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Special Planning Committee 
 

Council Chambers, City Hall 
6911 No. 3 Road 

Wednesday, June 23, 2021 
4:00 p.m. 

 

 

Pg. # ITEM  

 

  
MINUTES 

 

PLN-9  Motion to adopt the minutes of the meeting of the Planning Committee held 

on June 8, 2021. 

  

 

  
NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE 

 

  July 6, 2021, (tentative date) at 4:00 p.m. in Council Chambers 

 

  PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DIVISION 
 

 1. APPLICATION BY KENNETH KIM ARCHITECTURE INC. FOR 

REZONING AT 6500 COONEY ROAD FROM THE “LOW DENSITY 

TOWNHOUSES (RTL1)” ZONE TO THE “PARKING STRUCTURE 

TOWN HOUSING (ZT93) - BRIGHOUSE (CITY CENTRE)” ZONE 
(File Ref. No. RZ 08-429600; 12-8060-20-010265/008618) (REDMS No. 6657013 v. 2) 

PLN-16  See Page PLN-16 for full report  

  
Designated Speakers:  Wayne Craig and Sara Badyal 
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  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

  (1) That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 10265 to 

create the “Parking Structure Town Housing (ZT93) - Brighouse 

(City Centre)” zone, and to rezone 6500 Cooney Road from the “Low 

Density Townhouses (RTL1)” zone to the “Parking Structure Town 

Housing (ZT93) - Brighouse (City Centre)” zone, be introduced and 

given first reading; and 

  (2) That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 8618, for the 

rezoning of 6500 Cooney Road from the “Low Density Townhouses 

(RTL1)” zone to the “Parking Structure Townhouses (RTP4)” zone, 

be abandoned. 

  

 

 2. APPLICATION BY ZHAO XD ARCHITECT LTD. FOR REZONING 

AT 9200, 9220, 9240, 9260, 9280, 9300, 9320 & 9340 FRANCIS ROAD 

FROM “SINGLE DETACHED (RS1/E)” TO “TOWN HOUSING 

(ZT94) – FRANCIS ROAD (BROADMOOR)” 
(File Ref. No. RZ 20-907463; 12-8060-20-10254) (REDMS No. 6673518 v. 4A) 

PLN-91  See Page PLN-91 for full report  

  
Designated Speakers:  Wayne Craig and Jordan Rockerbie 

  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

  That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 10254, to create the 

“Town Housing (ZT94) – Francis Road (Broadmoor)” zone, and to rezone 

9200, 9220, 9240, 9260, 9280, 9300, 9320, and 9340 Francis Road from 

“Single Detached (RS1/E)” to “Town Housing (ZT94) – Francis Road 

(Broadmoor),” be introduced and given first reading. 

  

 

 3. SECURING MARKET RENTAL HOUSING IN NEW 

DEVELOPMENT AND INCREASING LOW END MARKET RENTAL 

(LEMR) CONTRIBUTIONS 

  (Verbal report) 

  Designated Speakers:  Diana Nikolic and John Hopkins 
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 3A. OPTIONS TO SECURE MARKET RENTAL HOUSING IN NEW 

DEVELOPMENT AND OPTIONS TO INCREASE LOW END 

MARKET RENTAL (LEMR) CONTRIBUTIONS  
(File Ref. No. 08-4057-08) (REDMS No. 6650441 v. 10) 

PLN-132  See Page PLN-132 for full report  

  
Designated Speakers:  Diana Nikolic and John Hopkins 

  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

  (1) That Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100 and Bylaw 

9000, Amendment Bylaw 10255, which proposes to amend the 

following: 

   (a) in Schedule 1 of Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 

9000, amend Section 3.3 “Diverse Range of Housing Types, 

Tenure and Affordability” by introducing City-wide market 

rental housing provisions for new development including: 

    (i) inserting language to clarify a purpose-built market rental 

housing requirement in new development that includes 

more than 60 apartment units, and an associated density 

bonus (0.1 floor area ratio), which applies to the site; 

    (ii) inserting language to establish that for townhouse 

development with 5 or more units and apartment 

development with 5 to 60 apartment units, a community 

amenity contribution may be accepted through a rezoning 

application; and 

    (iii) inserting language to clarify that 100% market rental 

housing projects would be exempted from affordable 

housing requirements; 

   (b) in Schedule 2.10 (City Centre Area Plan) of  Richmond Official 

Community Plan Bylaw 7100, insert language to clarify City 

Centre Area Plan density bonusing requirements with respect to 

the Richmond Affordable Housing Strategy and Official 

Community Plan Market Rental Housing Policy; and 

   (c) in Schedule 2.2A (Thompson Area Dover Crossing Sub-Area 

Plan), Schedule 2.4 (Steveston Area Plan), Schedule 2.10C 

(McLennan North Sub-Area Plan), Schedule 2.12 (Bridgeport 

Area Plan), and Schedule 2.14 (Hamilton Area Plan) of 

Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 9000, insert 

language to support density bonus provisions with respect to the 

Official Community Plan Market Rental Housing Policy; 

   be introduced and given first reading;  
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  (2) That Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100 and Bylaw 

