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PLN-3

PLN-13

3672629

Planning Committee

Anderson Room, City Hall
6911 No. 3 Road

Tuesday, October 16, 2012
4.00 p.m.

MINUTES

Motion to adopt the minutes of the meeting of the Planning Committee held
on Tuesday, September 18, 2012.

NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE

Tuesday, November 6, 2012, (tentative date) at 4:00 p.m. in the Anderson
Room

PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

APPLICATION BY BENITO A KHO FOR REZONING OF 7520 ASH
STREET FROM "SINGLE DETACHED (RS1/F)" TO "SINGLE
DETACHED (RS2/E)" TO ACCOMMODATE 2 SINGLE DETACHED

LOTS
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8041) (REDMS No. 3406024)

See Page PLN-13 for full report

Designated Speaker: Wayne Craig
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Planning Committee Agenda - Tuesday, October 16, 2012
Pg. # ITEM

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

That Bylaw 8941, for the rezoning of 7520 Ash Street from “Single
Detached (RS1/F)” to “Single Detached (RS2/E)”, be introduced and given
Sirst reading.

2. APPLICATION BY ROBERT CICCOZZI ARCHITECTURE INC.
FOR REZONING AT 7680 AND 7720 ALDERBRIDGE WAY FROM
INDUSTRIAL RETAIL (IR!) TO RESIDENTIAL/LIMITED

COMMERCIAL (RCL2)
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8946) (REDMS No. 365883 1)

PLN-29 See Page PLN-29 for full report.

 —

Designated Speaker: Wayne Craig

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

That Bylaw No. 8946, which makes minor amendments to the “Residential /
Limited Commercial (RCL2)‘“ zone specific to 7680 and 7720 Alderbridge
Wuy and rezones these subject properties from “Industrial Retail (IR1)” to
the amended “Residential / Limited Commercial (RCL2)”, be infroduced
and given first reading.

3. MANAGER’S REPORT

ADJOURNMENT
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Richmond Minutes

Planning Committee

Date: Tuesday, September 18, 2012
Place: Anderson Room

Richmond City Hall
Present: Councillor Bill McNulty, Chair

Councillor Evelina Halsey-Brandt, Vice-Chair
Councillor Chak Au

Councillor Linda Barnes

Councillor Harold Steves

Also Present: Councillor Linda McPhail
Call to Order: The Chair called the meeting to order at 4:00 p.m.

MINUTES

It was moved and seconded
That the minutes of the meeting of the Planning Commiftee held on
Wednesday, September 5, 2012, be udopted as circulated.

CARRIED

NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE

Tuesday, October 2, 2012, (tentative date) at 4:00 p.m. in the Anderson Room

COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT

1. HOUSING AGREEMENT (0864227 B.C. LTD.- TOWNLINE GROUP
OF COMPANIES) BYLAW 8937- TO SECURE AFFORDABLE

HOUSING UNITS LOCATED IN 10800 NO. 5 ROAD
(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3617848)

Staff made Committee aware that on Page 2. of the staff report, in the table
under the heading “Total Square Feet”, a correction had been made to the
incorrect measurement of “32,345.19 s.f” and that the staff report now
reflected the correct and accurate measurement of “2,345.19 s.£™.
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Planning Committee
Wednesday, September 18, 2012

3654410

It was moved and seconded

That Bylaw No. 8937 be introduced and given first, second and third
readings to permit the City, once Bylaw No. 8937 has been adopted, to enter
into a Housing Agreement substantially in the form attached hereto, in
accordance with the requirements of s. 905 of the Local Government Act, to
secure the Affordable Housing Units required by the Rezoning Application
08-450659 and the Development Permit Application 12-599057.

CARRIED

PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

JESSIE TSAI HAS APPLIED TO THE CITY OF RICHMOND FOR
PERMISSION TO REZONE 7088 HEATHER STREET FROM
“SINGLE DETACHED (RSI/F)” TO  “HIGH  DENSITY
TOWNHOUSES (RTH2)” IN ORDER TO DEVELOP A 6 UNIT, 3

STOREY TOWNHOUSE DEVELOPMENT
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8928) (REDMS No. 3517078)

It was moved and seconded

(1)  That Bylaw No. 8928 for the rezoning of 7088 Heather Street from
“Single Detached, (RS1/F)” to “High Density Townhouses (RTH2)”,
be introduced and given first reading; and

(2)  That Richmond Zoning and Development Bylaw 5300, Amendment
Bylaw No. 7902 be abandoned.

CARRIED

ORIS CONSULTING LTD. HAS APPLIED TO THE CITY OF
RICHMOND FOR A ZONING TEXT AMENDMENT - RIVER
DRIVE/ NO. 4 ROAD (BRIDGEPORT) ZONING DISTRICT AT 10011,
10111, 10199 AND 10311 RIVER DRIVE, TO LIMIT THE PORTIONS
OF THE SITE WHERE COMMERCIAL USES CAN BE

ACCOMMODATED
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8938) (REDMS No. 3630375)

A brief discussion took place between Committee and Wayne Craig, Director
of Development, with regard to “mixed use” and “commercial activity” on
subject sites.
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Planning Committee
Wednesday, September 18, 2012

3634410

It was moved and seconded

That Bylaw No. 8938 to amend the “Residential Mixed Use Commercial
(ZMU 17) — River Drive / No.4 Road (Bridgeport)” zoning district be
introduced and given first reading.

CARRIED

TOWNLINE GARDENS INC. HAS APPLIED TO THE CITY OF
RICHMOND FOR A ZONING TEXT AMENDMENT TO
COMMERCIAL MIXED USE (ZMU18) - THE GARDENS
(SHELLMONT) ZONING DISTRICT AT 10780, 10820 AND 10880
NO.5 ROAD, AND 12339 AND 12733 STEVESTON HIGHWAY, TO
LIMIT THE PORTIONS OF THE SITE WHERE COMMERCIAL
USES CAN BE LOCATED

(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8939) (REDMS NO. 3629719)

It was moved and seconded

That Bylaw No. 8939 to amend the “Commercial Mixed Use (ZMUI8) —
The Gardens (Shellmont)” zoning district be introduced and given first
reading.

CARRIED

APPLICATION BY YAMAMOTO ARCHITECTURE INC. FOR
REZONING AT 9980 GILBERT ROAD AND 7011 WILLIAMS ROAD
FROM TWO-UNIT DWELLINGS (RD1) AND 7031 WILLIAMS ROAD
FROM SINGLE DETACHED (RSI/E) TO LOW DENSITY
TOWNHOUSES (RTLA4)

(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8942) (REDMS No. 3614786)

It was moved and seconded

That Bylaw No. 8942, for the rezoning of 9980 Gilbert Road and 7011
Williams Road from Two-Unit Dwellings (RD1) and 7031 Williams Road
Jrom Single Detached (RIS/E) to Low Density Townhouses (RTL4), be
introduced and given first reading.

CARRIED

WEST CAMBIE NATURAL PARK RE-DESIGNATION
(File Ref. No, 12-8060-20-8945) (REDMS No. 3643470)

Terry Crowe, Manager, Policy Planning provided background information
regarding the status of the proposed West Cambie Natural Park in the south-
east corner of the Alexandra quarter section.
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Planning Commiftee
Wednesday, September 18, 2012

3654410

In response to queries Mr. Crowe advised that: (1) the Alexandra Road
upgrades and frontage improvements, are the responsibility of the developer
of the subject lands; and (ii) staff undertook a comprehensive survey, and
hosted an open house, in order to collect as much public input from area
residents as possible.

[t was moved and seconded

(1)  That Bylaw 8945, to amend the Richmond Official Community Plan
as amended, to re-designate the West Cambie Natural Park area for
residential purposes and mmend the OCP Aircraft Noise Sensitive
Deyelopment (ANSD) Map, be introduced and given first reading;

(2)  That Bylaw 8945, having been considered in conjunction with:
(z) the City’s Financial Plan and Capital Program; and

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

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

(3)  That Bylaw 8945, having been considered in accordance with OCP
Bylaw Preparation Consultation Policy 5043, be referred to the:

(a) Vancouver International Airport Authority for comment; and

(b) Board of Education, School District No. 38 (Richmond) for
information

on or before the Public Hearing on October 15, 2012,
CARRIED

2041 OFFICIAL COMMUNITY PLAN
(File Ref. No. 08-4045-00, 12-8060-20-9000) (REDMS No. 3650097)

Frances Clark, 8160 Railway Avenue, advised that she spoke on behalf of the
Richmond Centre for Disability (RCD), where she serves as the Board
Secretary, and stated that the RCD thanked City staff, and especially Joe
Erceg, General Manager, Planning and Development, for all the meetings and
events during the preparation of the 2041 Official Coramunity Plan (OCP).

Ms. Clark remarked that representatives of the RCD were able to meet with
staff in various departments in order to make the OCP the most desirable plan
for residents of all ability levels. She stated that she hoped that the OCP
would be adopted as a model by other Cities, and concluded her remarks by
reiterating that it had been a fantastic experience to work so closely with so
many members of City staff on the document.
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Planning Committee
Wednesday, September 18, 2012

3654410

Mr. Crowe made a presentation and, among other details, drew Committee’s
attention to the following features of the Official Commmunity Plan (OCP):

the thorough nature of the OCP preparation, involving open houses,
surveys, and social media input, as well as direct meetings with federal,
provincial, and regional governments and many other interested entities
and bodies, such as small home builders;

the projected population is 280,00 by 2041, from the current 200,000
residents;

a community-wide emission reduction and target of Greenhouse Gas
(GHG) of 80% by 2050;

transit, bicycling, rolling (e.g. scooters, motorized wheelchairs),
walkability, ride sharing and electric cars will contribute to the GHG
reduction targets;

coach houses and granny flats are proposed for the Edgerere
neighbourhood;

the City’s Euvironmentally Sensitive Areas (ESAs) provide critical
ecological services, including carbon sequestration, and the ESA
Management Strategy will be periodically updated, especially to guard
against invasive species;

Mobility modes within the City are intended to shift by improving
transit, by developing high density villages, and by densifying
shopping centres, and this will mean a reduction in the use of
automobiles from the current 83% to 49% by 2041;

to improve urban design there are new Development Permit guidelines,
but no increase in Development Cost Charges at this time; and

if Council accepts the OCP it will be forwarded to stakeholders
including the Metro Vancouver Board prior to ideally a November 19,
2012 Public Hearing.

Discussion ensued between Committee, Mr. Crowe, Holger Burke,
Development Coordinator, June Christy, Senior Planner, Victor Wei,
Director, Transportation, Margot Daykin, Manager, Sustainability and Joe
Erceg and especially with regard to:

how to achieve the targeted reduction in the use of personal vehicles;

the quantity of lot capacity that remains undeveloped, in order to
achieve ground onented residential units in the City Centre;
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Planning Committee
Wednesday, September 18, 2012

1654410

. the retention of the City’s nature systems in order to achieve carbon
sequestration and not in the atmosphere, and achieve environmental
balance;

. how ESAs relate to the City’s riparian areas, and what policies govern
both;

o what can be done to tackle the spread of invasive species, such as

thistles, in the City;

N how staff can clarify in the OCP that the retention of single-family
neighbourhoods is a priority;

. “heritage, arts and culture” have long been a priority of the City, and
are not a recently discovered benefit to residents;

o the OCP is a living document, and if it is adopted by Council it will
serve as a guide to developers, to staff, to City groups and associations;

. the OCP can be described as the City’s “toolkit™ and its policies can be
considered its “tools™;

. if there s an impression that the OCP is not followed, that impression
can be countered by the argument that land use decisions are subject to
a first reading at Council, second and third readings at a Public
Hearing, and adoption at either a Public Hearing or a2 meeting of
Council;

. while transit is beyond the control of the City, the OCP outlines ways
to achieve the City’s vision of reducing the population’s dependence on
personal vehicles;

o the OCP underscores the importance of the acquisition of park [and,
and there are ways for the City to increase park land in the City to meet
the demands of a growing population;

o Transportation staff are in discussion with a bike share operator and
staff will update Committee regarding discussions to enhance bike
sharing; and

o staff expects no more than two dozen future applications for coach

house development along arterial roads.

With regard a query regarding how many coach house applications are
currently in stream, Mr. Burke advised that: (i) there are only one or two
current coach house applications; and (1) there is very little available land in
the City to accommodate them.

A brief discussion ensued among Commiittee on the merits of coach houses.
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Planning Committee
Wednesday, September 18, 2012

3654410

Committee thanked staff for the hard work done on the OCP, and staff was
commended for the design of both the OCP and the attached maps.

It was moved and seconded

1)

2

3)

)

(3)

That Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 9000, which repeals
the existing 1999 Official Community Plan (Schedule 1 of Bylaw
7100) and replaces it with a new 2041 Official Community Plan
(Schedule 1 of Bylaw 9000), be introduced and given first reading.

That, in accordance with section 882 (3) (a) of the Local Government
Act, Bylaw 9000, having been considered in conjunction with:

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

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

is found to be consistent with said Program and Plans.

That, as it applies to lands within the Agricultural Land Reserve,
Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 9000, in accordance with
section 882 (3) (c) of the Local Government Act, be referred to the
Agricultural Land Commission for comment by the Public Hearing.

That, in accordance with section 879 (2) (b) of the Local Government
Act, Richmond Official Community Bylaw 9000 be referred to the
JSollowing bodies for comment and response by the Public Hearing:

(@ The Councils of the City of Vancouver, City of New
Westminster and the Corporation of Delta;

() Musqueam Indian Band;
(c) Board of Education of Richmond School District No. 38.

That Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 9000 be referred to
the following bodies for comment and response by the Public
Hearing:

(a) Vancouver International Airport Authority;
(b) Port Metro Vancouver;

(¢) TransLink (South Coast British Columbia Transporiation
Authority);

(d) Urban Development Institute;

(e¢) Richmond small home builders group.
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Planning Committee
Wednesday, September 18, 2012

3654410

(6) That Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 9000 be referred
and considered at the November 19, 2012 Public Hearing provided
that the Metro Vancouver Board has acceptfed the OCP Regional
Context Statement (RCS) chapter within a time period that allows all
Statutory advertising to be completed, otherwise the OCP Bylaw is
referred for consideration to the earliest Public Hearing for which all
statutory advertising can be completed following the Metro
Vancouver Board acceptance of the Regional Conftext Statement
(RCS) chapter.

