tools and
textures. The final work would contain more detail that would be visible when viewed closer, a
woven “fabric” of rusted steel, nails, brackets, small tools and saw blades. To deal with safety
concerns each sharp edge would be dulled and points flattened. The background of the piece
would either be a panel of weathered barn wood or, to increase the durability, | would print
the weathered texture on porcelain ceramic tile. As an interactive element | would include a
series of “spy holes” where visitors can look into the piece. (Please see my attached
photographs for the Migration project, included with this document as an example of this in
practice.)

The construction would be very organic, adding and subtracting to the piece depending on
what rusted treasures are found. In addition there can be found a series of metal framed,
hand tinted photographic images permanently printed and kiln fired onto glass. These would
reflect the abundance that comes from the land and provide glimpses into farm life of the
past. | would consult with the members of The Sharing Society to determine the most
appropriate imagery and text. | would also like to meet with these members to offer the
opportunity to have input into the project. Possibly a workshop where farming stories can be
told and personal items brought to become part of the sculpture’s rusted memory.

Ninety percent or more of the assemblage will be constructed from up-cycled and
repurposed materials. Even the glass for the photographic imagery will be taken from old
windows, the not perfect surface and texture of the glass contributing to the story.
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Preliminary Budget
Final Design + Research
Community Engagement
Materials
found materials
porcelain
printing materials
Image Preparation
Studio Fabrication
Installation
Transportation
Labour
Hoist
Documentation
Insurance
Contingency

Artist Fee

Total

PRCS - 26

2,000

400

1,300
450
5,000
300
600
400
300
500
1,500
2,250

15,000
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Attachment 2

Selected Public Art Projects

Bridging Perspectives, The City of Saanich, BC, The Craigflower Bridge,
6’ x 13’ x 6” curving steel and concrete sculptural form clad in screenprinted and painted
fused glass.

The Welcome Project-Migration, The Coquitlam City Centre Public Library, 2013
2-2'x 8" x11.5 ‘glass clad “birdhouses” with photographic imagery and text reflecting the
experience of immigrants to the city discovered during a series of 8 art making workshops
that discussed issues of racism and inclusiveness.

Illuminations-The Necklace Project, The City of Port Moody, 2012
a &’ diameter steel circle with glass mosaic infill with solar powered back lighting, 4 - 2’
steel framed circles each with glass mosaic infill and solar back lighting, the work at each
location told a brief story of a significant heritage building while speaking to the natural and
human history of Port Moody.

All Intertwining, First Capital Realty, The City of Richmond, BC, 2012
a 17’ x 36’ photographic and painted porcelain panel, inspired by the agricultural heritage
of Richmond and the history of blueberry farming which was used as a metaphor for
sustainability.

The Flapping of a Single Wing, North Vancouver BC, 2011
4’ x 14’ suspended glass, concrete and aluminum sculpture with photo-imagery and text,
representing North Vancouver’s natural and human history.

Body Mind Spirit, Southlands Leisure Centre, Calgary, AB, 2009
4’ x 75’ ceramic and glass mural cladding a concrete form rising from floor level to 12’
representing the activities of the centre and the diverse nature of the user group

RISE, Fire Hall #5, Red Deer, AB, 2009

A 6’ x 10’ free standing steel and glass curving form with imagery and text reflecting on the
history and mission of the Emergency services department.

Bruce Eriksen Place, Vancouver, BC, 1999
6’ x 35’ ceramic mural and 15 - text panels to honour the work of Downtown Eastside
activist and city councilor Bruce Eriksen, this project required working with the architect,
the contractor, a committee from the housing society, plus interviews with individuals and
organizations.

Spectrum International Award
winner of the Award of Merit for design, these awards are given to projects that show
original use of materials and have cultural significance, other winners include the Sistine
Galleries at the Vatican and the Holocaust Museum.
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o 8 . : Report to Committee
Salai Richmond P

To: Parks, Recreation and Cultural Services Date: May 6, 2016
Committee

From: Serena Lusk File:  11-7000-10-01/2016-
Senior Manager, Recreation and Sport Services Vol 01

Re: Richmond Sports Wall of Fame Nominating Committee Additional Category
Request

Staff Recommendation

1. That the Richmond Sports Wall of Fame Selection Criteria be amended as described in
Attachment 2 of the staff report titled, “Richmond Sports Wall of Fame Nominating
Committee Additional Category Request,” dated May 6, 2016, from the Senior Manager,
Recreation and Sport Services; and

2. That the Richmond Sports Wall of Fame Policy 8711 be amended to include the category
“Masters Athlete” as identified in Attachment 4 of the staff report titled, “Richmond
Sports Wall of Fame Nominating Committee Additional Category Request,” dated May
6, 2016, from the Senior Manager, Recreation and Sport Services.

Serena Lusk

Senior Manager, Recreation and Sport Services
(604-233-3344)

Att. 5
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May 6, 2016 2.

Staff Report
Origin

The purpose of this report is to provide further information to Council on the letter received from
the Chair of the Richmond Sports Wall of Fame Nominating Committee, dated April 28, 2016
(Attachment 1). The Chair’s letter requests the addition of a “Masters Athlete” nomination
category to the Richmond Sports Wall of Fame. The following report details the changes that
Council could consider to the Richmond Sports Wall of Fame Policy 8711 and the Richmond
Sports Wall of Fame Selection Criteria to accommodate the Committee’s request.

This report supports Council’s 2014-2018 Term Goal #2 A Vibrant, Active and Connected City:

Continue the development and implementation of an excellent and accessible system of
programs, services, and public spaces that reflect Richmond’s demographics, rich
heritage, diverse needs, and unique opportunities, and that facilitate active, caring, and
connected communities.

Analysis

The Richmond Sports Wall of Fame Nominating Committee is requesting an additional
nomination category for Masters Athletes.

The Masters Athlete category will help differentiate between the accomplishments of athletes
who have competed in their chosen sport at the national or international level with no age or
other category restrictions, compared to athletes who have competed in separately sanctioned
Masters events. Each international sport governing body has its own specific, age related
categories for Masters athletes. The Masters Athlete category allows individuals to continue to
compete with other athletes in specific age categories related to the physiology of aging. Some
governing bodies have categories for athletes to compete in, up to and including 100 years of
age.

The existing Richmond Sports Wall of Fame Selection Criteria requires that athletes be “retired
from the sport for which they are nominated for a minimum of five years.” It also provides for
the Richmond Sports Wall of Fame Nominating Committee to make exceptions to this criteria in
certain circumstances where the accomplishments are so exceptional that they should be
recognized prior to retirement. This exception would not apply to a Masters athlete.

Attachment 2 is a comparison of the current Richmond Sports Wall of Fame Selection Criteria
including recommended amendments. Attachment 3 is the recommended version of the
Richmond Sports Wall of Fame Selection Criteria.

The Richmond Sports Wall of Fame Policy 8711(Attachment 4) presently lists the following
inductee categories for nominations: Athlete, Team, Builder, Official, Coach, Pioneer and
Special Achievement along with the recommended amendments to the policy. Attachment 5 is
the recommended version of the Richmond Sports Wall of Fame Policy 8711.
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The addition of the Masters Athlete category will provide clarity related to the achievement of
athletes in open categories of competition and athletes competing in age based categories that
allow them to continue to compete as they age.