9000, Amendment Bylaw 10255, having been considered in 

conjunction with: 

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

   (b) the Greater Vancouver Regional District Solid Waste and 

Liquid Waste Management Plans; 

   is hereby found to be consistent with said program and plans, in 

accordance with Section 477(3)(a) of the Local Government Act; 

  (3) That Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100 and Bylaw 

9000, Amendment Bylaw 10255, having been considered in 

accordance with Section 475 of the Local Government Act and the 

City’s Official Community Plan Bylaw Preparation Consultation 

Policy 5043, is found not to require further consultation;  

  (4) That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 10256, to 

insert a definition for residential rental tenure, to clarify habitable 

area, to make a series of updates to existing zones to reflect changes 

to the Official Community Plan Market Rental Housing Policy, to 

update Low End Market Rental housing construction requirements, 

and to increase the density bonus provisions in the CDT zone be 

introduced and given first reading;  

  (5) That in-stream rezoning applications received prior to Council’s 

adoption of the proposed recommendations be processed under the 

existing Official Community Plan Market Rental Housing Policy and 

Low End Market Rental program provisions provided that the 

application achieves 1st reading within one year of the adoption of 

Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100 and Bylaw 9000, 

Amendment Bylaw 10255 and Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, 

Amendment Bylaw 10256.  New applications received after Council’s 

adoption of Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100 and 

Bylaw 9000, Amendment Bylaw 10255, and Richmond Zoning Bylaw 

8500, Amendment Bylaw 10256, are subject to the updated 

requirements;  

  (6) That staff report back to Council regarding key findings related to the 

implementation of updates to the Official Community Plan Market 

Rental Housing Policy after the program provisions are in place for 

two years; and 
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  (7) That staff be directed to share information with key stakeholders, 

including the Urban Development Institute and non-profit housing 

providers, regarding opportunities for public input, particularly the 

proposed public hearing associated with Richmond Official 

Community Plan Bylaw 7100 and Bylaw 9000, Amendment Bylaw 

10255 and Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 10256 

and the bylaw amendment described in the companion report titled 

“Low End Market Rental (LEMR) Contribution Rate Review”. 

  

 

 3B. LOW END MARKET RENTAL CONTRIBUTION RATE REVIEW 
(File Ref. No. 08-4057-08) (REDMS No. 6623911 v. 7) 

PLN-168  See Page PLN-168 for full report  

  
Designated Speakers:  Cody Spencer and Kim Somerville 

  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

  (1) That the following changes to the Low End Market Rental program 

be adopted as described in the report titled “Low End Market Rental 

Contribution Rate Review,” dated April 19, 2021, from the Director, 

Community Social Development: 

   (a) An increase in the built unit contribution rate for apartment 

developments with more than 60 units within the City Centre 

Plan Area from 10 per cent to 15 per cent of residential floor 

space; 

  (2) That Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 10256, associated with 

Recommendation 1 above, be considered through the companion 

report titled “Options to Secure Market Rental Housing in New 

Development and Option to Increase Low End Market Rental 

(LEMR) Contributions,” dated April 19, 2021, from the Director, 

Policy Planning; 

  (3) That the following cash-in-lieu contribution rates be adopted within 

the City Centre Plan Area: 

   (a) $8 per square foot for single family rezonings; 

   (b) $18 per square foot for townhouse developments; and 

   (c) $25 per square foot for wood-frame and concrete apartment 

developers; 
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  (4) That the following cash-in-lieu contribution rates be adopted for all 

areas excluding the City Centre Plan Area: 

   (a) $6 per square foot for single family rezonings; 

   (b) $12 per square foot for townhouse developments; and 

   (c) $15 per square foot for wood-frame and concrete apartment 

developers; 

  (5) That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 10260, to 

update the affordable housing contribution rates, be introduced and 

given first reading; 

  (6) That in-stream zoning applications received prior to Council’s 

adoption of the proposed recommendations be processed under the 

existing Low End Market Rental program parameters, provided that 

the application achieves first reading within one year of the adoption 

of Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 10256 and 

Bylaw 10260. New applications received after Council’s adoption of 

Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 10256 and Bylaw 

10260, are subject to the updated requirements; and 

  (7) That staff be directed to share information with key stakeholders, 

including the Urban Development Institute and non-profit housing 

providers, regarding opportunities for public input, particularly the 

proposed public hearing associated with the bylaw amendments 

described in the companion report titled “Options to Secure Market 

Rental Housing in New Development and Option to Increase Low 

End Market Rental (LEMR) Contributions”. 