CARRIED

Further to Comunittee thanking staff for their hard work on the 2041 Official
Community Plan, the following motion was introduced:

It was moved and seconded
That Committee commend and thank staff for their work on the 2041
Official Community Plan.

CARRIED

As a result of the discussion concerning coach houses the following motion
was mntroduced:

1t was moved and seconded

That a moratorium will be placed on rezoning applications which include
coach louses if staff is not satisfied that the applications: (i} meet the
Zoning Bylaw and OCP requirements; and (i) address height and design
concerns.

CARRIED

As a result of a comment by the Chair that land in West Cambie bounded by
Alexandra Road, Garden City Road, Cambie Road and Dubbert Street should
be examined by staff to advise Committee regarding the best land use for the
site, the following referral motion was introduced:

It was moved and seconded

That staff explore the best use of the land that is bounded by Alexandra
Road to the south; Garden City Road to the west; Cambie Road to the
north; and Dubbert Street fo the east, and report back to the Plunning
Comniittee.

CARRIED
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Planning Committee
Wednesday, September 18, 2012

(a)

MANAGER’S REPORT

Land Use Contracts

Mr. Erceg mentioned that al] Councillors were in receipt of a recent memo
from Mr. Burke, regarding the issue of Land Use Contracts.

In response to a query from the Chair regarding whether it was time for a
delegation from the City to travel to Victoria to address the Land Use
Contract 1ssue, Mr. Erceg advised that: (i) senior and intergovernmental staff
were designing a strategy to address the issue; and (11) Committee would be
brought up to date on the proposed strategy in the coming months.

Councillor McPhail mentioned that she had discussed the Land Use Contracts
issue with the Hon. John Yap, Minister of Advanced Education, Innovation
and Technology.

ADJOURNMENT

[t was moved and seconded
That the meeting adjourn (5:25 p.m.).

CARRIED

Certified a true and correct copy of the
Minutes of the meeting of the Plaoning
Committee of the Council of the City of
Richmond held on Wednesday, September
18, 2012,

Councillor Bill McNulty Sheila Johnston

Chair

3654410

Committee Clerk
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Report to Committee

To: Planning Committee Date: September 19, 2012

From: Wayne Craig File: RZ 11-585154
Director of Development

Re: Application by Benito A Kho for Rezoning of 7520 Ash Street from "Single
Detached (RS1/F)" to "Single Detached {(RS2/E)" to accommodate 2 Single
Detached Lots.

Staff Recommendation

That Bylaw 8941, for the rezoning of 7520 Ash Street from “Single Detached (RS1/F)” to
“Smgle Detached (RSQ/E)” be introduced and given first reading.

WaZp( Crai

Directo 0/ f Development
(604 47- 4052)

REPORT CONCURRENCE
RouTED TO: CONCURRENCE CONCURR?NCE OF GENERAL MANAGER
/
Affordable Housing I]/ SIS /////wq
/- i /

/

3406024 PLN -13




September 19, 20]2 -2- RZ 11-585154

Staff Report
Origin

Benito A. Kho has applied to rezone 7520 Ash Street (Attachment 1) from “Single Detached
(RS1/F)” to “Single Detached (RS2/E)” in order to create two (2) separate lots, with one fronting
Ash Street to the west, with the other introducing their portion of Armstrong Street to the east
(Attachment 2). This application will provide for the extension of Armstrong Street that will
allow access to this new lot.

Findings Of Fact

Please refer to the attached Development Permit Application Data Sheet (Attachment 3) for a
comparison of the proposed development data with the relevant Bylaw requirements.

Surrounding Development

To the North: Single Detached lot at 7500 Ash Street zoned “Single Detached (RS1/F)”.

Turther to the north is a rezoning application at 7460 Ash Street (RZ 11-586861)
to allow it to create a six (6) lot subdivision and is currently being processd.

To the East:  Single Detached lot at 7491 Bridge Street zoned “Single Detached (RS1/F)”.

Properties (7451 and 7491 Bridge Street) have a rezoning application (RZ 09-
496160) to allow it to create seven (7) single detached lots.

To the South: Single Detached lot at 7540 Ash Street zoned “Single Detached (RS1/F)”.

Application at 7540 have a rezoning application (RZ 09-500671) which proposes
a front-to-back subdivision has received third reading, and a subdivision
application (SD 09-500672) is being processed.

To the West:  Across Ash Street, Single Detached lot at 7551 Ash Street zoned “Single
Detached (RS1/TF)”.

Related Policies and Studies

Official Community Plan

Official Community Plan (OCP) designation: McLennan South Sub-Area Plan, Schedule 2.10D
(complies).

MecLennan South Sub-Area Plan

OCP Sub-Area Land Use Map (Attachment 4): Residential, “Historic Single-Family”, two and a
half{ storeys maximum, maximum density 0.55 F.A.R. (complies).

Floodplain Management Implementation Strategy

In accordance with the City's Flood Management Strategy, the minimum allowable elevation for
habitable space is 2.9 m GSC or 0.3 meters above the highest crown of the adjacent road. A
Flood Indemnity Covenant is to be registered on title prior to final adoption and subdivision.
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September 19, 2012 -3- RZ 11-585154

OCP Auircraft Noise Sensitive Development (ANSD) Policy

The subject site is not located within the OCP ANSD policy area and is not subject to noise
mitigation measures, or the registration of an Aircraft Noise Sensitive Use Restrictive Covenant.

Affordable Housing Strategy

In accordance with the City’s Affordable Housing Strategy, the applicant will be providing a
voluntary contribution to the Affordable Housing Reserve Fund in the amount of $7,660.00,
based on a $1.00 per square foot of maximum allowable density.

Public input

A notice board is posted on the subject property to notify the public of the proposed development
and no comments have been made at this time. Should this application receive first reading, a
Public Hearing will be held.

Analysis

Proposed Zoning to “Single Detached (RS2/E)”

The proposal to develop single-family homes is consistent with the McLennan South Sub-Area
Plan that establishes minimum lot sizes for new single family lots (Attachment 4). The policy
permits lot widths fronting Ash Street to be at least 18.0 meters wide, with a minimuin lot area of
550.0 square meters. The proposal (Attachment 2) meets these minimum lot size and area
requirements of the policy and the proposed zoning.

The applicant will be making a separate application for a servicing agreement and subdivision
upon third reading.

At the time of writing this report, the existing house on the subject property will remain after the
subdivision is complete. Once the proposed subdivision is created, the applicant is free to sell
the new east lot or build a new house on it in accordance with the amended zoning.

Neighbourhood Implications

The South McLennan Neighbourhood Plan allows for a mixture of residential types through the
development of townhouses along the periphery of the neighbourhood while retaining its Single
Family homes in the centre. With the proposed population growth of the area, this mixture was
desired by the neighbourhood and growth within the Single Family area has been anticipated. To
accommodate for this growth, the large lots that currently exist can subdivide into smaller lots
where new Single Family homes can be built.

The Neighbourhood Plan requires large sized Jots for properties fronting Ash and Bridge Street
by maintaining a minimum lot width of 18.0 meters within Single Detached lot areas. Elsewhere
in this area, the lots can be smaller to allow a minimum width of 11.3 meters. Recent rezoning
approvals have created smaller sized lots when facing streets other than Ash or Bridge Streets as
the land asserably was large enough to create these smaller lots. In this case, this single parcel is
not wide enough to achieve the minimum lot width of 11.3 meters needed to create more than
one Jot fronting Armstrong Street. As there is no maximum lot width requirement for frontages
in the area plan, it has been anticipated that wider Jots would intermix with smaller lots along the
Armstrong Street frontage.
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In the case of the subject land, the result of this subdivision could limit the development options
of the property to the north at 7500 Ash Street. This property to the north is sandwiched between
two rezoning applications for the purpose of subdividing their respective properties. The
property to the north of 7500 Ash Street at 7460 Ash Street, has made an application to rezone in
order to create a six (6) lot subdivision (RZ 11-586861), which is currently being reviewed by
City staff. Should these applications proceed to subdivide, the development potential of 7500
Ash Street would be limited to a front-to-back split similar to what is proposed with this
application.

Trees

An Arborist report and tree survey (Attachment 5) have been submitted and reviewed by City
stafT for the purpose of assessing the existing trees on the subject property for their removal or
retention. It should be noted that trees located within the future road extension of Armstrong
Street were not assessed, as the construction of the road will necessitate their removal.
Compensation for trees within this road right-of-way is not being sought as Armstrong Street is
identified in the Area Plan.

City staff conducted a site visit and recommend that of the 17 existing trees on site, two (2) are
good candidates for retention. As outlined in the table below, the health of the remaining trees is
either in marginal or poor health. Seven (7) of these trees are within the road right-of-way as per
the neighbourhood plan and therefore no compensation is being requested. Eight (8) others are
either within the building envelope, ot need to be removed due to their health condition or
increases in the finished grade as required by policy.

In a rezoning application of the property to the south (RZ 09-500671) at 7540 Ash Street (sitting
at third reading), one shared tree with the subject property is to be retained and eighteen trees
within the northern boundary of the neighbouring property to the south at 7540 Ash Street were
identified for removal. The removal of these 18 trees 1s part of a separate process relating to that
rezoning application.

In accordance with City policy, a 2:1 replacement ratio is required for all on-site trees approved
for removal. Of the eight (8) that that are to be removed, 16 will need to be replaced. This
works to an average of eight (8) replacement trees per lot, which is deemed excessive for the
available amount of space needed for a new tree to survive and flourish. In consultation with the
City’s Tree Bylaw coordinator, the optimum number of trees to be planted for the size of lots is
five (5). As there are already two trees to be retained on the lot to be fronted by Armstrong
Street, three (3) additional trees will need to be planted for this lot and five (5) for the lot fronting
Ash Street. This will result in a shortage of eight (8) trees that will require compensation at $500
per tree. These funds will go to the City Tree Compensation Fund so they can plant trees off-site
where needed. The developer contribution in this case works out to be $4,000.00 and is payable
prior to the adoption of this rezoning application.
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Tree Summary Table

Tree Tree
Item Numbgr Compensation Compensation Comments
of Trees .
Rate Required
Total On Site Trees 17 - - -
Within Right of Ways for None. as Road
New Road 7 N/A | Requiréd by Area Located within excavation and
p construction zones for roadworks
Armstrong Street lan
To be removed, due to conflicls
Trees approved for 8 2:1 16 with proposed building locations,
removal * driveways, or poor health or
structure of the trees.
Trees to be Retained 2 - - To be prqtected during
construction.

To secure the replacement and survival of the on-site trees to be planted and the two (2) to be
retained, a landscape security in the amount of $5,000.00 ($500 per tree), is to be supplied to the
City. Securing the street trees will be a part of the separate Servicing Agreement.

Transportation and Site Access

Vehicular access to the new lots is to be from Ash Street and the newly created portion of
Armstrong Street. This Armstrong Street portion will require a 9.0 meter wide land dedication
off of the eastern edge of the subject site, which will facilitate the western half of the paved road,
sidewalk, grassed and treed boulevard as well as a curb and gutter.

With the applicant committing to constructing the westemn half of Armstrong Street, access to the
new east lot of this subdivision plan is dependent on the creation of the eastern half of Armstrong
Street, which is to be provided by a separate rezoning application for 7451 and 7491 Bridge
Street (RZ 09-496160), located directly east of the subject site. The applicant of the subject site,
as a condition of their rezoning application will commit to the construction of the western half of
Armstrong Street, but RZ 09-496160 on the adjacent site must proceed first (Aftachment 6).

The applicant has been in contact with the developer of 7451 and 7491 Bridge Street, and the
two of them wish to hire the contractor who will complete both road requirements at the same
time in order to save costs.

At the time of writing this report, the application for 7451 and 7491 Bridge Street (RZ 09-
496160) received first reading at the September 10, 2012 Council meeting, and will proceed to
the October 15, 2012 Public Hearing meeting. Should RZ 09-496160 not proceed with their
subdivision plans, resulting in not constructing their portion of Armstrong Street, the applicant of
the subject property would not be able to proceed with this application.

Servicing Agreement and Subdivision

Prior to the adoption of this rezoning application, the applicant is to make a separate application
for a Servicing Agreement for the frontage improvements for both Ash Street and the creation of
their portion of Armstrong Street, which includes frontage improvements. Additional works to
be done is the servicing of utilities for the rear lot facing Armstrong Street.
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Conclusion

The proposed rezoning for the two (2) lot subdivision meets the requirements of the OCP
(McLennan South neighbourhood plan) as well as the zoning requirements set out in the Single
Detached (RS2/E). The proposed land dedication and road configuration is consistent with the
neighbourhood plan and Staff is confident the outstanding conditions will be met prior to final
adoption. Staff recommends that rezoning application RZ 11-585154 proceed to first reading.

- e ——

T ™ (@ :
David fohnson

Planner

(604-276-4193)

DlJ:cas

Attachment 1: Location Map

Attachment 2: Survey proposal of the subdivision
Attachment 3: Development Application Data Sheet
Attachment 4: McLennan South Sub-Area Land Use Map
Attachment 5: Tree Survey

Attachment 6: Road construction plan

Attachment 7: Conditional Rezoning Requirements
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ATTACHMENT 3

City of Richmond
6911 No. 3 Read
Richmond, BC V6Y 2ClI
wwiw.richmond.ca
604-276-4000

RZ 11-585154

Development Application
Data Sheet

Address:

7520 Ash Street

Applicant:

Benito A Kho

Planning Area(s):

City Centre Area, McLennan South Sub-Area Plan (Schedule 2.10D)

Designation:

ratio (FAR)

Existing Proposed

Owner: Benito A Kho Benito A Kho

1,596.2 m?

Site Size (mz): 1 769.0 m? The gross site area is reduced by:

(by applicant) o » 9.0 m(29.5 ft.) wide dedicated right-of-
way (Armstrong Street) 2long the site's
east edge.