This proposed amendment will help the Committee with this year’s nomination process as they
have received nomination forms for individuals that would be better recognized in the category
of Masters Athlete than Athlete.

Financial Impact
None.
Conclusion

Staff support the proposed addition of the Masters Athlete nomination category to the Richmond
Sports Wall of Fame Policy 8711 and Selection Criteria as per the letter from the Chair of the
Richmond Sports Wall of Fame Nominating Committee. The Masters Athlete nomination
category will help to differentiate the accomplishments of athletes in open categories of
competition from those in closed or age restricted categories of competition.

Gregg Wheeler
Manager, Sport and Community Events
(604-244-1274)

Att. 1: Letter, dated April 28, 2016, from the Richmond Sports Wall of Fame Nominating
Committee Chair

: Comparison of current to amended-Richmond Sports Wall of Fame Selection Criteria

: Recommended Draft of the Richmond Sports Wall of Fame Selection Criteria

: Comparison of current to amended-Richmond Sports Wall of Fame Policy 8711

: Recommended Draft of the Richmond Sports Wall of Fame Policy 8711

wm W N
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TO: MAYOR & EAGH
COUNGILLOR
FROM: CITY GLERK'S OFFICE |

Bob Jackson
11720 Pintail Drive
Richmond, B.C,
V7% 4P5

April 28,2016

Mayor and Council

City of Richmond : ’
"6911 No.3 Road .
- Richmond, B.C.
VeY 2C1

Dear Mayor and Council:
RE: An Additional New Category for the Richmond Sports Wall of Fame

We are in the middle of our deliberations for the 2016 Richmond Sports Wall of Fame recommendations
to Mayor and Council and have run into a challenging situation related to Athlete Category. We have a
few nominations for the Athlete Category who started competing later in their life. These athletes are hard
to compare to'a world class athlete who have competed successfully on the international stage m world
‘champlonshlps f01 their sport and/or major multi-sport games such as the Olympics.

We would like to asl the Council of the City of Richmond to consider adopting another new category,
Master Athlete, -

- Currently for the Athlete Category, the nominated athlete must have been retired for a minimum of 5
“years:-In some cases athletes who start competing later in life continue to compete with other athletes of a
. like age well into their 80's, so they do not meet the Selection Criteria of having been retired for 5 years.

How is a Master Athlete defined? Most sports have their own definition of a Master Athlete. In some
sports it could be 60 years of age but other sports it is 50 years of age. We would suggest that Richmond's
Sports Wall of Fame not set one age for all master athletes. Rather we would suggest that RJchmond
‘adopt the same age as adopted by the athletes sport governing body.

We have athletes in their 70’s and 80’s who have set national and/or international records in their sport
and who will continue to compete until their health fails them, We would like to recognize and honour this
type of athlete but can't do it.if they have to be retired for 5 years. Secondly it is hard to compare their
achievements to athletes who are competing in open World Championships in their sport or mu]tl -spott
'games such as the Olympics, the Pan-Am Games or the Commonwealth Games.

So the Nominating Committee of the Riclunond Sports Wall of Fame would like to ask Mayor and
Council to consider the adoption of a new category, Master Athlete, so we can honour this year a couple
of nominations that we have received and we would like to recommend to Mayor and Council to consider
- for induction info the Richmond Sp01 ts Wall of Fame in 2016.

) On behalf of the Nominating Committee of th& e Richmond Sports Wall of Fame, I would-like to thank~you
for your support of our work, ¢ f(.w g

e L”\ \\” ",
/u// h \}“fls \\ . A (Please Turn Over)




Yours in Sport,

ﬁﬂ/%”ﬁ%/v;fm

Bob Jackson

Chair

Nominating Committee
Richrnond Wall of Fame
City of Richmond

c.c. Councillor Harold Steves
Donna Marsland '
Stu Corrigal
Bill McNulty
Serena Lusk
Sammy Morizawa
Gregg Wheeler

PRCS - 34




Attachment 2

Kichmond Sports vvail oT rame selectuon uriteria

main categories for inclusion in the Sports Wall of Fame — Athlete
Leam, Builder, Official, Coach, Pioneer and Special Achievement.

Key criteria to be considered in all of the inductee categories for the Sports Wall of Fame include
the following:

1. Residency or strong connection to the community thr
membership in a Richmond sport organization or pat
team. Preference will be given to individuals wh
participation in their sport.

either training in Richmond,
pation on a Richmond based
n Richmond during their

level.

3. In good standing at the time of their acl
international sport if applicable.

5 Contribution back to the community of’]
specific sport.
6. Higher than P
7. that is made up of a minimum of 75 per
s=names will not be included on the Wall of
beincluded in the accompanying electronic
8.
9.
10.  Unless directed by the mittee, all discussion and decisions of the Wall of Fame
Nomination Committee to remain in strict confidence so as to ensure that the committee
and that individuals and groups privacy is respected.
11.  Coach - Compiled an outstanding record of coaching/managing championships teams

and/or athletes, and compiled an extraordinary winning record or have achieved other
outstanding accomplishments, with consideration given to integrity, sportsmanship and
character.

Special consideration may be given to individuals and teams still competing in their sport related to Olympic
medal success, international championships or world records that have been sanctioned by the appropriate
international sport federation.
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13.

5003377

Pioneer - Attained a high level of excellence and brought honour and recognition to
Richmond sport and sport history. Nominees must exhibit a “pioneering” quality in
athletic, builder, or team accomplishments, involving some aspect of innovation, or
trailblazing that changed the shape of sport in Richmond for those who followed 40
years prior to the current year.

Special Achievement - This special recognition award is presented from time to time to
an individual(s) who has (have) made a significant contribution to sport in Richmond,
but who would not otherwise qualify for induction into Richmond’s Sports Wall of
Fame. This candidate(s) must exemplify good chara d dedication, and provide
inspiration to present and future generations.

PRCS - 36



Attachment 3

Richmona >ports vvail or rame >elecuon Criteria

Eight main categories for inclusion in the Sports Wall of Fame — Athlete, Masters Athlete, Team,
Builder, Official, Coach, Pioneer and Special Achievement.

Key criteria to be considered in all of the inductee categories for the Sports Wall of Fame include
the following:

1. Residency or strong connection to the community through either training in Richmond,
membership in a Richmond sport organization or ation on a Richmond based
team. Preference will be given to individuals whe lived in Richmond during their
participation in their sport.

2.
level.

3. In good standing at the time of their acl
international sport if applicable.

4,

5.

6.

7. S

ot be included on the Wall of
included in the accompanying electronic

8.

9.

10. ed by the c ymmittee, all discussion and decisions of the Wall of Fame

Nomination Co
speaks with one

11. Coach - Compiled an outstanding record of coaching/managing championships teams
and/or athletes, and compiled an extraordinary winning record or have achieved other
outstanding accomplishments, with consideration given to integrity, sportsmanship and
character.