  

 

 3C. SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: OPTIONS TO SECURE 

MARKET RENTAL HOUSING IN NEW DEVELOPMENT AND 

OPTIONS TO INCREASE LOW END MARKET RENTAL (LEMR) 

CONTRIBUTIONS 
(File Ref. No. 08-4057-08) (REDMS No. 6685207) 

PLN-192  See Page PLN-192 for full report  

  
Designated Speakers:  Diana Nikolic and John Hopkins 
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  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

  (1) That Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100 and Bylaw 

9000, Amendment Bylaw 10255, which proposes to amend Schedule 1 

of Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 9000 and Schedule 2 of 

Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100, and is attached to 

the staff report titled “Options to Secure Market Rental Housing in 

New Development and Options to Increase Low End Market Rental 

(LEMR) Contributions”, dated April 19, 2021, from the Director, 

Policy Planning, be replaced with the attached updated Amendment 

Bylaw 10255, which includes further changes to add the following 

amendments to Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 9000: 

   (a) In Section 3.3 “Diverse Range of Housing Types, Tenure and 

Affordability”: 

    (i) Replace language in the Official Community Plan Market 

Rental Housing Policy to clarify the variable density 

bonusing approach that is applied to secure market rental 

housing units; 

    (ii) Insert language to include a future inflation provision for 

the community amenity contribution rates; and 

    (iii) Insert language to clarify and expand incentives for the 

provision of rental housing; 

   (b) In Section 3.6.1 “Arterial Road Townhouse Development 

Requirements, Additional Density”:  

    (i) Insert language to clarify density bonusing and incentives 

that apply to arterial road townhouse development, 

consistent with proposed amendments to Section 3.3 of 

the Official Community Plan; and 

  (2) That staff be directed to review and provide a recommendation 

regarding the feasibility ofreducing or waiving Development Cost 

Charges (DCC) for affordable housing that isprovided within new 

development, including consideration of the type of affordable 

housingthat is eligible, program duration, and anticipated impact on 

alternative funding sources. 

  

 

 4. MANAGER’S REPORT 
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ADJOURNMENT 

  

 



City of 
Richmond Minutes 

Date: 

Place: 

Present: 

Also Present: 

Call to Order: 

Planning Committee 

Tuesday, June 8, 2021 

Council Chambers 

Richmond City Hall 

Councillor Linda McPhail, Chair 

Councillor Alexa Loo (by teleconference) 

Councillor Carol Day (by teleconference) 

Councillor Bill McNulty 

Councillor Harold Steves (by teleconference) 

Councillor Chak Au (by teleconference) 

Councillor Michael Wolfe (by teleconference) 

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

AGENDA ADDITIONS 

It was moved and seconded 
That Demolition Hours be added to the agenda as Item No. SA and 

Steveston Waterfront be added to the agenda as Item No. SB. 

CARRIED 

MINUTES 

It was moved and seconded 
That the minutes of the meeting of the Special Planning Committee held on 

May 19, 2021, be adopted as circulated. 

CARRIED 

NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE 

June 23, 2021, (tentative date) at 4:00 p.m. in Council Chambers 

1.
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Planning Committee 
Tuesday, June 8, 2021 

PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DIVISION 

1. APPLICATION BY VIVID GREEN ARCHITECTS INC. FOR 
REZONING AT 6740 AND 6780 FRANCIS ROAD FROM THE 
"SINGLE DETACHED (RSl/E)" ZONE TO A NEW SITE SPECIFIC 
"TWO-UNIT DWELLINGS (ZD7) - FRANCIS ROAD (BLUNDELL)" 
ZONE 
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-010271/010277; RZ 17-775025) (REDMS No. 6672418) 

Staff reviewed the proposed application, highlighting that the project will be 
providing a contribution the City's affordable housing reserve and 
enhancements to an adjacent crosswalk. 

Discussion ensued with regard to the proposed shared driveway configuration 
and staff noted that the proposed driveway configuration is consistent with the 
arterial road duplex land use designation and other existing developments 
along Francis Road. 

It was moved and seconded 
(1) That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 10271, to 

create a new "Two-Unit Dwellings (ZD7) - Francis Road (Blundell)" 
site specific zone, be introduced and given first reading; and 

(2) That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 10277, for 
the rezoning of 6740 and 6780 Francis Road from the "Single 
Detached (RSl/E)" zone to the "Two-Unit Dwellings (ZD7) - Francis 
Road (Blundell)" zone, be introduced and given first reading. 

CARRIED 
Opposed: Cllrs. Day 

Steves 

2. APPLICATION BY DOXA DEVELOPMENT FOR REZONING AT 
6700 FRANCIS ROAD FROM THE "SINGLE DETACHED (RSl/E)" 
ZONE TO THE SITE SPECIFIC "TWO-UNIT DWELLINGS (ZD7) -
FRANCIS ROAD (BLUNDELL)" ZONE 
(File Ref. No. 12-8062-20-01273; RZ 19-867880) (REDMS No. 6665590) 

Staff reviewed the proposed application, highlighting that the project will be 
providing a contribution the City's affordable housing reserve and will be 
maintaining three trees on-site. 