Land Uses: Single-family residential No change

OCP Designation: Residential No change

Residential, “Historic Single-Family”
Area Plan 2 1/2 storeys max. - 0.55 floor area No change

Zoning:

Single-Family Housing District,
Subdivision Area £ (R1/F)

Single Detached (RS2/E)

Number of Units:

1 single-family dwelling

2 single-family dwellings

On Future

Subdivided Lots Variance

Proposed

| Bylaw Requirement

Max. 0.55 FAR for the 0.55 F.AR. for the first
- first 464.5 m?, then 0.30 | 464.5 m?, then 0.30 FAR .
Floor Area Ratio: FAR for the remainder of | for the remainder of the | "°"¢ permitied
the lot area. lot area.
Lot Size (area) Min. 550.0 m? 798.3 m? none
Lot Size (width) 18.0 m 19.2m none
Lot Size (depth) 24.0m 416 m none
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City of Richmond

ATTACHMENT 4

Bylaw 7892
Land Use Map ztos0as
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Disclaimer

GIS informatlon Is provided as a public resource for general information purposes only. The Information shown on this map is compiled from
various sources and the Cily makes no warranties, expressed or implied, as to the accuracy or completeness of the informallon.

Users are reminded Lhat lol size and legal description must be confirmed at the Land Title office In New Westminster.

These maps are NOT a {egat document, and iIs published for information and convenience purposes only.
© Clty of Richmond, 2003.

All rights reserved. Not to be reproduced or distributed without permlsslon.
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ATTACHMENT 7

Conditional Rezoning Requirements
7520 Ash Street
RZ 11-585154

Prior to final adoption of Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8941, the developer is required fo complete
the following requirements:

e Registration of a Flood Indemnity Covenant on title;

s Land dedication of a 9 m wide strip of land for the establishment of Armstrong Street along
the entire east edge of the subject site;

» A voluntary contribution of $7,660.00 is payable towards the City’s Affordable Housing
reserve fund;

e A voluntary contribution of $4,000.00 (five-hundred dollars per replanting shortfall) is
payable to the City’s Tree Compensation Fund in lieu of planting trees over the two lots;

e Submission of a Landscape Security to the City of Richmond in the amount of $5,000 (five-
hundred dollars per tree) for the on-site retained trees to be planted;

s Await the adoption of RZ 09-496160 for 7451 and 7491 Bridge Street to ensure the land
dedication and Servicing Agreement requirements are satisfied.

e Enter into the City’s standard Servicing Agreement*. Works include, but may not be limited
to, the design and construction of:

a) East side of Ash Street along the subject site’s entire frontage including, but not limited
to, road widening, curb and gutter, 3.1 metre wide grass and treed boulevard, decorative
“Zed” street lights, and 1.75 wide concrete sidewalk near the property line;

b) Within the 9.0 meter wide land dedication listed above, for the western half of Armstrong
Street, peat removal (if required), road installation, curb and gutter, [.5 meter wide
boulevard, and 1.5 meter wide sidewalk at property line; and

¢) Sanitary sewer, underground hydro, telephone, gas, cablevision and any other servicing
required to complete this portion of Armstrong Street.

Then, prior to Subdivision* approval, review and approval of the location for driveways is
required with the subdivision application.

Then, prior to issuance of the Building Permit*:

e Provision of a construction parking and traffic management plan to the Transportation
Department to include: location for parking for services, deliveries, workers, loading,
application for request for any lane closures (including dates, times, and duration), and
proper construction traffic controls as per Traffic Control Manual for Works on Roadways
(by Ministry of Transportation) and MMCD Traffic Regulation Section 01570
(hitp://www.richmond.ca/services/tip/special.htm).

* Note: This requires a separate application.

Signed Date

3406024 PLN - 26



City of Richmond Bylaw 8941

Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500
Amendment Bylaw 8941
7520 ASH STREET
(RZ 11-585154)

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

1, The Zoning Map of the City of Richmond, which accompamnes and forms part of
Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, is amended by repealing the existing zoning designation
of the following area and by designating it SINGLE DETACHED (RS2/E).

P.1D. 012-032-115

SOUTH HALF LOT 2 BLOCK “F” SECTION 15 BLOCK 4 NORTH RANGE 6
WEST NEW WESTMINSTER DISTRICT PLAN 1207

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

89417,

FIRST READING A
APPROVED

A PUBLIC HEARING WAS HELD ON =t
= _

SECOND READING Ve
b E

THIRD READING / z

OTHER REQUIREMENTS SATISFIED

ADOPTED

MAYOR CORPORATE OFFICER

3627862 PLN - 27
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Report to Committee
Planning and Development Department

To: Planning Committee Date: October 3, 2012

From: Wayne Craig File: RZ 11-593705
Director of Development

Re: Application by Robert Ciccozzi Architecture Inc. for Rezoning at 7680 and
7720 Alderbridge Way from Industrial Retail (IR1) to Residential/Limited
Commercial (RCL2)

Staff Recommendation

That Bylaw No. 8946, which makes minor amendments to the “Residential / Limited Commercial
(RCL2)* zone specific Lo 7680 and 7720 Alderbridge Way and rezones these subject properties
from “Industrial Retail (IR1)” to the amended “Residential / Limited Commercial (RCL2)”, be
introduced and given first reading.

REPORT CONCURRENCE

ROUTED To: CONCURRENCE | CONCURREMNCE OF GENERAL MANAGER
Real Estate Services IZ/ &///{/ZM
Affordable Housing IE/ /4 =

Parks Services IE( /
Engineering ?

Transportation

1655831 PLN - 29




October 3, 2012 -2- RZ 11-593705

Staff Report
Origin
Robert Ciccozzi Architecture Inc. has applied to the City of Richmond to rezone 7680 and 7720
Alderbridge Way in the City Centre’s Lansdowne Village from “Industrial Retail (IR1)” to
“Residential/Limited Commercial (RCL2)” to permit the construction of a high-rise, high-
density, mixed-use development (Attachment 1). Amacon (Alderbridge) Development Corp. is
the owner and will construct the development. The triangular 0.99 ha (2.45 acre) development
site, now occupied by the Grimms Meats plant, is composed of two (2) lots bounded by
Lansdowne Road, Alderbridge Way and Cedarbridge Way. The subject rezoning also provides

for subdivision of the subject site into a development lot and the Lansdowne Linear Park lot on
the southern 10 m (33 ft.) of the site adjacent to Lansdowne Road.

Findings of Fact

The proposed development consists of 237 residential units in three (3) multi-story residential
buildings ranging from seven (7) to eleven (11) stories on top of a podium, with two-level
townhouses and approximately 405 m” (4,370 1) of commercial space surrounding the podium.
Details of the subject development are provided in the attached Development Application Data
Shect (Attachment?2).

Surrounding Development

The subject site is situated in the Lansdowne Village within the City Centre area that is
designated for high-density, mixed-use development broadly located between the
Richmond Oval and No.3 Road. Development in the vicinity of the subject site includes:

To the North: Across Alderbridge Way, is a mix of older warehouses and light industrial uses.
Most recently, an application by Onn for rezoning at 7731 and
7771 Alderbridge Way (RZ 11-585209), has been considered by Council to
rezone that site to RAH2 to allow for the construction of four (4) six-storey,
wood-frame buildings containing 659 dwellings. This rezoning is currently at
third reading.

To the West: Alderbridge Way continues from the north to the west side of the site, with the
former “V-Tech” building site across the street and which is now zoned “Industrial
Retail (IR1).”

To the East:  Cedarbridge Way bounds the site with light industrial, office and retail uses across
the street and which is now zoned “Industrial Retail (IR1).”* A rezoning
application has just be received for a 160-unut development at 5600 Cedarbridge
Way (RZ 12-620370)

To the South: There is a narrow, half-width section of Lansdowne Road with car storage, light
ingustrial, office and retail uses across the sireet and which is now zoned
“Industrial Retai} (IR1).”

3658831 PLN - 30



October 3,2012 -3- R7Z 11-593705

Related Policies & Studies

Official Community Plan & City Centre Area Plan (CCAP)

The proposed development site is designated as “Mixed Use” within the City’s Official
Community Plan (OCP). The site is also designated as “‘Urban Centre TS5 (25 m)” within the
City Centre Area Plan’s (CCAP) “Lansdowne Village Specific Land Use” map. The CCAP
states that building height may exceed the maximum permitted, provided that the form of
development contributes towards a varied, attractive skyline, does not compromise private views,
sunlight to amenity areas and provides community views (e.g. sunlight to a park or public spacc).
While the proposed development exceeds the 25m height identified in the CCAP, the proposal
complies as detailed Jater in the report.

This designation provides for residential land use with a floor area ratio (FAR) of 1.2, which can
be increased to a maximum 2.0 FAR with the provision of an affordable housing density bonus
(see Attachment 2 {or context).

Of note, the CCAP includes the proposed Lansdowne Linear Park extending from No. 3 Road to
Elmbridge Way, running along the southern 10m of the proposed development site.

Aircraft Noise Sensitive Development Policy (ANSD) Area 2

All aircraft noise sensitive land uses (except new single-family) may be considered subject to the
necessary reports being submitied and covenants being registered on Title as required by the
Policy.

Affordable Housing Policy

The proposed development is subject to the policy which requires that 5% of the total residential
building floor area be devoled to affordable housing units; following the Policy’s requirements
regarding unit type and targel income.

These above policies and other policies, as applied to the proposed development, are discussed
below in the Stafl Report.

Public Consultation

As the proposed development is consistent with the City’s OCP and CCAP, no formal agency
consultation associated with OCP amendment bylaws is required.

Signage is posted on-site to nofify the public of the subject application. At the time of writing this
report, no public comment had been received.

The statatory Public Hearing concerning the zoning amendment bylaw will provide neighbours and
other interested parlies with an opportunity to provide comnient.

Advisory Design Panel Review

The proposed development was also forwarded to the City’s Advisory Design Panel (ADP) on
June 6, 2012, which generally provided favourable comments with suggestions to be investigated
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October 3,2012 -4- RZ 11-593705

and incorporated into the more detailed building design for review by the ADP and Development
Permit Panel during the Development Permit process (excerpt of ADP minutes in Attachment 5).

Staff Comments
Transportation

The following transportation works are to be constructed for the proposed development as
follows:

Lansdowne Road: The developer will dedicate land for road and design and complete road
widening to accommodate the following (from south to north). The interim works will include:
3.2 m wide eastbound travel lane, a 3.2 m wide left-turn lane/painted median, 6.45 m wide
westbound vehicle travel lanes and a minimum 2 m wide sidewalk, 3 m wide two-way bicycle
path adjacent to the proposed Lansdowne Linear Park. The exact design details are to be
confirmed in consultation with Parks Department and at the completion of the Lansdowne
Corridor Plan process. If this process is not completed prior to rezoning adoption, the road works
may be later adjusted under the final Servicing Agreement issued prior Building Permit issuance.
These works are eligible for DCC Credits, as available, in the City’s DCC Program.

Alderbridge Way, from Lansdowre Road to Cedarbridge Way: The developer will design and
coraplete road widening to accommodate the following: a 2 m wide concrete sidewalk; a 1.65 m
wide landscaped boulevard and road widening to accommodate two eastbound/northbound lanes
(6.5 m wide), one left-turn/painted median lane (3.25 m wide) with the remaining space to the
for the westbound traffic lanes. These works are eligible for DCC Credits, as available, in the
City’s DCC Program.

Cedarbridge Way, from Lansdowne Road to Alderbridge Way: The developer is to design and
complete road widening to accoramodate the following: a 1.65 m wide landscaped boulevard and
2 m wide sidewalk.

Traffic Signal: The developer will instal) a new traffic signal at Cedarbridge Way/
Lansdowne Road and upgrade of the existing signal at Cedarbridge Way/Lansdowne Road.
These works are eligible for DCC Credits, as available, in the Cily’s DCC Program.

Lansdowne Linear Park

The City is currently undertaking the Lansdowne Corridor Plan which will include a concept

plan and a “kit of parts” for the Lansdowne Linear Park and streetscape works from No. 3 Road
to Elmbridge Way. It is anticipated that this plan will be completed and brought forward to
Council for consideration of endorsement by the end of 2012. As noted above, the CCAP
provides for the park to be 10m in width along the north side of Lansdowne Road. The subject
development includes the creation of the first phase of the park, occupying approximately {,1184
m? (11,989 f?) lot that will be transferred by the developer to the City at no cost as a condition of
rezoning. In addition, the developer agrees, as a condition of rezoning, that it will:
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October 3, 2012 -5- RZ 11-593705

Prepare a park design for the Development Permit following the City’s Lansdowne
Corridor Plan and enter into a Servicing Agreement with the City for the design and
construction of the park, to the satisfaction of the City, prior to issuance of a Building
Permit for the proposed development. Should the GM of Community Services elect to
have the construction done by City crews/contraclors the Servicing Agreement will not
be required; and

Provide a $400,000 Letter of Credit (LOC) to the City for the estimated construction cost
of the park including hard and soft landscaping. This LOC amount will be adjusted based
on the estimated constructiop costs for the linear park as determined by the City prior to
rezoning adoption and entering into a Servicing Agreement for the construction of the
park. The City may determine that it will draw on the security and construct these parks
works.

Servicing Capacity Analysis

City Engineering staff have reviewed the application at a preliminary level and require the
following be included within a Servicing Agreement (0 be registered on Title and secured by the
developer at time of rezoning.

Storm Sewer: While storm analysis is not required, the following frontages must be upgraded by
the developer:

Alderbridge Way: Provide a single storm sewer system at Alderbridge Way from near
the intersection of Alderbridge Way and Cedarbridge Way to the existing box culvert at
Lansdowne Road that will replace the existing dual system at Alderbridge Way. The
extent of the required single storm sewer system will be from the intersection of
Alderbridge Way and Cedarbridge Way to the existing box culvert at Lansdowne Road.

Cedarbridge Way: Upgrade the existing 250 mm diameter storm to a 600 mm diameter
storm sewer from near the intersection of Alderbridge Way and Cedarbridge Way to
midway along the proposed site's Cedarbridge Way frontage with a length of 75 m. The
existing 300 mm diameter storm sewer 10 2 600 mm storm sewer 10 near the intersection
of Cedarbridge Way and Lansdowne Road, with a length of 78 m.

Sanitary Sewer: The following must also be undertaken by the developer:

2658431

Replacement of existing 300 mm forcemain located in a statutory right-of-way (SRW)
along the proposed site’s Cedarbridge Way frontage from the corner of Lansdowne Road
and Cedarbridge Way to 85 m north to a location within Cedarbridge Way.