0 remain in strict confidence so as to ensure that the committee
d that individuals and groups privacy is respected.

Special consideration may be given to individuals and teams still competing in their sport related to Olympic
medal success, international championships or world records that have been sanctioned by the appropriate
international sport federation.

5003377 P RCS - 37



12.

13.

5003377

Pioneer - Attained a high level of excellence and brought honour and recognition to
Richmond sport and sport history. Nominees must exhibit a “pioneering” quality in
athletic, builder, or team accomplishments, involving some aspect of innovation, or
trailblazing that changed the shape of sport in Richmond for those who followed 40
years prior to the current year.

Special Achievement - This special recognition award is presented from time to time to
an individual(s) who has (have) made a significant contribution to sport in Richmond,
but who would not otherwise qualify for induction into Richmond’s Sports Wall of
Fame. This candidate(s) must exemplify good character-and dedication, and provide
inspiration to present and future generations.
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X2 City of
=84 Richmond

Policy Manual

Page 1 of 1

Adopted by Council: October 14, 2014 Policy 8711
Amended by Council: February 23, 2015, July 27, 2015

File Ref: 7000-10 Sports Wall of Fame

POLICY 8711:

It is Council policy that:

1.

5003508

The Richmond Sports Wall of Fame located at the Richmond Olympic Oval will
showcase Richmond'’s sporting history.

Inductees to the Wall of Fame may come from any s
policy, “Sport” is defined as any competitive, physi
of rules. '

=For the purposes of this
ivity governed by a specific set

Inductees to the Richmond Sports Wall of E ewi‘ll be a

recommendations from a Nominating C

ed by Council based on

Inductees must have residency or stro
training in Richmond, membership in a
Richmond based team.

nmunity either through
Or participation on a

Inductees will be nominated i

Athlete

a

the Richmond Olympic Oval as part of an
inimum of every three years.
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Attachment 5

9L City of

mRle Policy Manual
2380 Richmond y

Page 1 of 1 Adopted by Council: October 14, 2014 Policy 8711
Amended by Council: February 23, 2015, July 27, 2015

File Ref: 7000-10 Sports Wall of Fam«

POLICY 8711:
It is Council policy that:

1. The Richmond Sports Wall of Fame located at the Richmond Olympic Oval will
showcase Richmond’s sporting history.

2. Inductees to the Wall of Fame may come from any spo
policy, “Sport” is defined as any competitive, physi
of rules.

or the purposes of this
ivity governed by a specific set

4. Inductees must have residency or stro
training in Richmond, membership in a
Richmond based team.

5. Inductees will be nominated ir

. Athlete
Masters Athlete

e Richmond Olympic Oval as part of an
inimum of every three years.
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2 City of

Report to Committee

Richmond
To: Parks, Recreation and Cultural Services
Committee
From: Mike Redpath

Senior Manager, Parks

Date: May 3, 2016

File:  11-7000-01/2015-Vol
01

Re: Sustainable Food Service at City Facilities and Events

Staff Recommendation:

That the Sustainable Food Service Quick Guide, provided as Attachment 1, as detailed in the
staff report titled “Sustainable Food Service at City Facilities and Events,” dated May 3, 2016,
from the Senior Manager, Parks, be endorsed as a tool to promote the use of sustainable food
service items in City facilities and on City-owned land.

ege

Mike Redpath
Senior Manager, Parks
(604-247-4942)

Att. 3

REPORT CONCURRENCE

ROUTED To:

Major Events & Filming
Recreation Services
Environmental Programs
Community Bylaws
Purchasing

Law

CONCURRENCE

NERARARAA

CONCURRENCE OF GENERAL NMANAGER

REVIEWED BY STAFF REPORT/
AGENDA REVIEW SUBCOMMITTEE

INITIALS:

DW

4680744
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Staff Report
Origin

At the October 22, 2014 Public Works and Transportation Committee meeting, staff received the
following referral:

That the City of Richmond examine banning plastic cups, plastic plates, plastic utensils,
and plastic bags in all City parks, community centres, City facilities, at public events held
on land owned by the City, and from City-licensed food carts and report back.

This report supports Council’s 2014-2018 Term Goal #4 Leadership in Sustainability:

Continue advancement of the City’s sustainability framework and initiatives to improve
the short and long term livability of our City, and that maintain Richmond’s position as a
leader in sustainable programs, practices and innovations.

4.1.  Continued implementation of the sustainability framework.
4.2, Innovative projects and initiatives to advance sustainability.

This report outlines the rationale for the development of the Sustainable Food Service Quick
Guide (Attachment 1) and summarizes the recommendations found in the guide.

Analysis

Sustainable Purchasing

The intent of sustainable purchasing is to shift spending away from goods and services that
negatively impact the environment or social conditions, and towards products that are
environmentally sound and socially beneficial. Every buying decision has environmental and
social consequences that include consumption of raw materials, energy used in production and
transportation, waste, labour standards, health and safety issues.

Key benefits to encouraging a sustainable approach to the use of dinnerware in City facilities and
on City property include:

Avoiding generation of waste;

Using raw materials more efficiently;

Supporting innovation and companies with strong environmental commitments;
Providing safer and healthier products;

Demonstrating commitment to sustainability; and

Potential cost savings.
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The City of Richmond’s Procurement Policy (Policy 3104), as amended September 28, 2015
supports but does not require sustainable and ethical purchasing.

11.0  Sustainable and Ethical Purchasing

11.1  Sustainable and ethical purchasing practice will align City’s approach to
purchasing with the objectives relating to people, the environment and prosperity
as referenced in the City’s Sustainability Policy 1400.

11.2  The City will encourage all suppliers within the purchasing process to
demonstrate excellence and innovative leadership in sustainability, environmental
stewardship and fair labour practices; and where practical will take these factors
into consideration during the evaluation process.

11.3  The City will work collaboratively with suppliers to advance environmentally
friendly products and services.

11.4 The City will select suppliers based on best value, including, but not limited fo,
the economic attributes of the supplier’s products and services.

11.5 In order to increase the development and awareness of environmentally-sound
products and services, City staff will review their contracts and tender
specifications for goods and services, to ensure that wherever possible and
economically feasible, specifications are amended to provide for consideration of
environmental characteristics. Consideration may be given to those
environmental products that are certified by an independent accredited
organization.

11.6  The City will endeavor to increase its use of products and services that are more
responsible to the environment in the way that they are made, used, transported,
stored and packaged and disposed of. It is recognized that analysis is required in
order to ensure that the products are made available at competitive prices and
that the environmental benefits provided by a product or service should not
significantly affect the intended use of that product or service.

11.7  The operators and caterers of City-run facilities are requested to use only
certified organic, free-range or free-run whole (shell) chicken eggs.