It was moved and seconded 
That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 10273, for the 
rezoning of 6700 Francis Road from the "Single Detached (RSl/E)" zone to 
a new site specific "Two-Unit Dwellings (ZD7) - Francis Road (Blundell)" 
zone, be introduced and given first reading. 

CARRIED 
Opposed: Cllr. Day 

2. 
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Planning Committee 
Tuesday, June 8, 2021 

3. YVR PROPOSED LAND USE PLAN AMENDMENT (2021) 
(File Ref. No. 01-0153-01) (REDMS No. 6676685) 

Discussion ensued with regard to (i) the anticipated types of business that will 
be permitted in the area, (ii) traffic management around the retail areas, 
(iii) Airport Authority's consultation process with the City, and (iv) future 
proposals to extend or develop additional runways and potential impact on 
Sturgeon Banks. 

In reply to queries from Committee, staff noted that the City will work closely 
with the Airport Authority on land matters and that the Airport Authority was 
able to extend the deadline for the City to submit comments. 

It was moved and seconded 
(1) That Council receive the report titled "YVR Proposed Land Use Plan 

Amendment (2021)" dated May 20, 2021 from the Director, Policy 
Planning for information; and 

(2) That Council support the proposed amendment to the YVR 2037 
Master Plan in principle, subject to a request that YVR: 

(a) define the process and scope of the planning process that will 
precede any development in the areas proposed to be amended; 
and 

(b) refine the "Groundside Commercial" land use designation 
south of the South Runway to clarify YVR's stated intent to limit 
retail to be local-serving. 

CARRIED 

4. STEVESTON VILLAGE ADVISORY DESIGN COMMITTEE AND 
STEVESTON AREA PLAN REVIEW 
(File Ref. No. 08-4200-01) (REDMS No. 6684289) 

Staff reviewed the report on the proposed establishment of a Steveston 
Village Advisory Design Committee, highlighting the following: 

• should Council endorse the proposal, the recruitment process for 
Committee members can commence in the fall 2021; 

• enhancements to the application review process such as a pre­
application meeting and applicants retaining architects with heritage 
experience are proposed; 

• the proposed implementation strategy will have provisions for referral of 
in-stream applications to the proposed Steveston Village Advisory 
Design Committee, once the Committee is established; and 

3. 
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Planning Committee 
Tuesday,JuneB,2021 

11 staff will be reviewing the proposed recommendations and report back 
within two years. 

Discussion ensued with regard to (i) maintaining the heritage nature of 
Steveston, (ii) ensuring architects with heritage experience are consulted on 
proposed projects, (iii) reviewing the composition of the proposed Steveston 
Village Advisory Design Committee and options to expand the Richmond 
Heritage Commission; and (iv) enforcing current Steveston Village design 
guidelines for new developments and streamlining the application process. 

Dana Westermark, Richmond resident, spoke against the proposal and 
expressed that the proposal will add another layer in the application process 
and further delay applications. He further expressed that current design 
guidelines are sufficient and that the Richmond Heritage Commission can be 
strengthened. Also, he encouraged that the City allow in-stream applications 
to be grandfathered into the existing application process. 

Discussion then ensued with regard to the current Steveston Village design 
guidelines and application process, and options to incorporate the Richmond 
Heritage Commission with the proposed Steveston Village Advisory Design 
Committee, and as a result, the following referral motion was introduced: 

It was moved and seconded 
That the report titled "Steveston Village Advisory Design Committee and 
Steveston Area Plan Review" dated May 25, 2021 from the Director, Policy 
Planning, be ref erred back to staff to examine incorporating the Steveston 
Village Advisory Design Committee into the Richmond Heritage 
Commission. 

The question on the referral motion was not called as discussion ensued with 
regard to providing direction to staff to examine appropriate amendments to 
incorporate the proposed Steveston Village Advisory Design Committee into 
the Heritage Commission. Also, it was suggested that staff review options to 
grandfather in-stream applications. 

As a result of the discussion, there was agreement from the mover, the 
seconder and all members present to withdraw the amendment motion, and 
the amendment motion was WITHDRAWN. 

It was moved and seconded 
(1) That staff be directed to review options to incorporate the proposed 

Steveston Village Advisory Design Committee into the Richmond 
Heritage Commission, and report back to the next Council meeting 
with a revised terms of reference for the Richmond Heritage 
Commission; 

4. 
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Planning Committee 
Tuesday,JuneS,2021 

(2) That the enhanced development application review process described 
in the report titled "Steveston Village Advisory Design Committee and 
Steveston Area Plan Review" dated May 25, 2021, from the Director 
of Policy Planning, be endorsed; 

(3) That staff draft a revised implementation strategy that reflect a 
proposed incorporation of the Steveston Village Advisory Design 
Committee into the Heritage Commission; and 

( 4) That staff be directed to report back to Council in two years regarding 
the effectiveness of the enhanced development application review 
process and the Steveston Village Advisory Design Committee. 