Replacement of exisling sanitary mains located along the proposed site’s

Lansdowne Road frontage from the comer of Lansdowne Road and Alderbridge Way to
the corner of Lansdowne Road and Cedarbridge Way.
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e QGranting a SRW as generally shown within rezoning considerations letter with the stze
being 6 m x 11 m as generally shown on Attachment 7 to allow for the City to construct
and maintain the proposed Minoru pump station.

Water Works.: Based on the proposed development, water analysis s not required. Fire flow
calculations signed and sealed by a professional engincer based on a Fire Underwriter Survey to
confirm that there js adequate available flow are required at Building Permit stage. Specific
works to be included within the Servicing Agreement at rezoning include:

o A minimum 200 mm diameter watermain must be provided along the Lansdowne Road.

e Replacement of existing water mains located along the proposed development’s
Alderbridge Way and Cedarbridge Way frontages.

Existing Statutory Rights of Way (SRW): The current SRW for sanitary line adjacent to
Cedarbridge Way will be discharged as this line will be removed under the Servicing Agreement.
The Developer is responsible for removing or modifying other utility SRWs under the legal
documents required the Lansdowne Linear Park lot and Minoru Pump station SRW to be granted
to the City and as necessary to undertake the site servicing.

Analysis

Proposed Zoning Amendment

Bylaw No. 8946 proposes to rezone the subject site from “Industrial Retail (IR1)” to
“Residential/Limited Commercial (RCL2)” and make a minor amendment to the zone
concerning the calculation of density under the CCAP.

With regard to the calculation of density for a site, the CCAP identifies certain new parks and
roads to be secured as voluntary developer contributions via the City’s development processes.
In cases where the contributors of new parks or road are not eligible for financial compensation
via the DCC program (e.g. “minor streets™), the CCAP allows for them 1o be secured by means
that do not reduce the contributing development’s buildable floor area. This approach of
allowing “gross floor area” (i.e. calculated on site area including road/park) on the “net site”
(i.e. site area excluding road) lessens the cost to the contributing developer and helps ensure thal
developments which include non-DCC road and park features is not discouraged. Statutory
right-of-ways have typically been used for securing such features.

Dedication or transfer of a fee-sunple lot can be also used provided that site-specific provisions
are incJuded within the zoning bylaw to facilitate “gross floor area” calculated on the “net site”,
Transfer of a fee-sunple lot to the City is preferable to obtaining a statutory right-of-way {(SRW)
for the proposed Lansdowne Linear Park. In light of this, staff recommend that the RCL2 zone
be amended so that the maximum permitted density (FAR) on the subject sile be calculated on
the site area, including the uwtimate development Jot and park lot, and be applied to the “net
development s1te” outside of the park lot.

3638831 PLN - 34



October 3, 2012 -7- RZ 11-593705

Based on the above approach, the proposed development will include a maximum “gross
density” of 2.0 Floor Area Ratio (FAR) over the entire development site. If the same physical
area of Linear Park is transferred to the City as a lot instead of being secured by a SRW, there
will be a FAR of 2.252 for the net site area excluding the park lot. Thus, the proposed Zoning
Amendment Bylaw 8946 includes on overall FAR of 2.0 for the net site area to allow for the
preferred method of acquiring a park lot instead of obtaining a SRW to secure the Linear Park as
originally envisioned.

Parking and Transportation Demand Management (TDM)

On-Site Vehicle Parking: The proposed project includes a total of 295 parking spaces with 253
resident spaces, 43 visitor space of which 17 spaces are shared with the retail spaces.

(Attachmwent 3). The above represents a parking reduction of 10% below the parking requirements
set out in Bylaw 8500. In lieu of this reduction, the City accepts the Developer’s offer to
voluntarily:

» [Lnter into an agreement with the City to ensure that the electrical vehicle and bicycle
plug-ins be provided as a condition of issuance of the City Building Permits with
confirmation that such have been provided as a condition of issuance of an Occupancy
Permit for each building:

o 120V electric plug-in's for 20% of all parking stalls; and

o 120V electric plug-in's for electric bikes, one (1) for every 40 bicycle storage
racks (if there are fewer than 40 bicycle racks in a storage compound, one (1)
120V electric plug-in is required for the same compound).

¢ Construct an interim 2 m wide asphalt walkway along the east side of Alderbridge Way,
from Lansdowne Road to lane immediately north of Elmbridge Way under the Servicing
Agreement.

Loading Space Requirements: The proposed development has accommodated the required two (2)
SU9 (medium 9 m trucks) off-street loading spaces within the parkade located below the podium.

Form & Character of Development

The Development Permit application plans will be brought forward to the Development Permit
Panel for consideration after being give formal review by the Advisory Design Panel. The
following provides a general overview of building and site design considerations based on the
plans included in Attachments 6 and 7. Thus, the following form and character elements are
summarized below.

Urban Design and Site Planning:

» This triangular site includes three (3) relatively low towers anchoring each corner.
Towers A and B include eight (8) and eleven (11) floors respectively, with basically
reversed mirrored floor plates. Each of these towers has a lower six-floor wing extending
inwards towards each other, with the bottom two (2) floors being composed of
street-oriented townhouse units. The 405 m’ (4,370 flz) commercial unit located at the
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base of Tower A at the comer of Alderbridge and Lansdowne Ways provides for more
activity along the Lansdowne Linear Park.

o Tower C is a wider, seven (7) floor building located at the corner of Cedarbridge Way
and Lansdowne Way.

e There is a widening of the Lansdowne Linear Park with the gap created between
Buildings A and C and with the inclusion of a focal water fcature and green wall,
overlooked by the indoor amenity area located atop the podium.

e Townhouse units surround the majority of the site perimeter aside from the gap between
Buildings A and C, the adjacent commercial space and two (2) parkade entrances.

Architectural Form and Character:
e The proposed building design incorporales features reminiscent of the “International
Style” of architecture. This style is evoked by the use of round building comers and
gentle curves in the building elevations principally facing the three (3) streets.

e The application of wide, rounded overhangs, that form extensions of the balconies in
some areas, further accentuate this style.

e Contrasting with these rounded building forms, both Buildings A and B have strongly
angular wings respectively facing Lansdowne Road and Cedarbridge Way that increase
the sense of verticality of these relatively low towers.

o The angular intenior facing elevations of the buildings, and Buildings A and B in
particular, contrast with these rounded outer elevations.

o Other character elements that suit the massing include the use of an architectural canopy
along Alderbridge Way between Buildings A and B, tying the bumldings together and
reinforcing the street wall.

® The proposed building finish matenials include: painted concrete, glass railing and clear
storey window wall svstem.

Lansdownre Linear Park — Southern Elevation of the Project: A section of the 10 m (33 ft.) wide
Lansdowne Linear Park is included within the proposed development with pedestrian and
cycle-oriented routes on the south side of the project following the City’s conceptual design for
the linear park. Thus, the landscape plans included in Attachment 7 are being held as a concept
until the Lansdowne Carridor process is completed as discussed above.

Other Sireet I'rontages — Cedarbridge Way (East) and Alderbridge Way (West) Elevation:

e The townhouses facing each street have each have a terrace with an average elevation of
1.4 m (4 fi.) with a planter with a small tree, low shrubs and ground covers adjacent to

3658831 PLN - 36



October 3, 2012 -9- RZ 11-593705

the sidewalk totalling, on average, a 1.5 m (5 ft.) setback from the sidewalk to the terrace
Jevel.

o Two (2) parkade entrances off of Alderbridge Way and Cedarbridge Way with enclosed
loading bays, having windows to break-up the walls facing the streets, are included.

Podium Level Landscape and Indoor Amenily Building:

» Most of the more active uses are close to the two storey amenity space above the podium
level facing the Lansdowne Linear Park. The uses include a common terrace, a child play
area, putting green and an outdoor swunming pool elevated above the podium.

e A sport court that can be used for a variety of informal net sports, an Asian garden and a
Tai Chi lawn are included.

Variances

The preliminary plans indicate that the proposed development meets the minimum setback, density
and lot coverage requirements within the RCL2 zone.

Height; The maximum height provision will need to be varied from 35 m under the RCL2 zone
to 36.47 m above finished grade (for the mechanical penthouse for the 11-storey Building B at
the northern end of this triangular site. The maximum height of the main part of the building
(outside of the mechanical penthouse) will be 31.6 m. Also, as discussed above, the site is
designated as “Urban Centre TS (25 m)” within the CCAP which specifies a typical building
height of 25 m. The CCAP further states that building height may exceed the maximum
permitted, provided that the form of development contributes towards a varied, attractive skyline,
does not compromise private views, sunlight to amenity areas and provides comununity views
(e.g. sunlight to a park or public space). Staff are supportive of the proposed height for Building
B that allows the development to meet the 2.0 FAR density and provide required affordable
housing under the RCL2 zoning, yet providing for:

e More common outdoor amenity space on larger podium garden that occupies 3,996 m”
(approximately 1.0 acre) or 45% of the net development site; and

o Allows for lower building heights of 8 and 6 storeys respectively for Buildings A and C
while increasing spacing between these buildings facing the Lansdowne Linear Park on
the south side of development. This, in turn, provides for more sunlight penetration to
and less building mass adjacent to the park.

Parking Aisle Width: There may also be a possible reduction of required visitor parking aisle width
from 7.5 m to 6.7 m. Staff do not subject to this variance given that small retail floor area that this
served by the commercial parking and that 6.7 m is the standard for residential parking aisles.

Tree Replacement

A survey was submitted that showed 11 on-site trees and four (4) off-site trecs which are located
within the footprint of the proposed development. The developer will submit an arborist with a
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tree removal permit application for the on-site and off-sile tree removal. Cash compeusation in
the amount of $4,000 for the off-site trees removed from City property is to be provided. The 11
on-site trees removed must be replaced with the 22 replacement trees included within the
Development Permit Jandscape plans covered by the landscape security.

Other Major Planning Aspects of Development to Address at Rezoning:

Aside from the servicing, transportation, zoaing and design elements of the development, the
following planning elements are to be addressed at rezoning.

Affordable Housing Agreement: Following the City’s Affordable Housing Policy, the developer will
be providing 14 affordable housing (low-end market rental) to the satisfaction of the City with
combined habitable floor area comprising at least 5% of the subject development’s total residential
building area. The terms of a Housing Agreerent entered into between the developer and City will
apply in perpetuity. The tcoms specify the following regarding types and sizes of units, rent levels,
and tenant household incomes:

Affordable Housing Target Groups

Unit Type Number of Minimum Maximum Total Annusl

P Units Unit Area Mouothly Unit Rent* | Household Income*
[-Bedroom / Den J2%+ 50 m? (535 ) $925 $53,000 or less
2-Bedroom 2%+ 80 m” (860 ft) $1.137 $45.500 or less

* May be increascd periodically as provided for under adopted City policy.

* All affordable housing units must satisfy Richmond Zoning Bylaw requirements for Basic Universal Housing.

The affordable housing units are located each of the three (3) residential buildings. The location
and size of these units within the development is included within the preliminary architectural
plans (Attachment 6) is to the satisfaction City Housing staff.

The affordable housing agreement and associated housing covenant will also ensure that
occupants of the affordable housing units subject to the Housing Agreements shall enjoy full and
unlimited access to and use of all on-site indoor and outdoor amenity spaces.

Indoor Shared Amenity Space: The developer proposes to construct a standalone two-storey
recreation building in Phase 1 of the development with approximately 405 m” (4,370 %) of
shared indoor amenity space with fitness room, games room and change rooms for the adjacent
outdoor pool as shown in Attachment 6. There will also have a small multi-purpose rooms in
Buildings A and C.

Public Art: The developer has offered to voluntarily provide $159,223 to Richmond’s Public Art
Program (this amount may be adjusted if such residential building area changes from 209,967
and coramercial area of 4370 ft%).

[t should be noted that the proposed adjacent Lansdowne Linear Park includes the “Walk of Art”
in the City Centre Public Ayt Plan where the City may commission works of public art.

District Energy. There will be registration of a restrictive covenant and/or altemative legal
agreement(s), securing that no building permit wall be permitied 10 be issued on the subject site
until the Developer enters into legal agreement(s) in respect to the developer’s commitment to
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connecting to the proposed City Centre DEU, including operation of and tse of the DEU and all
associated obligations including:

* Design and construction of the development’s buildings to facilitate hook-up to a
DEU system (e.g., hydronic water-based heating system); and

* Entering into a Service Provision Agreement(s) and statutory right-of-way(s) and/or
altemative legal agreements, to the satisfaction of the City, that establish DEU for the
subject site.

Flood Construction Level: There will be registration of the City’s standard flood indemnity
covenant on Title.

Tandem Parking: There will be registration of a restrictive covenant and/or alternative Jegal
agreement on title ensuring that where two (2) parking spaces are provided in a tandem
arrangement both parking spaces must be assigned to the same dwelling unit.

Alderbridge Way Access: There will be registration of a restrictive covenant and/or alternative
legal agreement on title, allowing only right-in/right-out turning from the driveway on
Alderbridge Way,

Shared Commercial/Visitor Parking: There will also be a restrictive covenant and/or alternative
Jegal agreement registered on title that will also provide that no commercial parking spaces may
be provided in a tandem arrangement and none of the commercial parking spaces may be
designated (i.e. sold, leased, reserved, signed, ctc.) by the owner or operator for the exclusive use
of employees, specific businesses, and/or others.

Community Planning Program: The develop is to contribute $50,960 towards Richmond’s
Community Plarning Program fund on the basis of $0.25/fc* of total building area, excluding
affordable housing units (this amount may be adjusted if such building area changes from
203,839 ft’).

Other Elements to be Provided at Development Permit;

The submission of the Development Permif to the Development Permit Panel is anticipated to be
undertaken prior to adoption of the rezoning. Aside from building and landscape design
elements, the following are being addressed as part of the Development Permit review.