Waste Reduction Initiatives in Richmond

The City of Richmond has set a goal to be a Recycling Smart City and to divert 80 per cent of
waste from the landfill by 2020. To achieve these goals, the City currently delivers a wide range
of services for residents to ensure that waste is managed effectively and efficiently and adheres
to sustainability principles.
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These programs and services include:

¢ Blue Box, Blue Cart, and Green Cart weekly curbside collection for recycling paper and
newsprint, glass, plastic, tin, food scraps, and yard trimmings;

Recycling Depot drop-off service;

GO!Recycle Public Spaces bins in the community;

Special event recycling supported by the Green Ambassadors Program;

Biweekly Garbage Cart Program;

WeRecycle at City facilities for recycling of food scraps, mixed containers and paper;
and

e Richmond Sustainable Event Toolkit (Attachment 2) and Richmond Sustainable Event 7
Step Quick Guide (Attachment 3).

In addition to these corporate initiatives, many community centres and privately organized
events are independently taking steps towards reducing the use of disposable dinnerware. For
example, the community centres and Minoru Place Activity Centre have reusable dinnerware
that is used whenever possible and the license agreement for the City Hall Cafeteria stipulates
the use of biodegradable takeout containers.

While the recently implemented Richmond Sustainable Event Toolkit (Attachment 2) and
Richmond Sustainable Event 7 Step Quick Guide (Attachment 3) provide direction and incentives
for the use of sustainable dinnerware in order to produce sustainable events in the City, until the
development of the Sustainable Food Service Quick Guide there has not been a guideline to do
the same at City facilities for daily operations and regular use.

Within City facilities and at events on City-owned land, a variety of disposable items are used on
a regular basis including cups, plates, utensils and occasionally, bags. In most cases, the optimal
solution from an environmental sustainability perspective is a shift towards reusable items.
Reusable items may be provided onsite, or consumers may be encouraged to bring their own
reusable item. Providing consumers with new reusable items is not environmentally desirable, as
most consumers have a sufficient number of reusable items already. However, given the wide
variety of events, programs and activities carried out within the City, the use of disposable items
is and will continue to be difficult to avoid.

Current Reality and Best Practices

Best practices research indicates that there are a variety of tools available to meet waste
reduction goals. However, what materials offer the most sustainable choice is complex.

Other organizations and local governments have taken steps to minimize the negative impacts of

disposable dinnerware through the development and implementation of guidelines to help staff
and others make informed and responsible decisions.
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Examples of this approach include:

4680744

UBC Sustainable Purchasing Guide which promotes:

0O 0O O O O

o O

@]

Non-disposable cutlery, mugs, glasses and dishes when possible;

Avoiding Styrofoam or plastic;

The use of paper or compostable dishes, containers and utensils;

The use of linen napkins and tablecloths when possible;

Choosing chlorine and dye-free paper napkins that have the highest post-
consumer waste content possible;

Ensuring that food is served in a way that minimizes waste;

Aiding special event and program attendees with proper waste disposal; and
Ensuring adequate signage.

City of Calgary Sustainable Environmental and Ethical Procurement Policy which states
that the City of Calgary will:

@]

@]

Purchase goods and services that meet the highest possible environmental and
ethical standards where practical;

Promote the use of sustainable products and services by examining the
environmental, ethical and financial impacts of products and services procured;
and

Work cooperatively with suppliers and other key stakeholders to advance
corporate social responsibility in the business community by promoting the policy
and encouraging suppliers and subcontractors to work towards the sustainability
objectives of the policy.

City of Vancouver Green Events Planning Guide which encourages event producers and
vendors to:

O
O
O

Offer single-use containers that are recyclable or compostable;

Discourage the use of unnecessary disposable items (e.g., Straws and stir sticks);
Use items that are made from recycled content (e.g., plates and napkins), or better
yet, use reusable dinnerware, flatware, and/or linens;

Use large containers for condiments and beverages instead of individual packets,
cans, or bottles; and

For small events, like block parties and picnics, bring your own utensils, cups,
and plates.

The City of Richmond has adopted a similar approach in its recently implemented
Richmond Sustainable Event Toolkit which:

@]

@]

Advises participants to buy in bulk and cook to order to minimize packaging and
waste; and

Encourages participants to bring their own reusable plates, cups and utensils. If
using disposables, consider options that can be composted within Richmond.
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In addition to actions taken by large organizations and local governments, non-profits and
businesses are also taking steps to increase sustainability voluntarily. For example, in the spring
of 2016 over 20 local businesses in Tofino agreed to go straw free as part of the “Straws Suck”
campaign, an initiative of the Pacific Rim chapter of the Surfrider Foundation. The Tofino
Chamber of Commerce has also contributed to the local initiative to reduce the use of plastic
disposables though a bulk purchasing program which helps to reduce the costs to local
businesses of purchasing compostable items.

While some local governments have implemented outright bans, this approach has been limited
and restricted to very specific items. For example, in 2014, the City of San Francisco became the
first U.S. city to introduce legislation to phase out the sale and distribution of bottled water on
City property. This legislation applies only to newly issued leases and permits, not to existing
lease and permit holders and does not extend past bottled water.

Analysis and Options

Option 1 — Pursue the development and implementation of a new bylaw, or bylaws, to ban the
use of plastic cups, plates, utensils, and bags on all City-owned land, in all City facilities, and
from City licensed food trucks. (Not Recommended)

The ability of Council to prohibit or regulate plastics on City land will vary with how such a
prohibition or regulation is characterized in order to avoid the issues associated with concurrent
regulatory authority with the Province. For example, if an overarching bylaw banning plastics on
City lands were characterized as being in respect of the protection of the natural environment
under section 8.3(j) of the Community Charter, Council would require ministerial approval of the
bylaw.

A prohibition, by bylaw, on bringing plastics onto all City lands (including facilities) may be
overly broad, may be impractical to enforce, may cause discontent with the public and may open
the City to lawsuits from industry groups. Toronto, San Francisco and New York have all been
sued by industry-backed coalitions when pursuing limited bans on particular plastic items like
styrofoam, single use plastic bags, and water bottles. Though these cities were trying to
implement City wide bans on specific items, a ban affecting all City lands and facilities may also
attract the attention of lobby groups and industry coalitions.

Section 8(3)(b) of the Community Charter permits Council to, by bylaw, regulate, prohibit and
impose requirements in respect to public places, such as roads, parks, public squares and other
spaces of such a public nature. Thus Council could, by an amendment to the Public Parks and
School Grounds Regulation Bylaw No. 8771, prohibit certain activities in parks, be that leaving
plastics in parks (please note that depositing garbage, recyclable materials or food waste in parks
other than in a waste receptacle is already prohibited under Bylaw 8771), or some other
prohibition. Section 8(3)(a) of the Community Charter permits Council to, by bylaw, regulate,
prohibit and impose requirements in respect of municipal services, which would encompass City
facilities such as City Hall, community centres, pools, arenas, parks, etc, but not all City land.

Though Council may, by bylaw, create prohibitions with respect to such facilities, many of the
food vendors are City sub-contractors with contracts and/or licences with the City. Such a ban

4680744 PRCS - 46



May 3, 2016 -7 -

would only be able to apply to new or renewed contracts/licences, and not be able to vary the
terms of existing and ongoing contracts/licences. Additionally, there are many functional issues
both in the development of such bylaws and in the enforcement of such bylaws.