CARRIED 

5. RECOMMENDED LONG-TERM STREETSCAPE VISIONS FOR 
BAYVIEW, CHATHAM AND MONCTON STREETS 
(File Ref. No. 10-6360-01) (REDMS No. 5493598) 

Staff reviewed the report and responded to queries, noting that (i) there will 
be off-street cycling facilities along Chatham Street and separated on-street 
cycling facilities along Bayview Street, (ii) streetscape vision proposals can 
proceed if transit facilities along Chatham Street are retained, and (iii) the 
City will work with Richmond Centre for Disability to relocate accessible 
parking spaces. 

It was moved and seconded 
That as described in the report titled "Recommended Long-Term 
Streetscape Visions for Bayview, Chatham and Moncton Streets" dated May 
7, 2021 from the Director, Transportation: 

(1) The frontage surface elements and suite of street furniture be 
endorsed; 

(2) The long-term roadway geometry be endorsed; and 

(3) Staff be directed to report back with an implementation strategy. 

5A. DEMOLITION HOURS 
(File Ref. No.) 

CARRIED 

Discussion ensued with regard to mitigating demolition noise, and as a result, 
the following referral motion was introduced: 

It was moved and seconded 
That staff examine reducing the hours of house demolition in residential 
areas to 9:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m., and report back. 

5. 
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Planning Committee 
Tuesday, June 8, 2021 

The question on the referral motion was not called as discussion ensued with 
regard to other activities that may generate excessive noise such as garbage 
and recycling pick up and as a result, the following amendment motion was 
introduced. 

It was moved and seconded 
That referral motion be amended to include other noise generating activities 
such as garbage and recycling pick up and using gas-powered machines. 

CARRIED 

Discussion ensued with regard to the potential for scheduling disruption of 
City works. It was then requested that staff provide the number of demolition­
related complaints received by the City. 

The question on the refe1rnl motion, which reads as follows: 

That staff examine reducing the hours of house deniolition and other noise 
generating activities such as garbage and recycling pick up and using gas­
powered machines in residential areas to 9:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m., and report 
back. 

was CARRIED with Cllr. Loo opposed. 

SB. STEVESTONWATERFRONT 
(File Ref. No.) 

It was moved and seconded 
That staff outline the existing Steveston Area Plan for provisions for full 
public access along the waterfront and provide options for any potential 
enhancements. 

The question on the referral motion was not called as discussion ensued with 
regard to public access to other waterfront areas in the city such as Shady 
Island. 

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

6. MANAGER'S REPORT 

(i) New Staff 

Kim Somerville, Director, Community Social Development, introduced new 
staff (i) Nicole Kurts, Program Lead, Youth, and (ii) Valerie Watson, Program 
Lead, Homelessness. 

6. 

PLN - 14 



Planning Committee 
Tuesday, June 8, 2021 

(ii) Affordable Housing Reports 

Joe Erceg, General Manager, Planning and Development noted that reports 
related to Affordable Housing will be presented at the Special Planning 
Committee on June 23, 2021. 

ADJOURNMENT 

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

Councillor Linda McPhail 
Chair 

CARRIED 

Certified a true and correct copy of the 
Minutes of the meeting of the Planning 
Committee of the Council of the City of 
Richmond held on Tuesday, June 8, 2021. 

Evangel Biason 
Legislative Services Associate 

7. 
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Report to Committee 

 

 

To: Planning Committee Date: June 7, 2021 

From: Wayne Craig 
Director, Development 

File: RZ 08-429600 

Re: Application by Kenneth Kim Architecture Inc. for Rezoning at 6500 Cooney Road 
from the “Low Density Townhouses (RTL1)” Zone to the “Parking Structure 
Town Housing (ZT93) - Brighouse (City Centre)” Zone 

Staff Recommendation 

1. That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 10265 to create the “Parking 
Structure Town Housing (ZT93) - Brighouse (City Centre)” zone, and to rezone 
6500 Cooney Road from the “Low Density Townhouses (RTL1)” zone to the “Parking 
Structure Town Housing (ZT93) - Brighouse (City Centre)” zone, be introduced and given 
first reading.  

2. That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 8618, for the rezoning of 
6500 Cooney Road from the “Low Density Townhouses (RTL1)” zone to the “Parking 
Structure Townhouses (RTP4)” zone, be abandoned. 

 
Wayne Craig 
Director, Development 
(604-247-4625) 
 
WC:blg 
Att. 7 
 

REPORT CONCURRENCE 

ROUTED TO: CONCURRENCE 
 
Affordable Housing  
 

CONCURRENCE OF GENERAL MANAGER 
 
 
 

 
  

City of 
. Richmond 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

Kenneth Kim Architecture Inc. (formerly Interface Architecture Inc.) has applied to the City of 
Richmond for permission to rezone 6500 Cooney Road (Attachment 1) from the “Low Density 
Townhouses (RTL1)” zone to the “Parking Structure Town Housing (ZT93) - Brighouse (City 
Centre)” zone in order to permit the development of six townhouse units over a common parking 
structure with vehicle access from a new lane (Attachment 2). 