Airport and Indusirial Noise: The City's OCP aircraft noise and industrial noise policies apply.
Submission of a report that addresses aircraft noise following the provisions will be required to
recommend that buildings are designed in a manner that mitigates potential aircraft and industrial
noise within the proposed dwelling units. Dwelling units must be designed and constructed to
achieve:

« CMHC guidelines for interior noise levels as indicated in the chart below:

Portions of Dwelling Units Noise Levels (decibels)
Bedrooms 35 decibels
Living, dining, recreation rooms 40 decibels
Kitchen, bathrooms, hallways, and utility rooms 45 decibels

+  The ASHRAE 55-2004 “Thermal Environmental Conditions for Human Occupancy™
standard for interior living spaces or most recent ASHRAE standards.
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The developer will be required to enter into and register the City’s standard noise-related
covenant(s) on Title for Aircraft Noise Sensitive Use Development (ANSUD) and industrial
noise.

LEED Silver: The developer has committed to meet the Canadian Green Building Council
LEED Silver 2009 criteria and submission of follow-up letter confirming that building has been
constructed to meet such LEED criteria. The “architect of record” or LEED consultant is also to
provide a letter of assurance confirming how each building meets LEED Silver criteria prior to
issuance of an Occupancy Permit for each building. The LEED criteria to be met must include
Heat [sland Effect: Roof Credit and Storm Water Management Credit.

Future Development Permit Review: The developer will continue working with staff on the
Development Permit application being completed to a level deemed acceptable by the Director
of Development for review by the Advisory Design Panel and Development Permit Panel before
being brought to Council for consideration of issuance. This will include finalizing of the
architectural and landscape plans in more detail.

Financial Impact

None.

Conclusion

The subject development is consistent with the CCAP, the City Centre Transportation Plan, the
City Centre Public Art Plan, and related policies. In particular, the dedication and development
of the 10 m (33 f1.) first phase of the Lansdowne Linear Park and adjacent substantial widening
of Lansdowne Road are significant aspects to this project.

Overall, the subject development is a well-planned, attractive development that will contribute to
the liveability and amenity of the Lansdowne Village and broader City Centre area. On this
basis, staff recommend support for the subject rezoning and related bylaws.

Ml M

Mark McMullen
Senior Coordinator-Major Projects
(604-276-4173)

MM:blg

Aftachments

Attachment 1: Location Map and Aerial Photograph

Attachment 2: CCAP Specific Land Use Map

Attachment 3; Development Application Data Sheet

Attachment 4: Functional Road Layout Plan

Attachment 5: Excerpt of Minutes from June 6, 2012 Adwvisory Design Panel Meeting
Attachment 6: Preliminary Architectural and Perspective Drawings

Attachment 7: Preliminary Landscape Plans

Attachment 8: Rezoning Considerations Letter
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Specific Land Use Map:

Lansdowne Village (2031
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Development Application Data Sheet
Development Applications Division

Address:

Applicant:

7680 / 7720 Alderbridge Way

Robert Ciccozzi Architecture Inc.

Planning Area(s):

City Centre — Lansdowne Village

Amacon (Alderbridge)

Owner:

Development Corp.

Floor Area Gross: 20,41.26m? Floor Area Net; 19,912.6m?

Existing | Proposed
Site Area: 10, 894 m? 8,894.4m?
Land Uses: Industrial / Warehouse Mixed-Use Commercial /

Residential

OCP Designation:

Urban Centre T5 (25 m)

Urban Centre T5 (25 m)

Residential / Limited

Zoning: Industrial Retail (IR1) Commercial (RCL2
Number of Units: None 237
- | Bylaw Requirement Proposed Variance

Floor Area Ratio: 2.0 2.0 none permifted
Lot Coverage: Max. 90% 452% None
Setback — Front Yard: Lansdowne Min. 3 m 3m None
Setback — Side Yard: Alderbridge Min. 3 m 4m None
Setback — Side Yard: Cedarbridge Min. 3 m 3m None
Setback — Rear Yard: Min. 3 m N/A N/A
Variance needed
. 31.6m/ 36.47 m for
Height (m): Max. 35 m . for penthouse on
penthouse on Building B Building B
8842 m?
Lot Size: 2400 m? for development lot None
1113 m? for park lot
Off-street Parking spaces a 252 resident, 43 visitor 252 resident, 43 visitor
Regular/Commercial: with 7 commercial shared | with 7 commercial shared None
With 10%TDM
Off—stre_et F?arklng Spaces — 6 5 None
Accessible:
Total off-street Spaces: 295 295 None
Amenity Space — Indoor: 405 m? 405 m? None
Amenity Space — Outdoor: Min. 2296m?> 3296m? None
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ATTACHMENT 5

Excerpt from Advisory Design Panel

Wednesday, June 6, 2012

RZ 11-593705 - 3-TOWER MIXED-USE HIGH RISE DEVELOPMENT WITH 237
APARTMENTS & 360 SM COMMERCIAL SPACE

APPLICANT: Rob Ciccozzi Architects (RCA)
PROPERTY LOCATION: 7680 & 7720 Alderbridge Way

Applicant’s Presentation

Arxchitect Rob Ciccozzi, Principal, Robert Ciccozzi Architecture, Inc., Shannon Seefeldt,
Associate, Robert Ciccozzi Architecture, Inc., and Landscape Architect Mark van der
Zalm, Principal, van der Zahn + Associates, Inc., presented the project on behalf of the
applicant.

Panel Discussion

Comments from the Panel were as follows:

- canal feature needs to be stronger to better reflect the history and character of
Richmond; consider a really strong central linear feature going through the
entire Lansdowne linear park site which should be part of the public realm;
linear park should be reviewed as a whole by the City;

. street edge s monolithic-looking with few breaks and visual connections to
podium level; street edge js strong and overwhelming; understand that the
podium level is private space but consider having wvisual connection for
pedestrians into the podium level as adjacent street is expected to become a
busy pedestiian area,

. loading and parking entrances are the only breaks in the monolithic massing at
present; need to be articulated more in terms of architecture and landscape to
ameliorate areas visually and to provide a more pleasant street level experience
especially for pedestrians;

" curved buildings work well; however, roof form looks unfinished and could
use some strong articulation, material or design improvement especially on the
rectangular towers;

v materials and colours are appropriate for the type of architecture proposed but a
bit subdued; townhouses don’t have as much glass; the use of a lot of glazed
window wall is appropriate but disappears in the background;

. linear park on Lansdowne Way is a public realm item that should be designed
by the City;
. significant size and important intended uses of the overall linear park deserve a

separate review;
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exterior materials are subdued; use more variety of materials and be more
whimsical and daring in their use;

privacy concern on both of the pinch points between Building A and Building B
and between Building A and the amenity building; amenity building would
work better pulled away as an Independent structure to address privacy
concerns and streetwall articulation and openness;

curvilinear architecture is refreshing to see; a nice departure from the usual box-
like structures;

green wall on the plaza right off Lansdowne Way is terrific; opens up the plaza
space and makes it a nice resting place; a significant addition to public realm;

towers could have gone higher but with the same density; could have created
more spaces between towers and increased the size of courtyard spaces; could
also have resulted in less fortress wall appearance on the three sides of the
development;

applicant has done a good job in planning; towers fit the street nicely and
appears organic; everything is on front street and no back street;

like the subtle change away from the curb; like the intricacy in the whole
planning process; clear concept in facade treatment; great potential 1o become a
really nice project;

linear park needs to have a vision; overall planning is needed for the whole
linear park; vision would be difficult to achieve if it is left to individual
developers;

like the green wall; water feature is a good concept but maintenance would be a
concern; poor maintenance would adversely affect the whole park; a vision and
stronger concept is needed for the whole linear park; important for the whole
area;

public realm design planning guidelines are needed for the whole linear park;
would assist applicants in moving forward in a cohesive way in a major cross
street in downtown Richmond;

proposed linear park has no vision; a linear park is described as a discrete
element disconnected from the street and transportation motivations/desires; it
is a segregated public realm element that is not interconnected with what is
being proposed in the Lansdowne ROW;

a vision for the linear park should provide clear guidance for applicants to make
the linear park a civic ROW unified to its bigger vision;

agree with comment that discussion regarding the linear park design should be
done separately;
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significant design development to the Lansdowne Greenway ROW (linear park)
is needed in order to : (1) clarify the hierarchy of pathways and clarity of
circulation; (2) reconsider types of programming and, suilability of programs
like picnic, court sports, etc. (3) simplify form of canal/Richmond aesthetic to
linear feature; (4) consider language of materials for greenway that are distinct
from the development site and are arranged/designed to be deployed along the
entire greenway; and (S) consider the greenway design as a space on the bigger
linear park;

concern on maintenance of south-facing green wall from strata perspective;
look at irrigation and survivability issues;

provide detailed elevations/dimensions of the edge conditions clarifying the
sectional relationship between street and townhouse patio;

consider opportunity to tie the CRU design into the amenity pavilion elements
with some 2-storey element that humanizes the edge;

concern on water feature juxtaposed with pedestrian circulation; provide
adequate warning and protection for people with disabilities, ¢.g. with visual
impairment, to prevent accidents;

good stair access to the amenity building; consider also elevator access;

look forward to seeing aging in place features and adaptability of units in the
project’s next presentation to the Panel; consider possibility of using sliding
doors to access ensuite washroom from master’s bedroom; would facilitate
movement, enhance safety and conserve tloor space;

good job on a very difficult site; overall massing is pleasing and respects the
site; : : =
look at access to the site at Alderbridge Way; there is a tight point as
Alderbridge Way is starting to curve at this point; area is presently in transition
and large trucks are making turns at this point; look at distance of
entrance/loading area from the intersection;

consider opportunity to do something more substantial than a light water feature
along Lansdowne Way to better reflect the history of Lansdowne canal;

use stronger colour palette; look at precedent at the Oval; there are opportunities
to use stronger colours in the townhouses and amenity building; use of stronger
colour in the townhouses will provide more visual separation from the towers;
use of stronger colour in the amenity building will provide separate identity to
the building; and

CRU is located in a key corner; look at development across the street for
guidance to make this corner element successful.

PLN - 49




ZogrigdvtJaD

el oroFlanig

. ORI s
O CRTE N T O LD Seeavig] ol
> B L
S0 CowrEEn L ey
b o Wik
8o camrTEs vex I o oo
o
-
D BTa ¥t ARSI SEr NCT € 3 o
e ST w0 W A - W TaS v A
Shervken
- wre B e T rre s b
o o eRa i
N v za D L o
= o razesy ~anE
Lol
Porard L O b ED e merczie
e e Tttt ke e ~o0e
T
~ == ~ =5
T ¥ T = Ao AT TrEEE
< = 3 - el Bt
- = . s bl b
- £z o€ R ]
TEIVE i =
S —
P ol STy
e fazeen an e
s paz v bomc iy
vz haa-e o
[ ir=lrameas = L R L
|
T
el
&1
&=
)
> e
[= » =
o s il
F T
4 = 2. g 6w
i T
e o
ol Mo N N W72 (oS
PP T & IR i |
T VIS |
ST = Neoay oo
P
2T T daad o)
EE i - - - o
fem el e oy . r - il
pore 27 e v : - 2 =
s T e P < ==
ooco e sy ot coce e 1t - 43
=TI =l LR T [=erT = T
= ccal e e o ccen: o= ves - &
e 208 [ver v v oo bt - sz
e o2e- pe i boes coav o g - |
T g R e e
e o - e e oy et
S TR
TE i ] v

4|'("j<(uu¢

ks

A2 ENINOZ ESS5C=4C2e
2t FSONINOZT SNILSdA

CEOED Neld LIRS HELSNILLLSEM MEN

LSRN S ZENYS HIZBON P 20T 'S NOUDSFS T ANV L G071 Twgat

SN AN TIviTE ANV ™wNIAISTS 3S0d40ad

TOZ 3SNONY a
ZELLINANOD SNINNY e 804 d3nssl

VT XN "..U.m 'ANOHIIE 'ANv/MN\ Z2dI[g33aTV OTLL B 0822

SodgavaaD / IodaEg=zav

2 Tt At Py e A=)

PLN - 50



Ny id
LS
T oo
| | e
'8 ONCOI

El el t=r e )
/E0dEEE3aT v




(A L

ST R
T e e s R T

NvTid L TIEAEN
2 ONI2vd

nezese =

o «

NP 8 £ U RIS Y AR NS

TE SNl

Elzialrierate)
/ASORERITTY




N d Z "12AET
I ONPHwd

o
ot —
o -
TE oNCL-C

SRR I=D
ASdREEITTY

e Ly A

uﬂ.!{u&@

| PRERARRENRRARRAREAR]

o LU L LT

(OLLLLTL L

RERARVAR R ARERRRRA RS

NI Z TRATT AN DR L/

4 e e ) S B




o L PE i)

ewAgn | YUY LN Y W RY = il L TS N
o Ly ...z./ ~
- | 5 = H
- -~ { i
m. %
TE ovoLsCn

BOCRSVVIA=D
/BOCREEECTY

QN_\C.NSOU &\ H,m_ .«
a3d ANV X \

i L S




1|

ere. ot e

Ny @ HENSEHL ¥ SEAS A/

Ny
D - T SIEASN

i

sETe T

At S gy PN Sl e BT RS

DE QNG

Elclair-cro e w)
/BOCRTAIT IV

g e — A i 1
\ e AT aIwALANOD ! P, Q\N

__ e B ISaNT




TE ST

FOgEERYd30
Fesalt=r ey

Eupape
AL (poad 14
[ ] ML
EAE ASA Wpwusd)
“3'g mAnarm
PRAS MR $0ET - 00T

T LYY ETIED) P

e




R .
fiasily
P o

i .
Pagr
]
4
F
3

r &3

g i
bE
ay

L

ALDERBRIDGE/
CEOARBRIDG

O\ LEVELE B THROUGH 1 FLAN
VLTS H

AP T emTip s ADE A



 —

CEDARBRIDGE

ALDERERIDGE/

PRIy A =P R i A




m \2 h T ML TR aeoT |
Ead
mian) [ mwm CEEAE T _..mmm(. e NV Y ENIEInE oAl \ & J
. R
| 1

. N S
sz\m M.L(mﬁ_:m @m Ll @m@m 0o e J,
ey H..i.:.l \n\\\ : . OD ! Q .. : &= mﬂ:ﬂ G m - d/ =
= =5 : 520 5 = b o o \
: _ gL T s eltel Py 5

]
|
b
i
o
v

T oGl HE 7 ! H, -
Vin ©_dy : 1 _
E } i fasisd) LT L« P
ELslr-icr (e | RN | (. = §
A2dEgAa TN ¢ AU !
v —_ i - T
© (v
=} _ﬂm .Mm