With respect to food trucks licenced by the City, under the Community Charter, Council may
only regulate business (s.8(6)) by bylaw through a licensing regime (s.15) and not prohibit
certain activities. Thus Council would not be able to create a ban on the use of plastics by food
trucks by bylaw. Instead the use of some alternate food service items could be added to licence
conditions and/or the agreement with the City required under paragraph 16.3.1(a) of Bylaw No.
7538. As with food vendors at City facilities, any such changes would only apply to new or
renewed licences and agreements, and not to existing licences and agreements, and may be
difficult to enforce.

Option 1 is not recommended, due to:

e Challenges related to enforcement. Use of plastic bags in public spaces is prevalent
among many community members (e.g. picnickers, dog-owners, etc.). Enforcing a ban
would involve substantially greater demands on limited bylaw enforcement resources,
and could result in negative public perceptions;

e Resources required to consult with user groups, the public, and the business community
on the impacts of an outright ban. An outright ban would necessitate a substantial public
consultation and education initiative;

e Inconsistency with current best practice. Such a ban is not being considered by other
jurisdictions; and

e Resources required to develop and implement a new bylaw and/or bylaw amendments.

Rather than enacting a ban by bylaw with respect to City lands, it may be more practical to issue
a policy that informs the terms and conditions of food vendor contracts and leases with the City
(see option 2 below regarding Procurement Policy 3104 and the Sustainable Food Service Quick
Guide).

Option 2 — Endorse the Sustainable Food Service Quick Guide (Attachment 1) as a tool to
promote the use of sustainable food service items in City facilities and on City land.
(Recommended)

The Sustainable Food Service Quick Guide (Attachment 1) was developed by City staff in
consultation with community associations and contractors to help make informed, sustainable
choices when delivering services and events.

The recommendations found in this guide were developed with a sustainable Zero Waste
approach that aims to:

Eliminate the consumption of detrimental or unnecessary items;
Reduce consumption by prolonging goods life and engaging in sharing;
Reuse goods;

Recycle and compost materials before they enter the waste stream; and
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e Minimize disposal of garbage bound for the landfill or incineration.
Highlights of the recommendations found in the Sustainable Food Service Quick Guide include:

e Avoiding the use of disposables whenever possible;
e Choosing compostable products over those that must be disposed in the landfill; and
e Choosing products made from recycled materials.

Taking the same approach as the recently adopted Procurement Policy (Policy 3104), which
encourages “all suppliers within the purchasing process to demonstrate excellence and
innovative leadership in sustainability, environmental stewardship and fair labour practices;
and where practical will take these factors into consideration during the evaluation process,”
staff will review existing policies, procedures, and agreements to reflect this shift towards
sustainable purchasing. This can be achieved through the business terms in agreements as well as
education around and promotion of the Sustainable Food Service Quick Guide.

Starting in 2016, private event organizers will be required to agree to a Sustainability
Commitment Statement through the Richmond Event Approval Coordination Team (REACT)
application. The Sustainable Food Service Quick Guide is part of the Sustainable Event Toolkit.

Implementation

Staff will promote the Sustainable Food Service Quick Guide through a number of channels.

1. Special Events

The Sustainable Food Service Quick Guide will be included and promoted as part of the
Richmond Sustainable Event Toolkit for both private and City events. Mobile food vendors at
City events will be required to use compostable take away containers.

2. City Facilities

Community Services staff, with the technical support from Sustainability staff, will ensure
that the Sustainable Food Service Quick Guide is circulated through Area Coordinators to all
City facilities and partner groups.

3. Other

Staff responsible for agreements with private vendors in City facilities and on City property
will be encouraged to use the guidelines outlined in the Sustainable Food Service Quick
Guide in contracts and agreements whenever possible.

Staff will monitor new initiatives as a result of the program and report back in early 2018.
Financial Impact

None.
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Conclusion

Council endorsement of the Sustainable Food Service Quick Guide will advance the City
towards its waste reduction goals by working to change the culture around the use of disposable
food service items in a steady, but measured pace. Educating staff, community organizations,
event organizers, and private vendors on the benefits of using reusable and recycled and /or
compostable disposable food service items will contribute towards the significant cultural shift
that is already underway.

Based on the outcomes of the pilot, other regulatory tools can be considered when staff report
back in early 2018.

U] Femvic— @/\///m/

Marie Fenwick ‘Bfendan McEwen
Manager, Parks Programs Manager, Sustainability
(604-244-1275) (604-247-4676)

Att. 1: Sustainable Food Service Quick Guide
2: Richmond Sustainable Event Toolkit
3: Richmond Sustainable Event 7 Step Quick Guide
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A MESSAGE FROM THE MAYOR:

Events such as festivals, concerts, conventions, and sporting
tournaments achieve positive outcomes like community building, skill
development, and entertainment. Furthermore, events provide an
excellent opportunity to showcase more environmentally and socially
responsible management strategies, and can contribute to a healthier
planet and a more enriched community.

Globally, there is a distinct trend towards implementing events in a
more environmentally, socially, and economically responsible way to
manage adverse impacts and foster positive legacies. Sustainability has
gained popularity and is increasingly a topic of discussion, with event participants becoming
more interested in sustainable products, ideas and services.

The City of Richmond is committed to being a municipal leader in sustainable practices. To
support event organizers in planning sustainable events, the City of Richmond has developed the
7 Step Quick Guide as well as this more detailed Resource Kit. Both are designed to help event
organizers plan successful and responsible events. Using the available resources will benefit your
event through the planning cycle, as well as improve the environmental, social and economic
impacts your event has on our surrounding community.

On behalf of the City of Richmond, I wish you a fun, fulfilling, and sustainable event!

Malcolm D. D'4)die
Mayor

4578565 nond
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Sustainability is about more than just “being green”. It is about doing things
efficiently and effectively, being innovative and creating a positive impact, achieving
excellence and leaving lasting legacies.

This Toolkit provides event organizers with guidance and resources to improve the
environmental, social, and economic impacts associated with their event.

Let’s get started! Use this Toolkit to:

This Toolkit provides details on 7 key steps to making your event
more sustainable.

Learn:

«  Why is this recommendation important?

«  What questions do I need to ask?

+ How canlimplement the recommendation?
- What resources are available for help?

2 the self-assessment sections to visualize and keep track of your
itainability progress.

Once your event is over complete the City of Richmond’s Sustainable
Event Survey.

After reviewing your event sustainability actions reported in the
survey, the City may recognize your event as a Sustainable Event
Champion. Sustainable Event Champions gain access to the City of
Richmond Sustainable Event Champion logo for promotional use.

Under each of the seven headings in the Toolkit you will see a
reference to the relevant sections within the AISTS Sustainable
Sport Event Toolkit (SSET). See page 15 to learn more about the City
of Richmond’s partnership with AISTS and for more information
nn hactino enetainahle eyents visit the AISTS SSET webpage
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The Richmond Sustainable Event 7 Step Quick Guide and Toolkit
are initiatives of the City of Richmond and the Richmond Olympic
Oval in partnership with the International Academy of Sport Science
Technology/Académie Internationale des Sciences et Techniques du
Sport (AISTS) in Lausanne, Switzerland.