The property owner is 1077972 B.C. Ltd., a company incorporated in BC under the number 
BC1077972.  The directors of the company are Anthony Ho and Ravi Punn. 

Key components of the proposal include: 

 A four-storey building fronting Cook Road consisting of six townhouse units, including one 
convertible unit, over a partially enclosed parking structure. 

 A maximum floor area ratio (FAR) of 1.2, additional floor area ratio (FAR) of 0.01 for 
shared indoor amenity space, and a maximum height of 15 m. 

 A total floor area of approximately 747 m2 (8,042 ft2). 

 Road dedication and construction of new lane along the east property line. 

 Statutory rights-of-way (SRW) along Cook Road to allow sidewalk and lane to meander 
on-site for tree retention purposes. 

The site is comprised of one lot which is currently vacant.   

There is an existing obsolete rezoning bylaw associated with the subject rezoning application 
(RZ 08-429600).  The subject rezoning application was submitted to the City in 2008 and Zoning 
Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 8618 received second and third readings at the Public Hearing 
meeting held on April 18, 2011 (Attachment 3).  Due to the passage of time, change of owners 
and applicant architect, a new development concept is now proposed and staff recommend that 
Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 8618 be abandoned. 

A Servicing Agreement is required as a condition of the rezoning for the design and construction 
of frontage improvements and a new lane. 

Findings of Fact 

A Development Application Data Sheet providing details about the development proposal is 
attached (Attachment 4). 
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Subject Site Existing Housing Profile 

The site is currently vacant. 

Surrounding Development 

Development surrounding the subject site is as follows: 

To the North: A 20-unit townhouse development fronting Cooney Road on property zoned 
“Town Housing (ZT53) – Cooney Road (Brighouse Village of City Centre)”.   

To the East:   A 24-unit townhouse development fronting Cook Road on property zoned “Low 
Density Townhouses (RTL1)”. 

To the South:  Across Cook Road, a single-family home on a lot zoned “Low Density 
Townhouses (RTL1)” and a 28-unit townhouse development on property zoned 
“Town Housing (ZT66) – Cooney Road (Brighouse Village of City Centre)”. 

To the West:   Across Cooney Road, a 13-unit townhouse development on property zoned “Low 
Density Townhouses (RTL1)”. 

Related Policies & Studies 

Official Community Plan/City Centre Area Plan 

The 2041 Official Community Plan (OCP) Land Use Map designation for the subject 
development site is “Neighbourhood Residential”.  This redevelopment proposal is consistent 
with this designation. 

The subject development site is located within the Brighouse Village of the City Centre Area 
Plan (CCAP), Schedule 2.10 of the Official Community Plan (OCP) Bylaw No. 7100 
(Attachment 5).  The site is in “Sub-Area B.1: Mixed Use – Low-Rise Residential & Limited 
Commercial”, which is intended for grade-oriented housing in the form of higher-density 
townhouses (with common parking structures) in areas north of Granville Avenue within the city 
centre.  The preliminary design of the proposal featuring high density townhouses with a 
common parking structure, generally complies with the Guidelines in terms of land use, density, 
and overall neighbourhood character.  Further consideration of the Development Guidelines will 
take place at the Development Permit stage of the process. 

The subject development site is surrounded by properties with development potential subject to 
the CCAP.  Registration of a legal agreement on title is required before final adoption of the 
rezoning bylaw, stipulating that the commercial development is subject to potential impacts due 
to other development that may be approved within the City Centre, including without limitation, 
loss of views in any direction, increased shading, increased overlook and reduced privacy, 
increased ambient noise and increased levels of night-time ambient light, and requiring this 
information be provided through signage in the sales centre and through the disclosure statement 
to all initial purchasers. 
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The proposed rezoning is subject to a community planning implementation strategy contribution 
for future community planning initiatives.  The contribution rate has increased since the proposal 
was considered at Public Hearing in 2011.  The applicant proposes to make a cash contribution at 
the current rate of $0.31 per buildable square foot, for a total contribution of $2,529.84 prior to 
final adoption of the rezoning bylaw. 

OCP Aircraft Noise Sensitive Development (ANSD) Policy 

The subject development site is located within Area 4 (Aircraft Noise Notification Area) on the 
OCP Aircraft Noise Sensitive Development Map.  While all aircraft noise sensitive land uses 
(including residential uses) maybe considered, registration of an Aircraft Noise Sensitive Use 
Covenant on title to address aircraft noise mitigation and public awareness is required prior to 
final adoption of the rezoning bylaw.  At Development Permit stage, submission of an Acoustic 
Report, prepared by a qualified professional, is required to address indoor sound level mitigation 
criteria as set out in the OCP and identify how noise mitigation measures will be incorporated 
into the building design. 