AN e x lafa)-] ‘@ e
Y 8 CRANOIVEA € §EAFT ﬁ.ul._.ulxjm _( SUTOIT
pang RQLI02) FOLZ = BIT @ D Ehv g SNCTTINE SADSY Bdl,

20| TIITRRIY FI2T Heey _@. m ;

E@% et T e

5
=
3)
o

1y [ Bl
_@

0
B

oh 8
o8l ; o ) 0 ¢ i
e OR g & N 3| TR S __i
e b e T s 0
=5 R 5 I _.|
: 3 @I@.w{
:._ .M L5 D i T @IBB._._
o] =

- ; =2 i 74
O HEATAHL F SSAET L N & d |
TSIty GANSIGTT [ : th— LEH! m‘.‘m-@ Py
. . £

P B pam Frmn o by e Y

PLN - 59



()4 L AT 2 DN R | st Fa0)
R I Rt g N D, ONTINE oA \ &
]
* |
2003 0) |
SNV Id oNIgINg
[ =
ik, B £ HEnCEnL § FTENET IV LN

FRvTEsdsv’ SELNSIEI0

s NS

BOARIIIVAED
/AegrRigaadaiy
W HSICEL £ STRAST S SaTIne s T faw
Woyempeyy I QURUPS N8 F L S TEAT v ST VTE L
.—uwv.vﬂuw rﬂw SO 2l HAMOL ANDE 2L s A AL DAL ()

Pens MGuUm|0g) BECE - 008
DU GIINLY PRI VIR

k]

@M&Oﬂ ~—r8x ] %ﬁu@
w2 e

-

f R Sl < u“m a@ r<]
NS apviiiiivg [ H
L 42M.!Liu.nh =8 my ]
| S
dnss

AN INAR P ity e e g Yy

PLN - 60



alv -

SNOUD3IS
DNIaNg

L e e e e

ELESNEN gt gas daa e

oo 3700 (G
a-d NaLT3S \ &/

— e
wEmvow o
-
6 SNOWS

FDOARITAVAID
SEOORTAZT Y

Y=

WO RIS | upe
Criv-Lus (roa) el

Jeens QUM e 6002 ~ 00T
"1 4 HGITIUY PRI L sk oY

idd

—H >
T =
] =
2 oNGIne

==

ALINTLA

TEBS SIS 18iEs oy Sa S TiEsnin:

i =
_ mr .. N
— 3 1 T N
- - F |- - =
v Ul — =

1 — e

- 311 — —
= ONKT V€

el [ -ﬂm.ﬂluuaﬁmmm..nmmmmwm._wn. e I Ll i
ww :1 ;ml 3H —
2 EE
= [ T
U=

=5 ; - = ;
& - ﬁ =
- TiE - - Bl -

Lol g oNging

LT ks el

PLN - 61



e - oA~ iy
— — VPR SOOIV ONO TV NOCUISS vIAaAL \~/
_ =N il H i
SNCULD3S 1 [
“hel3d 5, | LERT T
[ Llr=s i {
R BT T
<creos oo : '
— ESE - I | |
i 2onma
N i
v @ n
DE CNOTIE B | WPTTR e,
OTRISIWAID ....,u.: Do
FAOARERIAN | o | R
] ] | B i s e
I [on = 1 L&
! | | G N
e i S
s L _ M‘ Y
¥
W T LG WP
LyorL09 »wmlu
oo SR
EAS Adp FDWIE)
30 IsanoRwA
RS YRInE) 6OPT < 01R
U] LRI AY [ZTAI LRy

)

8_3\9

AN SodRaRwa=0 ONG W NGLISS woleAL\ &/

vt D .l_
{ :
./n.l..O!. T T T w..
| ™ . _ i ¥
| e sos |4

: pi
_ s Bxn s
| ¥
. N 1

o =
_ v vy P el E ez I3

i
_ @ )
[ A
| AT 0T [
! = - |
_,1!9 et
. |k
== | ¥
_____ @ sowy =
==
]

oo vos S\

AINGWY HONC2AL NCLO35 \ 7/

D A I e ]

PLN - 62

oo 325 i

AN LONC—L NoW23s (L

TG
S o el T e

[
__
|
ﬁ
_
|
O

AT o>

Oy — - —H—
O,\.._.__..._.__....._.__..




[h 4 L

] —

SIVRIZLVIA
DONIgINg

P

Ve N
—— —

ATV D ko e NG W

Bl

—— m

=€ SO0

FDARBEAVTID
AOJRGEET IV

]

WD e PoupgE
1697240 (o) RS
3227 (o) o
RAT AIA o)

“2'H TeANOUEA

1040 TN 602Z - 01T
U] QST jiDayg Keeny

k]

PN
(=3
Hi
- S
i
1l
Il
L e erimeer | mrceat N BNIA TR T AY. Tﬂail‘gg@
s, | S sova wacroms sovs0 (D baen maead mistoros gang (O
WA
T e s e v bl st csnevs (v
T ——
T 0 3 8 < Jar L 16T TeREovA
e 45 e T
I e G AR A B
TP 817w S 310
LTS Fepalar] T A
LIRS (vt A 4T3 20
eyt i




1254 L CaN A @

USVaAINOS SOBvMOL SNHOGT) MAIN 242 Soaa \ L/

ONRIZAN=Z
SINULO3ESAZS | ¢

frezs e
e~ —

— et | ¥

T 4 it et ey 0 ATt o £

T CNOARDRE

3O0RISAVYIID
BOANSFAITIV |°

o—

(T
—'0‘5 "
$320-£49 L1.2Y

RS HqUIR|TD SEER - 60T
U] BB ATV Bl Legsy




i L | 1.:1&..@ w
USEAIZON SaevNoL SNMOT) MaA 248 soea ) &

—— ———

ONZAZANT2
ENLDILSYIL

e




s L

it —

s e (20N

DONRIBONIS
SNSRI

F2AIBI2NeI3D
AoOBIANIa TV

USEWIZON 5008 2 ENTTINS - AM3In 243 BAZTHoH L/

DT b B S s sy XM 2/



=15 -4 _

L

ONIZIANZA
SALLD3dSHad

W is T

LSYEHL=ON SOuerdTL) v SNETTTE - AT 343 T2AT T-HSH

)
2/

P e e




VAL 4 4 !

DNII3ANZT
AALDBLSHIA

:u«.u;\f”/

£

=
bt -
—

VT ENGWOMm

FDOARGAVASD

/BOARIFAITIN

it
111
53

i
USWYIFrIZCON SCro/nQl) v ENIO TS - M3 3AS I12AT LS

=5\ L/

PLN - 68



Qr{ _. 7 Wi Vo \9 m
| |~ USAANHLZON STevrnal) O ONITTING - M3 BAE J=2215\U J |

DONEIANES
INULDBSSAHZS

ey

P e -~ AR = e e LA | e R T

-l ST i s B
” ‘d TN r-l{j.}]f J..j.rr-.r.l. : >
] TP, . 5 |
e 0 &
——T i
— " by < _ .n _.‘. :
= = _ mye e
T'AENO IR i __ ._ _ 1]|

FOORIBAATED : : s s | ;\lAv
rn il o i . .

PLN - 69



D6 ONOA-Oly

FogRigAvdaD
/32QARIFIITIV

B
il ey e ITRe

ok DT Pt CHAF AL, TR 2D

134 o Ol e TP DL

wineos S

(MUNOB SARvMOL) 8 DNKIMINE ~ ANSIA 2XE TENT LI3Zas \ |/

1l
|!l[|:g£

st

s
1

L}

e

AT f e

PLN -70



oY 14 P,
GSvERINOS SEvAVOL) SOGRERITTY ONOV MSN TBAT -LEZ24S \

FDAIFBRVTID
/ADJRIBAZT IV




V< iy

. . oS SoEwa0L) 8 DNaTING - MINA A3 TEAT o\ J

. s

— ot a2

ONIZIANZ2
2ANLOIdS224

e i

=

oA CNO~A=OR

FDARGAVOED
ASARagEEaTY

D03 IR @mUps
Lyde-283
Vrib-2i9 (roa) 301
CAL jSA WL
o

WBLG NGRUNISY GELZ - OOZ
01 SR PreIR) Leqoy

6 BT (Y BT EE 38

PLN -72



win s oy

fra -4 L
TTTvra FLAOS SavaRivel) TV NS0 Sivd vaEN \ L

——" ~—

ONIBIANZTS
BALD3gS23d

srvTe N
- m— —

ES
——— [

oG CNGTx

FOJRFBVAID
/ASCRITAICTY

e

g-zsx.ﬂutﬂ o
0 SV EDORI el |




€TV L
== = eimwzs £ o o fe

ESilve 2OCALNG SSNOHRNWAL Peoiail 20 Man\ 7 J 2=l
- A ey

SoNpEoNT2 | T 3 N R

e “an

==
o e

DY ENSA-TNR

3o0RISAVYIID
/32arEadzdadaivy’

P \ N ES
s LLRKI 1T SR = B, [y RS SR
FSH B I L S WS HISSS Sy e

T wwa (e

(LSIMHLAOS ONFCOT) SNGTING ALNILI 20 AN

PLN - 74



a4 l

SIS
MOCVHS

ey

o w1
o —

T OV

IOARISAIVGID
7A2dRgEadIv

lu QLRI $2E2 - 0%
"0 RO LY Io30g) Logny

d4

359118708 N¥ZIHLHON

Y31 L2 INNC

PLN -75



sV !
SANANLS
MNOOHS
(e W~
TG CNCWNO=
FOARITAYIZD
/A2died3T
GOrRIMIYY; uRpe
i s .u:t
VDI o) A0k
€XS ASA TRRIRD
"'G "IN
wans NAUN] 6057 - 052
"204 BEIT LAY BrSI0E) Usqol

a4

d91L€T708 NHIHLNOS

Yl Z2¢ 4389N3030

S —————

PLN -76



alr6 | mimed

Y104 y
O PUOWIBI(]  saiepasse +

¢ IX3INOD Nva@dn =27

FIALS 34171 AIININHO LISNVAL + NVIYLISIATd VADVENOINT -

MYOMIIN TvII9070D3 AILDINNODHIAINI NV I LVIHD -

STHATT T1V LV ONIAIT ALINAWWOD NIJd9 FZISVHAINT -

SAOVdS DNLIFIW + STIVAOS ALVIHD -

NMOLNMOQA + 43AIE 01 SM3IA + SNOJLDINNOD -

SIDVS NIdO GOOHUNOIHDEN HLIM SADVITIA Nvadn F18vAE ATHOIH -

L 1781722 - toned|xdde Auuozdyg - v MOISIAT

13 M 2 A0

[Noovwy]

(puowiydry Jo AlD 3yl J10j ue|d ealy 1u3D) A1)

SLHODIMHDIH

N -

dVv2ID
.Wwﬁw._ o

~ S NOILY1S
._..._mmhmmmq
| el s

RIQUIN|OY) YSilIg ‘puouydiy

Aep\ 36pLIgIdplVY 0222 ® 0897




aEnL)

“311S DONLLSI

SM3IA DNILSIX3

2 JEpsny ja allios sU el el ma

0 jSesjual

H1 40 SHdYHDO.1OHd

Y1302
puourerJ

Kare]

bk royrTIRORTY BT

JOEeA

pUE sBpilqiapiy o setlo Su

TrAGpESHET GUAJE 153 MDA

‘abpUg Jepesy Uo Lini

anam ot
sajenosse +
wiez Jop vea ! .u

ik Bunsnes -2

ABuspes = o

3= Fimpdaain

=R Al G LETY

113 M m>_.g

_ZOU{.Eﬁ

Pl

LU'OLBZ = UonEsyddy BujuoZay - ¥ NOISLATY
24°50°22 - 4Qv BUlUaZaN - § NOISIATY
21'56°62 - 4QY BujuaTay - 3 NOISIATY
Z1°90°50 = 4QV BLjuaZa - 4 NOISIATY

21’808 | = Ranwo) SUpLRY, GUjuaEay « 3 NOISIARY

1 upedamsis, | iuodaanp,

3 (wiadaais,

Aem abpligiap|y 0222 ® 089/




THERE ARE SEVERAL VIEW CORKIDORS
PROVIDED BETWEEEN THE BUILDINGS
ON SITE INTO THE SURROUNDING
NEIGHBOURHOOD TO STILL MAINTAIN
A VISUAL CONNECTION AND MAINTAIN
OPEN VIEWS.

THE OPEN SPACE PROGRAM HAS A
CENTRAL ACTIVITY AREA WITH A POOL
HARD COURT, PLAYAREA, AND
PATIO AREA. T IS THEN SURROUNDED
WITH SMALL PASSIVE OPEN SPACES
FROM OPEN LAWN AREAS, URBAN
AGRICULTURE PLOTS TO AN ASIAN
GARDEN.

s

~ LANIDISCAPE CONCEPT

e s tlianing Comi - 150012 AMACON A CONNECTIONS + OPEN SPACES +SITE INFLUENCEY
REVISION C - Rezonlng ADP - 29,0512 ( - van der Zaim Layry

REVASICN B - Rezonlng ADP - 22.05.12 + associates ya .|

REVISION A - Rezaning applleaties - 26,10,11 LIVE WELL e 1Diamond
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LAMSDOWE RD LIMESS PARK (ofoke)
vt ¢ b deslgned by Qi of Mclunand,
i

B o

SECTION A-A THROUGH LANDSCAPING - ALDERBRIDGE CORNER

Tarroas wnd playarss Pl Ehaclc Gresnnegd
Grusn wall end

1#

Fslftantinng poal
Cezenling weeedl]

SECTION B-B LINEAR PARK AT FEATURE WALL

Tewmbhanes Stoewala ttrh B awn and picnic)
Ertdys mroeaings

Castmibldgu
from tammilvomes

SECTION C-C LINEAR PARK TOWNHOME, ROOF TERRACE AND CANAL

REVISION E - Rezorting ‘Planning Commities” - 18,08,12 AMACO
REVISION D - Rezoning ADP - 05,06.12

REVISION € - Rezoning AD? - 29.05.12
REVISION B - Rezoning AD# - 22.05.12

LIVE WELLU
REVISION A - Rezonlag applicaton - 28.10.11
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« MEETING SPACES/CORNERS

« WATER FEATURE
ST o, s G2, BT e, o s a1 « FURNISHINGS + PAVING
« TREED BOULEVARDS + TOWN HOUSE
GARDENS

STREETSCAPE AND AMENITY AREAS

—

« TREES, LAWN + GARDENS

» MULTI-USE SPORT COURT

» SEMI-PRIVATE QUIET SPACES
« INTEGRATED PLAY/TOT AREA
« STORM WATER

+« POOL-INFINITY EDGE

Example of similar development

PODIUM AND ROOF TERRACES

— =n

- -~ PRECEDENT IMAGES
e AR2E 2 ] OOy ez Larry
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REVISION B - Rexoning ADP - 22.05.12

LIVE WELL e Diamond
REVISION A - Rezoning spplication - 28.18.11 PRECEDENT IMAGES FROM NORTH AMERICA
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ATTACHMENT 8

Rezoning Considerations

Development Applications Division
6911 No. 3 Road, Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1

To: Amacon Development (Alderbridge) Corp. (The Developer)

Address: 7680/7720 Alderbridge Way (The Development) File No.: RZ 11-583705

1) Rezoning

Prior Lo final adoption of Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8946, the Developer is required to complete the following:

Subdivision Plan for Development Lot and Linear Park: A subdivision plan must be prepared to the satisfaction of
the City and Approving Officer and registered on title that:

a.
b.