The information presented in the 7 Step Quick Guide and Toolkit
originates from a larger and more comprehensive AISTS Sustainable
Sport and Event Toolkit (SSET). The AISTS SSET is designed to help
event organizers plan sustainable international events. The AISTS
SSET was originally developed for organizers of the Vancouver 2010
Olympic and Paralympic Winter Games.

AISTS offer their own Sustainable Sport and Events Quick Start Guide
which can be downloaded from their website. The information in the
AISTS Sustainable Sport and Events Quick Start Guide can be used
to supplement the information provided by the City of Richmond,
and also to further your understanding of event-specific sustainable
practices.

For those seeking more information on hosting sustainable events
or how to further imnlement sustainable practices visit

aisrs

MASTERING SPORT

nond

canada

PRCS - 68

15



PRCS - 69



PRCS -70



2 City of ?

Report to Committee

Richmond
To: Parks, Recreation and Cultural Services Date: May 18, 2016
Committee
From: Mike Redpath File:  06-2345-00/\/ol 01

Senior Manager, Parks

Re: Participation in the 11th China (Zhengzhou) International Garden Expo

Staff Recommendation

That the City of Richmond participate in the 11" China (Zhengzhou) International Garden Expo
and Park Design exchange with the City of Zhengzhou, China as detailed in the staff report
titled, “Participation in the 11™ China (Zhengzhou) International Garden Expo,” dated May 18,
2016, from the Senior Manager, Parks.

M 2

Mike Redpath
Senior Manager, Parks
(604-247-4942)

Att. 2

REPORT CONCURRENCE

Ci NANAGER
'R [ INITIALS:
A ___ . IEE N
_ D\N
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May 18, 2016 2

Staff Report
Origin

In May 2016, the City of Richmond received an invitation letter to participate in the 11 China
(Zhengzhou) International Garden Expo (Attachment 1) to be held in Zhengzhou, China from
September 2017 to May 2018. The purpose of this report is to provide Council information on
the opportunity and to recommend Richmond’s participation in the Expo.

This report supports Council’s 2014-2018 Term Goal #2 A Vibrant, Active and Connected City:

Continue the development and implementation of an excellent and accessible system of
programs, services, and public spaces that reflect Richmond’s demographics, rich
heritage, diverse needs, and unique opportunities, and that facilitate active, caring, and
connected communilties.

2.3.  Outstanding places, programs and services that support active living, wellness and
a sense of belonging.

This report supports Council’s 2014-2018 Term Goal #3 A Well-Planned Community:

Adhere to effective planning and growth management practices to maintain and enhance
the livability, sustainability and desirability of our City and its neighbourhoods, and to
ensure the results match the intentions of our policies and bylaws.

3.2. A strong emphasis on physical and urban design.
Analysis

Background

For the 11th consecutive year, the International Garden Expo (Expo) has been held in various
cities across China. While the theme of the Expo changes each year, the consistent vision is to
promote community, sustainability, social engagement and international awareness through the
promotion of horticulture and landscape architecture. Through the showcasing of manufactured
landscape designs, cities from across China and the world create individual landscape designs
that will be constructed and maintained by the Expo Organizing Committee and showcased for
the duration of the Expo promoting each city. The Expo is scheduled to run from September
2017 to May 2018, after that time the Expo grounds are expected to be converted into a park.

The letter of invitation to the City of Richmond (Attachment 1) was sent by Mr. Zhang Yanming,
member of Zhengzhou Municipal Party Committee and director of Zhengzhou Airport Economy
Zone Management Committee. The Expo invitation is endorsed by the People’s Government of
Zhengzhou in China and was received in May 2016.

In May 2013, the Chinese government commenced development of the Zhengzhou Airport into
the largest air travel hub in China with an economic zone of 450 square kilometers and an airport
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with 5 runways. Zhengzhou is located in Central China and in the area also known as “the cradle
of Chinese civilization.”
Zhengzhou Background:
e Because of its geographic location (map — Attachment 2), it is a major railway hub in
China. Within 1.5 hours of flying time, Zhengzhou Airport covers 3/5 of the population

in China.

e Zhengzhou is the capital éity of Henan Province, which has a surrounding population of
100 million people. Zhengzhou's population is 9.4 million. Expected attendance at the
Expo is to exceed 10 million tourists and have over 400 million impressions globally.

e The Zhengzhou Airport served 19 million passengers in 2015, which is comparable to
Y VR, with future growth projections expected.

e Direct air connections between Y VR and Zhengzhou are being explored at this time.

Proposed Participation in Expo

Subject to Council approval, Richmond’s participation in the Expo would involve the following
commitment:

e Richmond Parks team develops a seasonal park Expo landscape design reflecting Richmond
for an area up to 1,600 square meters (this is an area equivalent to approximately 4 of a
typical Richmond soccer field) and submits the design to the Expo Organizing Committee;

e The Expo Organizing Committee reviews the design and subject to their appfoval, selects an
appropriate area on the Expo grounds for the Richmond design to be constructed,;

e The Expo Organizing Committee prépares all construction drawings, procurement, grows
and sources all necessary landscape and horticulture/plant materials;

e There will be no cost to the City of Richmond for participating in the Expo as all of the
detailed design drawing preparation, procurement of materials, construction, and
maintenance will be paid for by the Expo; and

e The Expo Organizing Committee constructs the Richmond design and Richmond is
appropriately showcased through the garden display for the duration of the Expo.

Landscape Design Exchange Proposal

In addition to the Expo participating as detailed above, Zhengzhou has also proposed that should
Richmond be willing to participate in the Expo, Zhengzhou City would also like to have the
opportunity to provide reciprocal park design services in one of Richmond’s new parks to
showcase Chinese Landscape Architecture, This cultural exchange of ideas and design services
would support an enhanced cultural understanding between Richmond and Zhengzhou, as well
as create an opportunity for the Richmond’s Parks team to work collaboratively with the
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Zhengzhou Parks team. There would be no additional cost to the City of Richmond to
implement the Zhengzhou City Park exchange concept design in one of Richmond’s parks as
existing approved Park capital construction budgets are already in place for park development.

It is proposed that the design exchange, if approved, proceed under the following guidelines:

e Development of a collaborative design concept for a portion of a Richmond Park of
Richmond’s choice;

e Development of a design concept for a Park area of up to 1,600 square meters;

e Park Planning and Design concept preparation services by the City of Zhengzhou at no
cost to Richmond within guidelines provided by Richmond Parks staff;

e Revisions as required will be undertaken by Zhengzhou Parks on the proposed concept
through discussion with Richmond Parks staff after review and public consultation;

e Public consultation of the proposed Park concept would be undertaken by Richmond
Parks staff;

e Provision of the final design concept in a digital format acceptable to the Richmond Parks
team;

e Richmond City Council approval of the final Park concept;

e Richmond staff will develop construction drawings from the final approved concept;

e Richmond staff will facilitate construction subject to available funding; and

e Development of a schedule that is acceptable to Richmond and Zhengzhou.