Affordable Housing Strategy 

As per the City’s Affordable Housing Strategy, the cash-in-lieu contribution towards the City’s 
Affordable Housing Reserve Fund is required to take advantage of the density bonus and 
maximum density available as part of a rezoning application for development of less than 60 
townhouse units (i.e., 0.6 FAR vs. 1.2 FAR).  The contribution rate has increased since the 
proposal was considered at Public Hearing in 2011.  The applicant proposes to make a 
cash-in-lieu contribution at the current rate of $8.50 per buildable square foot for a total 
contribution of $69,366.51 prior to final adoption of the rezoning bylaw. 

Public Art Program Policy 

As the proposed development has less than 10 dwelling units, the City’s Public Art Program does 
not apply. 

Floodplain Management Implementation Strategy 

The proposed redevelopment must meet the requirements of the Richmond Flood Plain 
Designation and Protection Bylaw 8204.  Registration of a flood indemnity covenant on title is 
required prior to final adoption of the rezoning bylaw. 

Public Consultation 

Rezoning signs have been installed on both frontages of the subject property.   
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Public correspondence was submitted to the Public Hearing meeting held on April 18, 2011 and 
afterwards to staff regarding the previous development proposal (Attachment 6).  The 
correspondence included concerns regarding the following: 

 Size of development – The proposed 1.2 FAR density is consistent with the previous 
proposal, the townhouse development to the north of the subject site, and the development 
concept that was reviewed as part of that site’s rezoning application for the subject site. 

 Tree retention – The two significant Elm trees in the Cook Road City boulevard will be 
retained subject to Engineering review of detail design of the required Servicing 
Agreement. The required frontage improvements, including a new sidewalk, will meander 
around the trees.  See ‘Tree Retention and Replacement’ section below. 

 Shadowing impacts on neighbours – The shadowing impacts are consistent with the 
previous proposal.  A shadowing diagram is included in the original rezoning staff report 
and the proposed building height is consistent with the City Centre Area Plan. 

 Vehicle access location – Vehicle access will be from the proposed lane.  See 
‘Transportation and Site Access’ section below. 

 Sidewalk width – A 2 m wide City sidewalk will be provided along Cooney Street.  A 1.5 m 
wide City sidewalk will be provided along Cook Street to accommodate tree retention and 
allow two people to pass each other in wheelchairs.  See ‘Transportation and Site Access’ 
section below. 

 Use of an existing easement for shared lane access – The previous development proposal 
relied on the use of the easement area on the neighbouring property to the north to 
construct a shared driveway connecting to the new required lane for the use of both sites.  
In response to the neighbour’s existing driveway and limited proposed lane development in 
addition to the expressed concern regarding the use of the easement area, the applicant 
revised the development proposal.  The current development proposal is contained to the 
subject site and does not impact the easement area or adjacent neighbouring site.  See 
‘Existing Legal Encumbrances’ section below. 

Should the Planning Committee endorse this application and Council grant first reading to the 
rezoning bylaw, the bylaw will be forwarded to a Public Hearing, where any area resident or 
interested party will have an opportunity to comment. 

Public notification for the Public Hearing will be provided as per the Local Government Act. 

Analysis 

As noted in the original rezoning staff report, the applicant has applied to rezone the small 
orphan lot subject site to permit the construction of an infill six-unit four-storey townhouse 
development, together with a new proposed lane at the northeast corner of Cooney Road and 
Cook Road.  The proposal is consistent with current OCP and CCAP Policies applicable to the 
subject site, which encourages high-density townhouses in a more urban setting characterized by 
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low-rise, street wall buildings with more consistent heights and setbacks, flat roofs, roof decks 
and balconies, landscape terracing, and including among other things, new lane and public open 
space, street improvements, and contribution for affordable housing. 

Proposed Zoning Amendment 

To facilitate the subject development and provide for voluntary developer contributions in 
compliance with CCAP Policy (i.e., affordable housing contribution), the applicant has requested 
that the subject site be rezoned to a new site specific zone, “Parking Structure Town Housing 
(ZT93) - Brighouse (City Centre)”, which includes: 

• Maximum density:  1.2 FAR calculated against the net site area after lane dedication and 
road widening along Cook Road and Cooney Road.  This includes an affordable housing 
density bonus.  The zone also includes the typical 0.1 FAR density bonus for common indoor 
amenity space for residents.  

• Permitted land uses:  Town housing and related land uses. 

• Maximum building height:  15 m (49 ft.) and no more than four storeys. 

• Minimum setbacks: 3 m (9.8 ft.) to roads; 0 m to lane; and 3 m (9.8 ft.) to an interior property 
line, which may be reduced to 1.5 m (4.9 ft.) as specified in a Development Permit.  