Consaolidates of the current lots into one development jot;

Includes dedication of a 5.5m wide strip of road along the full Lansdowne Road {rontage and a [.36m
wide strip of dedication along the full Alderbridge Way fronlage as shown on the Functional Road Plan in
Attachment |; and

Creates a fee simple lot for the park extending 10 m northwards of the above-noted 5.5 m Lansdowne
road dedication that are both to be (ransferred (o lhe City (the 10m depth may be adjusled to both the
City's and Developer's satisfaction provided the ot area remains the same as it would have been for the
uniform 10m depth).

2. Lansdowne Linear Park: The Lansdowne Lincar Park Lot will-
a,

(93]

Be transferred by the Developer at no cost to the City, free and clear of any other utililies, associated
SRWs and other titte charges (with no DCC Credits applicable);

Be constructed by the Developer (with no DCC Credits applicable) by preparing a park design for the
Development Permit (ollowing the City’s Lansdowne Corridor Plan and entering into a Servicing
Agreement with the City for the design and construction of the park, to the satisfaction of the City, prior
to issuance of a Building Permit for the proposed development, Should the GM of Commumity services
elect to have the construction done by City crews/contractors the Servicing Agreement will not be
required; and

Be secured with a $400,000 Letter of Credit (LOC) submitted by the Developer to the City for the
construction of the park, including hard and soft landscaping and associated park services such as water
services associated with irrigation and any water feature within the park lot, but not including design,
plans and documentation costs. This LOC amount may be adjusted upward or downward based on the
estimated design and construction costs for the linear park as determined by the GM of Community
Services prior to entering into a Servicing Apreeinent for the construction of the park or Building Permit
issuance whichever comes first.

Existing Buildings: The existing buildings located on the Development site must be removed prior to adoption of

Bylaw 8946 1o undertake above requirements. Should (hese existing buildings not be able to be demolished and the
tand dedications/transfers to the City as identified in sections 2 and 3 be not be provided prior to rezoning adoption,
the following apply:

The Developer registers a Statutory Right of Way / Option to Purchase and Dedicate that dedicates
5.5 m of road adjacent 1o Lansdowne Road and creates and transfers an adjacent 10m-wide lot under a
subdivision plan with an area of approximately 1113 m? to the City for park as gencrally shown on
Attachment ] by no Jater than October 31, 2013, This agreement will also allow for the City to ¢cnter onto
the development site and to demolish the buildings afler Septeinber 30, 2013. This Agreement will fusther
allow for adjustment to the width of the park lot from between 6 to 14m in width when created under the
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above subdivision plan based on the City's Lansdowne Cerridor Process provided that the park lot area is
at least 1113m”. This agreement will further allow for City access and demolition of all of the existing
buildings on the development site (including both current and future lots) and remove all associated City
and other services (i.e. power, telephone, pas, cable) in the manner required to meet the BC Building
Code and all regulatory requirements.

b. The Developer registers a further Statutory Right of Way over the remainder of the Development site
which grants the City access to demolish all of the existing buildings on the developnient site (including
both current and future lots) and remove all associated City and other services (i.e. power, telephone, gas,
cable) afier September 30, 2013. in the manner required to meet the BC Building Code and all regulatory
requirements, This agreement will allow City access to construct the park works within the park lot 1o the
satisfaction of the City angd construct, remove and modify all other road and servicing works the City's
Servicing Agreement entered into prior to rezoning and to undertake of the demolition of the building
within the Statutory Right of Way / Option to Purchase.

c.  The Developer registers a No-Development Covenant on the development site (both [ofs) which
prohibils issuance of a building permit to construct any building until:

i. The Developer demolishes all of the existing buildings on the sife;

ii. The park ot and road dedication under the Stalulory-Righl-of-Way / Option to Purchase and
Dedicate have been created under a subdivision plan and transferred Lo the Cily by the Developer;

iii, A Servicing Agreement has been entered into by the Developer for all road and engineering
works and secured by the Developer to the satisfaction of the City; and

iv. A Seypvicing Agreement has been entered into by the Developer for all park works within the
Lansdowne Linear Park lot and adjacent road dedication with the security from the Developer 1o
the satisfaction of the City unless the General Manager (Parks) agrees that such park works are
completed by the City funded from the park security.

d.  Submits a security of $150,000 to the City 1o allow for all building demolition, engineering, servicing,
and associated legal and administrative work to meet all regulatory requirements and required to exercise
the Statutory-Right-of~Way / Option to Purchase and Dedicate. This security will be released afier the

~ transfer of the park Tot 16 i€ City and road dedication. — ——

4. Statutory Rights of Way for Public Rigbts of Passage (SRW): The Developer granting the following SRWs as
shown on Attachment 1 for public rights of passage and other city works such as streer Jight conduits and standards is
required:

a. A 0.36 m strip along the entire Alderbridge Way frontape;

Two minimum Sm x Sm corner cuts at the Cedarbridge Way / Lansdowne Road and Lansdownc Road /
Alderbridge Way intersections; and

¢. A minimum 4m x 4m corner cut at the Cedarbridge Way / Aldcerbridge Way intersection.

5. Statutory Rights of Way for Minoru Sanitary Pump Station (SRW): The Developer granting a SRW as generaily
shown on Attachment 2 with the size being 6m X 1 1m and as may be required by the Director of Engineering in order to
provide sufficient size and satisfactory location to accommedale, but not limited (o pump station wet well,
control/equipment kiosk, antenna, back-up generator, adequate space for maintenance truck to access and maintain the
pump station while allowing for uninterrupted public access around the work area, provided any adjustment does not
materially change the location of the proposed building as shown on Attachment 2 and considered by Planning
Commitiee. The Developer is also required to remove any other utilities and associated SRWs within the required
Minoru Pump Station SRW.

6. Noise Covenant(s): Regislralion of legal agreement on (itle identifying that the proposed devetopment must be
designed and constructed in a manner that mitigates potential noise within the proposed dwelling unils for;

1683225
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a.  Aircrafi Noise Sensilive Use Development (Residential) covenant based on the City’s standard
covenant; and

b. Industrial Noise covenant to require that the buildings be constracted to address the maximum noise
levels set-out under the Development Peymit Conditions below.,

And which covenants will ensure dwelling units must be designed and constructed to achieve:

¢. CMHC guidelines for interior noise Jevels as indicated in the chart below:

Portions of Dwelling Units Nolse Levels (decibels)
Bedrooms 35 decibels
Living, dining, recreation rooms 40 decibels
Kitchen, bathrooms, hallways. and utility rooms 45 decibels

d. the ASHRAE 55-2004 “Thermal Environmental Condilions for Human Occupancy™ standard for
interior living spaces.
7. Flood Covenant: Registration of the City’s standard flood indetnnity covenant on title ensuring that there is no
construction of habitable area below the Flood Construction Level of 2.9 in (Area A).

8. Public Art: City acceprance of the Developer’s offer (o voluntarily provide $159,223 to Riclmond’s public
program (this amount may be adjusted if such residential building area changes from 209,967ft* and commercial
arca changes from 4370 ft%).

9. Community Planning Program: City acceptance of the Developer's offer to voluntarily contribute $50,960
towards Richruond's comumunity planning program fund on the basis of $0.25/ft" of tota! building area, excluding
affordable housing units (this amount may be adjusted if such building area changes from 203,839 fi*).

10. Affordable Housing Agreement: Registration of the City's standard Housing Agreement and Covenant to
secure 14 affordable housing (low-¢nd markel rental) 1o the satisfaction of the City i each of the three buildings
and that the combined habitable floor area of which units shall comprise at leasl $% of (he subject development’s
totaldevelopment 'sresidential-building-area-(including comnion-areas, such as hallways_and tobbies). The terms of
the Housing Agreements shall indicate that they apply in perpetuity. The number of affordable housing units,
together with their types, sizes, unit mix, rental rates, and occupant income restrictions shall be in accordance with
the City’s Affordable Housing Strategy and guidelines for Low End Market Rental housing (unless otherwise
agreed to by the Direcior of Development and Manager, Community Social Develaopment), and as set ouf in Table |
and 2 below. Occupants of the affordable housing units shall, to the satisfaction of the City (as determined prior to
Development Permit* approval), enjoy full and unlimited access to ang vse of all on-site indoor and outdoor
amenity spaces.

Table 1: Affordable Housing Unit Locations

DESIGNATED AFFOROABLE UNITS
REQ. AFFORDABLE UNITS: 2092670 sgfr » 5.0% = VASOL waf
PROVICED™ (SEE BELOW):
BUILDING UNIT AREA UNTT TYPE t1g OF UNIT FERCENTAGE (%)
A G250 eqfr \BR s DEN 4 286 %
8 E25.0 sgh 1BR » DEN 4 286 %
() GESD s5ft 18R » DEN 4 286 %
TOWNHOUSE LOS0.0 st 2BR 2 142 %
NET TOVAL 102800saf e a0 %
Table 2: Affordable Housing Target Groups
Unit Type Number of Minimum Maximum Total Arnual
P Units Unit Area Monthly Unit Reot* | Household Incomc?®
1-Bedroom / Den 12%* 50 m2 (535 {i2) $925 $37,000 or lcss
2-Bedroom 2% 80 m2 (860 R2) §1.137 $45,500 or less
. May be increased perindically as provided for under adopied City policy.
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11. Discharge of City of Richmond SRW: Discharge of the SRW adjacent 10 Cedarbridge Way for sanitary works
under LTO No. Y23580 (Plan 69081) from title.

12. Tandem Parking: Registration of a Jegal agreement on title ensuring that where two parking spaces are provided
in a tandem arrangerment both parking spaces must be assigned to the same dwelling unit is required.

13. Commercial/Visitor Parking: Registration of a legal agreement on title ensuring that the shared residential
visitor and commercial parking is nol assigned to any specific residential unit / commercial unit nor be designated
(i.e. sold, leased, reserved, signed, or otherwise assign) by the owner or operator for the exclusive use of employees,
specific businesses, and/or others,

14. Access: Registration of a restrictive covenant and/or alternative Jegal agreement on title is required allowing only
right-in/right-out turning from the driveway on Alderbridge Way.

15, Transportation Demand Munagement: The Developer requests an overall parking reduction of 10% below
the parking requirements for resident, affordable housing and visltor spaces set out in Bylaw 8500. In lieu of this
reduction, the City accepts the Developer's offer to voluntarily:

a. Enter into an agreement with the City to ensure thal the electrical vehicle and bicycle plug-ins be
provided as a condilion of issuance of the City building permits with confirmation (hat such have
been provided as a condition of issuance of an occupancy permit for each building s follows:

i 120V electric plug-in's for 20% of all parking stalls; and

il 120V electric plug-in's for electric bikes, one for every 40 bicycle storage racks (if there arc
fewer than 40 bLicycle racks in a storage compound, one 120V electric plug-in is required for
the same compound),

b. Construcl an inlerim 2m wide asphalt walloway along the east side of Alderbridge Way, from
Lansdowne Road 10 lane immediately north of EJmbridge Way under the Servicing Agreement.

16. District Energy Utllity (DEU) Registration of a restrictive covenant and/or alternative legal agreement(s), v
the satisfaction of the City, securing that no building per mit will be permitted to be issued on the subject site
until the Developer enters into legal agreement(s) in respect to the Developer's commitment to connecting to the
proposed City Centre DEU, including operation of and use of the DEU and all associated obligations and
agreements as determined by the Director of Engincering, including, but not limited to:

a. Design and construction of the development’s buildings to facilitate hook-up (o a DEU system
{e.g., hydronic water-based heating system); and

b. Entering into a Service Provision Agreement(s) and statutory right-of-way(s) and/or altermative
legal agreemnents, (o the safisfaction of the City, that establish DEU for the subject site.

17. Enter into a Servicing Agreement (SA)*: for the design and construction, at the Developer’s sole cost, of full
upgrades across and adjacent 10 the Development for road works, transportation infrastructure, sireet frontages,
water, sanitary and slorm sewer system upgrades, and related works as generally set out below. Prior to tezoning
adoption, all worky identified via the SA must be secured via a Letter(s) of Credit, to the satisfaction of the Director
of Development, Director of Engineering, Director of Transportation and Manager, Parks — Planning and Design.
All works shal) be completed with regards to timing as set out in the SA and above-noted covenant and legal
agreements in (he Rezoning Requirements,
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A. Transportation Works:

Transportation works are to be designed and constructed as outlined below and following the Functional Road
Plan in Aftachment A.

\) Lansdowne Road, from Cedarbridge Way to Alderbridge Way

Interim Cross-Section:

Developer to design and complete road widening 10 accommodate the following (from existing south road
R.O.W. line to north):

[.05m wide tie-in’s to the property to the south.

3.6m wide eastbound travel lane.

3.45m wide eastbound lefi-turn lane / painted median.

4.65m wide westbound vehicle travel Janes.