It is proposed that no funds be exchanged between the two cities, rather the exchange will be
through the development of an implementable concept for a portion of one of Richmond’s new
parks. While there are many suitable Richmond parks currently under development, it is
proposed that a portion of the upcoming design for the future Cambie/Hazelbridge or West
Cambie Neighbourhood parks be considered for this design exchange.

Timing and Next Steps

Expo Participation:

The Expo Organizing Committee has acknowledged that they had been late in sending out
international invitations for participation. Commitments from participants are being sought as
soon as possible to allow for time for design development and for the team in China to prepare
construction drawings, secure plant and landscape materials, and to physically construct the
Expo landscape grounds. Subject to Council approval for Richmond’s participation, development
of the Expo concept would begin immediately for submission.

Park Exchange:
Any work on the proposed park design exchange would likely commence in the fall of 2016 and
into 2017.

" Financial Impact

There is no cost to the City of Richmond for participating in the Expo as all costs for the
implementation of Richmond’s design, construction and maintenance will be borne by the Expo
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organizers. There is no additional cost to Richmond for the implementation of the proposed
Park exchange with the City of Zhengzhou as existing approved park capital budgets are already
in place. Should there be any requirement for a City of Richmond representative to visit the Expo
in Zhengzhou, China, costs would be borne by the Expo’s organizers.

Conclusion

The City of Richmond’s participation in the 11™ China Zhengzhou International Garden Expo
presents an opportunity to further develop goodwill between Richmond and China, through the
exchange of ideas the opportunity will create an enhanced cultural understanding for the
participants, and Park legacies will be created both in China and in Richmond at no additional
cost to the City of Richmond.

H e

Mike Redpath
Senior Manager, Parks
(604-247-4942)

Att. 1: Invitation from 11" China (Zhengzhou) International Garden Expo

2: Map of Expo location — Zhengzhou, China
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Attachment 1

May 17, 2016
To: City of Richmond - Community Services, Park

Your letter has already been received, many thanks for your concern and support to the
development of Zhengzhou Airport Economy Zone (ZAEZ)!

ZAEZ, asthe first airport economic zone approved by the State Council, is strategically
positioned as “an International air logistics center, a modern industrial base led by airport
economy, an opening-up portal for inland area, an Aerotropolis, and the growth role of Central
China Economic District.” ZAEZ has three leading sectors, namely aviation logistic sector, hi-
end manufacturing sector and modern service sector, and aims at becoming a ‘metropolis’ which
is connect to the world, ecological, livable, smart, and innovative.

Due to its location advantages and well-developed transportation system, ZAEZ started to face
unprecedented developing opportunities since it was approved by State Council in March 2013.
In 2015, GDP of ZAEZ was RMBS52billion, increased by 30% than that of last year, and total
export-import volume was USD49billion, increased by 29.2%. All kinds of economic indicators
were much higher than those of Zhengzhou City, Henan province, and the nation, and is holding
up well.

The 11th China (Zhengzhou) International Garden Expo (Garden Expo) is scheduled to take
place in Zhengzhou from September 2017 to May 2018. It is co-hosted by Ministry of Housing
and Urban-Rural Development of People’s Republic of China and the People’s government of
Henan Province, undertaken by the People’s government of Zhengzhou, Department of Housing
and Urban-Rural Development of Henan Province, Chinese Society of Landscape Architecture
and Chinese Association of Parks. In order to promote trade and culture interaction between us, I
am on behalf of Zhengzhou municipal Party committee, government of Zhengzhou to invite
Richmond of Canada to participate in The 11th China (Zhengzhou) International Garden Expo
(Garden Expo), and thanks Richmond’s acceptance to the invitation. We also appreciate the
opportunity to provide a 1600 square meters reciprocal park design in Richmond Park. Through
the exchange in terms of culture and design concept, we hope the relationship and culture-
interaction between our two cities will be enhanced.

In terms of the reciprocal park, I would like to suggest that both of us provide acceptable design
scheme, and expenses of construction and maintenance is paid by the other party. A time
schedule for both sides is needed. Please contact Wangfei directly if you have any questions

at 18503710405 or by email at hkwlcjmj@163.com.

Lastly, many thanks for your support of the development of Zhengzhou Airport Economy Zone.
Regards,

Zhang Yanming,

Member of Zhengzhou Municipal Party Committee,
Director of Zhengzhou Airport Economy Zone Management Committee
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INVITATI®N The 11th China (Zhengzhou) International Garden Expo
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F+—FTE CFMN) BFEARHELS (HHF+—8BHL)
BT 2017 59 AZE 2018 55 A AT EXRMNBAT, ¥ BELEF
5 HEH. THHARBI LS, FNFAREA. THEEE
WY ERT. PEAZERES. FELBHEKA.

The 11th China (Zhengzhou) International Garden Expo
(Garden Expo) is scheduled to take place in Zhengzhou from
September 2017 to May 2018. It is co—-hosted by Ministry of
Housing and Urban—Rural Development of People’ s Republic of
China and the People’ s government of Heman Province,
~undertaken by the People’ s government of Zhengzhou,
Department of Housing and Urban—Rural Development of Henan
Province, Chinese Society of Landscape Architecture and
Chinese Association of Parks.

F+—BBEHSA “FIAREELE, BAREEILA HESL,
AT “XAEW. aREE A, IRTREENFR
XAk, TE—BRA LI RBGIICEE, BEASSES. T
FERALE, LALHERAAGTEZ P, AR—BEELES. T
Fe L RO aEEE. 28K ARAMERFENNF B3 XARFH
BREFHZE, LEETTEAHREMWNBRIAAD A48
#£4, Roelnk iz e, BRER—T 2 7R R
BN, 28 (2%, B, &) Z5AFEEAGEXE. ZLKER
EMGEAGFTE. GEFRETHNRTEE.

The 11th Garden Expo’ s philosophy is to “lead green
development and inherit Chinese civilization ” , with

“Civilized Expo, Public Expo” as its themes. Taking root
in the most profound culture of Zhongyuan (central plains of

Ancient China), Zhengzhoup%ége%xpo will become a cultural
expo of the richest historical and cultural ~he:itage.
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INVITATI®N The 11th China (Zhengzhou} Inlernetional Garden Expo

Advocating social engagement, guiding public life, promoting
‘horticulture ideal and letting it into thousands of
households, it will also become a public expo of widely public
~involvement and sustainable development. Following the Expo,
the park will become a new permanent attraction for
“sightseeing and interactive recreation. It is a stage for
- displaying garden landscape and artistic features of China
and the rest of the world, ‘as well as the focus of attention
of 400 million viewers. Zhengzhou will bring together over
10 million domestic and overseas tourists, and attract
attention from over 300 media sources throughout the country
(including Hong Kong, Macao and Taiwan). This will also be
the best platform for our twinned cities todisplay themselves
to China and the world.

Aok BHEAE @%ﬁ%ﬁ&ﬁmﬁiﬁ BT, &HZAER
HMEABRTRAERELEBANLRAZE, H LA THARYE
A&%ﬁﬁ%@%a*%i&%é Sk, &Mﬁﬁiﬁ SHh 57

KEIN EEH@AEEDJ BTR ‘rP‘)’L;r\n

Zhengzhou Garden Bxpo has highly concerned by governments
worldwide. To date, twinned cities from several countries
have showed a strong desiré to participate in the park
construction, hoping to present their local garden art and
cultural features via the Garden Expo. We hereby sincerely
invite you to participate in the Garden Expo park outdoor ‘

l construction to showcase your city.