0.15m wide curb/gutter,

north of the curb/gutter, minimum 2m wide sidewalk, 3m wide two-way bicycle path, and other fronage
beautification improvements would be required. Exact defails 10 be confirmed in consultation with Parks
Department and at the completion of the Lansdowne Corridor Plan process. Note that appropriate tie-in’s
of the above cross-section lo existing Lansdowne Road outside the development frontage would be
required, In addition, the City may wish 1o advance some of the above noted road improvements as part
of its Capital Program. In such case, the devecloper would be responsible for the reaming road works as
noted above, Exact details to be contirmed as part of the SA process.

mope0os

Ultimate Cross-Section:
Developer to incorporale ioto the design of the following “ultimate” configuration (referenced from the 3.25m
wide eastbound travel Jane 1o south as per approved Functionat Plan — Ultimate Candition):

a 3.25m wide eastbound curb lane.

b. 0.15m wide curb/pgutter.

¢. 1.65m wide landscaped boulevard.

d2m-wide-eancrete-sidewalle— o —

e. 3.2 raised median.

Exact details to be coafirmed in consultation with Parks Department and at the completion of (he Lansdowne
Corridor Plan process.

2) Alderbridge Way, from Lansdowne Road to Cedarbridge Way:

Interim Cross-Section:

Developer to design and complete road widening (o accominodate the following (from the castern edge of the

new SRW to west):

a. 2m wide concrete sidewalk.

b. 1.65m wide landscaped boulevard (including a new 0.15m wide curb/gutter).

¢. road widening to accommodate two eastbound/northbound Janes (6.5m wide), one lefl-turn/painted
medjan lane (3.25m wide), and the remaining space to the existing west curb be designed for
westbound/southbound traffic lanes.

Developer to design and complete an interim 2m wide asphalt walkway along the east side of Alderbridge
Way, from Lansdowne Road to lane immediately north of Elmbridge Way.

Please note that due to the changes in horizontal alignment, special anti-skid pavement would be required.
Exacl details to be confirmed as part of the Scrvicing Agreement design process.

Ultimate Cross-Section:
Developer to incorporate into the design of the following “ultimate” configuration, incluging five 3.25 m wide
traffic lanes (two eastbound and two westbound through traffic lanes and left turn lanes/raised landscaped
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median). Frontage improvemeants are to include a 2.0 m sidewalk and 1.65 m boulevard (including 0.15m wide
curb/gutter) on both sides of the road.

3) Cedarbridge Way, from Lansdowne Road fo Alderbridge Way:
Developer to design and complete road widening to accommodate the following (from exlisting curb/gutier on
the west side to west as per approved Functional Plan — Ultimate Condition):
a.  1.65m wide landscaped boulevard.
b.  2mwide conerete sidewalk.

4) Traffic Signal: Inslallation of a new traffic signal at Cedarbridge Way / Lansdowne Road & upgrade of the
existing signal at Alderbridge Way / Lansdowne Road to include but not limited to the following:

a. Signal pole, controller, base and hardware.

b. Pole base (City Centre decorative pole & street light fixture).

¢. Detection, conduits (Electrical & Communications) and signal indications, and communications cable,
clectrical wiring and service conductors.

d. APS (Accessible Pedestrian Signals) and illuminated street name sign(s).

Note: The City may wish (o advance some of the above noted traffic signal improvements as part of its Capital
Program. In such case, the developer would be responsible for the remaining road works as noted above.

5) Construction Timing: all frontage improvements shall be completed prior to the opening of the development.

6) Development Cost Charges (DCCs): Road Works DCC credits are applicable for the above interim works on
Lansdowne Road, Alderbridge Way and the traffic signal, as available, for road works completed by the
developer within the dedicated road alloweance as identified as defined in the City DCC Program.

B. Engineering Works:

] .)_Sl_ortn Sewer

Storm analysis is not required, however, ithe following frontages must be upgraded by the developer, as per
City requirements or the Develaper may hire a consuliant (o complete a storm sewer capacity analysis ta the
IMajor conveyance.

a. Alderbridge Way:

Provide a single storm sewer system at Alderbridge Way, sized to OCP condilions, from the cxisting
manhole STMH4072 (near the intersection of Alderbridge Way and Cedarbridge Way) to the existing box
culvert at Lansdowne Road that will replace the existing dual system at Alderbridge Way. The extent of
the required single stonm sewer system will be from the intersection of Alderbridge Way and Cedarbridge
Way to the existing box culvert at Lansdowne Road.

b. Cedarbridge Way:

Upgrade the existing 250nwa diameier storm sewer from existing manhole STMHA072 (near the
intersection of Alderbridge Way and Cedarbridge Way) to existing manhole STMH4 113 (located midway
of the proposed site's Cedarbridge Way frontage ) with a length of 75 m must be upgraded to a min, 600
mm and upgrade the existing 300 mm diamneter storm sewer from existing manhole STMH4113 10
existing manhole STMH4111 (located at the intersection of Cedarbridge Way and Lansdowne Road) with
a length of 78 m, to 600 mm diameter.
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2.) Sanitary Sewer

a. Reptacement of existing 300mm forcemain Jocated in a SRW along the proposed site's Cedarbridge Way
frontage from the comer of Lansdawne Road and Cedarbridge Way (o §5 meters north (subject to review
of impact assessment of the proposcd development (o the existing utilities adjacent 10 the proposed sile).

b. Replacement of existing sanitary mains located along the proposed site’s Lansdowne Road frontage from
the corner of Lansdowne Road and Alderbridge Way to comer of Lansdowne Road and Cedarbridge Way
(subject to review of impact assessment of the proposed development to the existing utilities adjacent to
the proposed site),

¢. The Developer granting a SRW with the size being 6m X 11m as generally shown on Aftachment 2 and
as may be required by the Director of Engincering in order to provide a sufficient size satisfactory and
location to accommodate a pump sfation, including but not limited to pump station wet well, kiosk,
antenna, back-up generator, adequate space for maintenance truck (o access and maintain the pump
station while allowing for uninterrupted public access around the work area, provided any adjustment
does not materially change the location of the proposed building as shown on Attachment 2 and
considered by Planning Commitice.
The building and building foundation may requirc additional provisions to accommodate the sanitary
pump station and facilitate fulure pump station repairs, maintenance and upgrades provided it docs nol
materiatly change the location of the exterjor wall of the building as shown on Attachment 2 and
considered by Planning Comumittee,

3.) Water Works

Using the OCP Mode), there is 750 L/s available at 20 psi residual at hydrant located at Alderbridge Way

and 472 L/s at 20 psi restdual at hydrant located at Cedarbridge Way frontage. Based on your proposed

rezoning, your sile requires a minimum fire flow of 220 L/s. Water analysis is not required. However, once

you have confirmed your building design at the Building Perimit stage, you must submit fice flow calculations
—signedand sealed-by-aprofessionatenginecr-based-on-the Fire- Underwriter-Survey-to-confirmithat-therc is

adequate available flow.

a. Lansdownc Road frontage has no existing watermain, A minimium of 200 mm diameter watermain must
be provided along the Lansdowne Road frontage by the developer.

b. Replacement of existing water mains located along the proposed site's Alderbridge Way and Cedarbridge
Way frontages (subject to review of impact assessment of the proposed development to the existing
ulilitics adjacent to the proposed site).

4.) Privalte Utilities

The developer is responsible for the under-grounding of the existing private ulility pole line (subject to
concurrence from the private utility companies) along L.ansdowne Road and Cedarbridge Way frontages and
pre-ducting along all sitc frontages as per Private Ulility Company requirements. Private ublity companies
may require rights-of-ways for their equipment and/or (0 accommodate the future under-grounding of the
overhead lines. It is recommended that the developer contact the private ulility companies to learn of their
requirements,

5.) General

Additional legal agreements, as determined via the subject development’s Servicing Agreement(s) and/or
Development Permit(s), and/or Building Permit(s) to the satisfaction of the Director of Engineering may be
required, including, but not limited to, site investigation, testing, monitoring, site preparation, de-watering,
drilling, underpinning, anchoring, shoring, piling, pre-loading, ground densification or other activitics that

JGEATIS
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may result in setilement, displacement, subsidence, damage or nuisance to City and private utility
infrastructure.

The Engineering design, via the Servicing Agreement and/or the Development Permit and/or the Building
Permit design must incorporate the recommendations of the impact assessment.

Development Cost Charges (DCCs). Engineering DCC credits are applicable for the above, as available, for
works completed by the developer and as identified and defined in the City DCC Program.

18, Enicr into a Development Permit™: The submission and processing of a Development Permit¥ completed to a level
deemed accepiable by the Director of Development.

I)  Development Permit

Prior to a Development Permit” being forwarded to the Development Permit Panel for consideration, the developer
is required to:

3653228

Airport and Jndustrial Noise Report: Submit a report and recommendations prepared by an appropriate
registered professional, which demonsirales that the inferior noise levels and therma) conditions comply with
the City's Official Communily Plan requirements for Aircraft Noise Sensitive Development. The standard
required for air conditioning systems and their alternatives (e.g. ground source heat pumps, heat exchangers
and acoustic ducting) is the ASHRAE 55-2004 “Thermal Environmental Conditions for Human Occupancy”
standard and subsequent updates as they may occur.

= Maximum interior noise levels (decibels) within the dwelling units must achieve CMHC
standards follows:

Portions of Dwelling Units Noise Levels (declbels)
- Bedrooms 35 decibels
Living, dining, recreation rooms S 40 decibels - — —
| Kifchen, bathrooms, hallweys, and utility rooms 45 decibels

* the ASHRAE 55.2004 “Thermal Environmental Conditions {or Human Occuparcy” standard
for interior living spaces or most recent applicable ASHRAE standard.

LEED Slilver: Submission of letter with from the Architect ot Record as a requirement of issuance of
building permit confirming that the building phase (building and landscape design) has a sufficient score 1o
meet the Canadian Green Building Council LEED Silver 2009 criferia and submission of follow-np letier
confirming that building has been constructed to be meet such LEED criteria. The architect of record or
LEED consultant is also to provide a letter of assurance confirming how each building meets LEED Silver
criteria prior to issuarice of an occupancy permit for each building. The LEED criteria to met must include:

a. Heat Isiand Effect: Roof Credit
b. Storm Water Management Credit

On-site Landscape Plan: Submission of a Landscape Plan, prepared by a Registered L.andscape Archilect, to the
satisfaction of the Director of Development, and deposit of a Landscaping Security based on 100% of the cost
estimate provided by the Landscape Architect, including installation costs.

Lansdowne Linear Park Plaos: Submission of a Landscape Plan, prepared by a Registercd Landscape
Archifect, to the satisfaction of the Directors of Development and Transportation and Manager, Parks — Planning

and Design, and submission of an amended Lansdowne Park Linear Landscaping Security of $400,000, or as
adjusted to reflect 100% of the actual construction cost estimate for these park works provided by the Landscape
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Architect that is to the satisfaction of the City, 1o replace the Park Letter of Credit provided at Rezoning described
in Section 2 above.

1) Building Permit

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

Notes:

Submission of a Construction Parking and Traffic Management Plan to the Transportation Division.
Management Plan shall include location for parking for services, deliveries, workers, loading, application for
any Jane closures, and proper construcrion traffic controls as per Traffic Control Manual for works on
Roadways (by Ministry of Transportation) and MMCD Traffic Regulation Section 01570.

Incorporation of aceessibility measures in Building Permit (BP) plans as determined via the Rezoning and/or
Development Permit processes.

Obtein a Building Permit (BP) for any construction hoarding. If construction hoarding is required to
temporarily occupy a public street, the air space above a public street, or any part thereof, additional City
approvals and associated fees may be required as part of the Building Permit. For additional information,
contact the Building Approvals Division at 604-276-428S.

Entering in Final Servicing A greements for the Lansdowne Linear Park and other Transportation and
Engineering Works as required under Rezoning Considerations and required by the City’s bylaws.

*  This requires a separale application.

e Where lhe Dircctor of Development deems appropriate, the preceding agreements are to be drawn nol only as personal covenants
of the property owner but al3o as covenants pursuant to Scetion 219 of the Land Title Act.

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

“bylaw. —— — —

The preceding agreements shall provide security to the City including indemnitics, warranties, equitable/rent charges, letters of
credit and withholding permits, as deemed neccessary or advisuble by the Director of Development. All agreements shall bein a
form and content satisfactory to the Director of Development,

s Additional legad agreements, as determined via the subjcet development's Servicing Agreement(s) and/or Development Permit(s),
and/or Building Permit(s) to the satisfaclion of the Direelor of Engineering may be required including, but not limited to, sitc
investigation, 1esling, monitoring, site preparation, de-walering, drilling, underpinning, anchoring, shoring, piling, pre-loading,
ground densification or other aclivitics that may result in settlement, displacement, subsidence, damage or nuisance to Ciry and
private utility infrastructure.
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Altachment 1
Functional Road Plan
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Attachment 2
Minoru Pusup Station Locntion
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294 Richmond Bylaw 8946

Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500
Amendment Bylaw 8946 (RZ 11-593705)
7680 and 7720 Alderbridge Way

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

1. Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, as amended, is further amended by inserting Section 9.4.4.7 as
follows:

“7.  Notwithstanding Section 9.4.4.3, for the RCL2 zone the maximum floor area ratio
for the net site area of the site located within the City Centre shown on Figure |
below shall be 2.252, provided that the owner:

a) complies with the conditions set out in either paragraph 9.4.4.3(a) or (b); and
b) creates a lot with an area of not less than 1,139 m” within the site as park.

Figure 1

L

2. The Zoning Map of the City of Richmond, which accompanies and forms part of Richmond
Zouning Bylaw 8500, 1s amended by repealing the existing zoning designation of the following
area and by designating it RESIDENTIAL / LIMTTED COMMERCIAL (RCL.2).

P.1.D. 001-183-222
Lot 1 Section 5 Block 4 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 69080

P.I.D. 001-183-231
Lot 2 Section 5 Block 4 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 69080

3. This Bylaw may be cited as “Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 8946”.
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Bylaw 8946

FIRST READING

A PUBLIC HEARING WAS HELD ON
SECOND READING

THIRD READING

OTHER REQUIREMENTS SATISFIED

ADOPTED

MAYOR
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