The People” Zhengzhou
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INVITATI®N . The ) 1th China {Zhengzhou) International Garden Expo

ABZE5RMNEEsERAAER
CONCRETE MATTERS CONCERNED TWINNED CITIES’ PARTICIPATION

IN GARDEN EXPO CONSTRUCTION ARE -

% 55 (HOW TO PARTICIPATE ):

30y b&'rﬁziv*‘isl o 2 EAREIT T, E R A% Mo B AR
E?K—’%x%)l%ﬁéﬁ/%lﬂﬁ , RXEFMNEFBES,

Your country or your city is entitled to invite local
renowned landscape architects to design the most
representative exhibition park that reflects your local
garden art and cultural features, and please submit the design
scheme to Zhengzhou Garden Expo Organizing Committee.

2% X (HOW TO CONSTRUCT):

—. MRBEARBARIGHEFEBEZIFER, Ty /ié&ﬂi}ﬁ“
R T 2

1. The excellent exhibition park d631gn scheme
submltted by governments of twinned cities can be directly
invested and constructed by governments of twinned cities.

= BERFIARIGKFRBEIFE, ThABEA
R AR A LSRR TR
2. The excellent exhibition park design scheme submitted

by governments of twinned cities can be invested and
constructed by local enterprises invited by governments of
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twinned cities.

| BEBUR (INVITATION POLICY ):

— FRER. TRFE, RAELRRARFEAFEY
BRF, FARLLZIR.

1. On a first—come first—served basis, the exhibitor who
first come to conduct survey and submit the design scheme that
is rated by organizing committee as excellent design will
enjoy the priority over site selection.

=, BIEBERFZIRRIERLR,

2. The exhibition park constructor will enjoy the right
to name the exhibition park. '

=. RLHN, BELSRESETHEEINER (BREREL
B E&ERN 30%), NERSRR, BB FFREAEGESTENL
MBRARZEES) (BTEREERDRY 104, T TFREEH”
B RE QT TR, BESTUSRIE, TEARETERY
X 5] 30%).

3. During Garden Expo, organizing committee will
designate the exhibition zone according to the construction
“scale of each exhibitor (construction floor area accounts for
30 percent of the exhibition park area)to carry out
promotional activities and business operations that are under
exhibition administrative provisions (business operation
area accounts for 10 percent of the construction floor area).
For distinctive products and excellent marketing programs,
on 4 special~case—specia1—methods basis, orgdnizing
committee may approve the expanding of the business operation
area to 30 percent .in a proper way.

W, RAOEE, AARRTRUAEBESETMES. £HHA
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INVITATI®N . The 11th China (Zhengzhou} Inlernalional Garden Expo
EASFHIRE, I,

4. During Garden Expo, organizing committee will offer
participating cities and exhibitors support on the promotion
and the publicity of mass media like press release on Garden
Expo official website and press conference arrangement. |

A. EREENR, SRRTE Té)iﬁﬁlzhifﬁ B, BHBTF
TR BAEE).

5. During Garden Expo, each participating city 1is
entitled to determine the theme, the form, the way of its own
city promotional activities independently.

X RSHRE, AEAAREGLRS, RESET N
BHAE, ST RARENASKE,

6. After Garden Expo, rent discounts will be given to
exhibitors intending to rent the exhibition park and will
vary—according to the construction scale. '

k. BARFBEEOEELSMENAEIERREAS, UA
—ZHFOF () BIAGEFBHELSIE,
7. Bxhibitors will receive certificates or souvenirs from

the organizing committee, and a certain amount of tickets for
the opening (closing) ceremony and for visiting Garden Expo.

2B (PROCEDURES OF PARTICIPATION ):

—. 2016 42 A-2016 % 4 A&, BAEFHAFE, FRIN
XEt AR
1. From February to the end April 2016, Exhibitors will
conduct site selection and survey, and submit design schemes.
=, 201645 A-2016 %6 A, iﬁ%iﬁﬁi%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%
H, ﬂﬁﬁnﬁ %%/&&Elﬁﬁﬁ
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2. From May to June 2016, Bxperts will appraise' the
submitted design schemes and at the same time a second round
of collecting and appraising design schemes will be
conducted.

=.2016 48 FE 201744 A, REEIFE mﬁlﬁm

3. From August 2016 to April 2017, exhibition park
construction will be organized according to design schemes,.

9. 2017 %5 A, TREFLREL,

4, In May 2017, construction of Garden Expo will be
completed.

A.201THTA, TREESAEIAE.

5. In July 2017, exhibition installation of Garden Expo
will be completed.

X 01789 A, B+—BTE (3N) BEDRELEF

6. In September 2017, The 11th China (Zhengzhou)
International Garden Expo will open.

2016%2}] 16 H
Februaryl6th, 2016

BEAA: FTE. TX4

Persons to Contact:He Yan&Wang Yi-nan
BEE R 13903846789 / 18937199922
Contact Number: 13903846789 / 18937199922
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The L1th China (Zbhengshou) Internstional Garden Expo

%ﬂ‘ R E GEHD BEREnERsSREHRE

Participation acknowledgement Form of The 11th China (Zhengzhou) International Garden

Expo

S 31 (35 F Participating
City(Seal)

o & (R4
Address(Post Code)

BKREA
Person to Contact

HBHEA

Person in Charge

BAERHE
Contact Numbgr

R

Fax

=S ERANES
Site Number of Outdoor
Exhibition Park

1B (Explanation) :
SLERAETE 4, &TM%+*E @ﬁAWJJS(&%ﬁ)l ﬁﬁlﬂ%m‘k)
TH, AFFEFAK.

- This form can be copied. It can aiso .be downloaded from the
website of The 11th China (Zhengzhou) International Garden Expo
or the website of Zhengzhou Bureau of Parks and Woods.

FT 201645 A 1 BMRRARFALAZILELINE.

A Pleasé fax or post this form to the Organizing Committee Office

by May 1 st, 2016.
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The 11th China (Zhengzhou] International Garden Expo i INVITATI®N

BREZFXN
F+—E+TE (M) BFEREELAELHAE
Bik: AHERMT AR 105

| HR4%: 450006
REA: F1E ZRHA
d,5%: 0371-67177603/13903846789,
0371-67172125/18937199922
AEH: 0371-67950776/67172125
®,-F4E45: zzybh20178163. com

Contact Us:

-~ Organizing Committee Office of The 11th China (Zhengzhou)

International Ga:den“Expo
Address: NO.170,GongrenRoad,ZhengzhouCity,HenﬁnProvince,
Post Code: 450006 |
Persons to Contact: He Yan & Wang Yi-nan
Tel.: 0371-67177603/13903846789

0371*67172125/18937199922
Fax: 0371-67950776/67172125
E~mail; zzybh2017m163.com‘
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