Built Form and Architectural Character 

The applicant proposes to build a compact infill townhouse development at 1.2 FAR (after lane 
dedication) on the subject orphan small corner lot at the northeast corner of Cooney Road and 
Cook Road in the CCAP’s Brighouse Village.  The project’s six townhouse units are designed as 
a single three-storey building over a single-level common parking structure.  One convertible 
unit is included in the proposal.  Dwelling sizes range from 115 m2 (1,232 ft2) to 129 m2 
(1,390 ft2).    

The proposal includes individual, south-facing entries and yards along Cook Road, south-facing 
decks at the building’s upper storey, and a sunny, common open space along Cooney Road.  All 
units have direct access to the partially enclosed parking structure, which has vehicle access to a 
public lane, to be constructed by the project along its east edge. 

A Development Permit processed to a satisfactory level is required prior to rezoning approval.  
The architectural and landscape design will be reviewed as part of the Development Permit 
application process. 

Transportation and Site Access 

Road widening and related works are required to establish a new rear lane, provide 
improvements along both of the subject site’s street frontages, and to provide pedestrian 
enhancement at the intersection.  Prior to rezoning adoption, the applicant is required to satisfy 
the following: 
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• Rear Lane:  6 m road dedication along the entire east property line to provide a 6 m wide 
interim lane aligned north-south parallel to Cooney Road.  The lane is to be widened through 
future development to the east.  The vehicle access for the subject development will be 
located on the proposed lane.  In the long term, through future redevelopment along Cooney 
Road and Spires Road, the proposed north-south rear lane will extend from Cook Road to 
Spires Gate, providing redevelopment along Cooney Road with vehicle access from the lane. 

• Cook Road:  1.8 m road dedication along the entire south property line. 

• Cooney Road:  2.4 m road dedication along the entire west property line. 

• Corner Cut:  5 m x 5 m road dedication at the Cook/Cooney Road intersection. 

• Cooney Road tree retention:  An approximately 5.4 m2 Public Right-of-Passage Statutory 
Right-of-Way (PROP SRW) is required to allow a 1.5 m wide City sidewalk to encroach into 
the site to allow for tree retention in the City boulevard.  

• Rear Lane tree retention:  An approximately 2.6 m2 Public Right-of-Passage Statutory 
Right-of-Way (PROP SRW) is required to allow the City lane to encroach into the site to 
allow for tree retention in the City boulevard adjacent to the new lane.   

• Enter into the City’s standard Servicing Agreement for road construction along all three 
frontages.   

• Provide a voluntary cash contribution in the amount of $9,000.00 towards accessible 
pedestrian enhancements of the Cook Road and Cooney Road traffic signal. 

Vehicle and Bicycle Parking On-site 

The proposal will feature six units with a total of eight resident parking spaces and two visitor 
parking spaces, which meet the minimum bylaw requirements.  Four resident parking spaces will 
be in a tandem arrangement (50% of total residential parking spaces provided), which is 
consistent with the maximum 50% of tandem parking provision of Richmond Zoning Bylaw 
8500.  Prior to rezoning bylaw adoption, the applicant is required to enter into a legal agreement 
to ensure that where two parking spaces are provided in a tandem arrangement, both parking 
spaces must be assigned to the same dwelling unit.  

The proposal will feature a total of 10 bicycle parking spaces on site, which meets the bylaw 
requirements.  Secure bicycle parking spaces will be provided within a bicycle storage room 
within the parking structure and a bicycle rack will be provided on-site.  Prior to rezoning bylaw 
adoption, the applicant is required to enter into a legal agreement to ensure that: 

• Conversion of any of the bicycle parking area in this development into habitable space or 
general storage area is prohibited.  

• The bicycle storage room must remain available for shared common use and for the sole 
purpose of bicycle storage. 

Existing Legal Encumbrances 

There is an existing 3 m wide statutory right-of-way (SRW) for the sanitary sewer along the east 
property line within the required lane dedication area. 
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Neighbouring Townhouse Development at 6468 Cooney Road 

When the neighbouring site to the north of the subject site at 6468 Cooney Road was rezoned for 
townhouse development, it was intended that in the future 6468 and 6500 Cooney Road would 
share a driveway to a lane connecting to Cook Road.  To achieve this, 6468 Cooney Road was 
granted a temporary driveway access to Cook Road and an easement and covenant were 
registered on title to facilitate connection to a potential rear lane on the subject site. 

Relocating the driveway access for 6468 Cooney Road so that it would connect with the lane 
being established on the subject site is not warranted at this time as the existing driveway access 
has not created any operational issues and redirecting all site traffic through the proposed lane to 
Cook Road until such time that an alternate route is available from a functional rear lane 
connecting to another public road may add additional traffic load closer to the Cook 
Road/Cooney Road intersection.  In addition, the strata at 6468 Cooney Road has requested they 
be permitted to use their existing driveway and not construct a shared driveway in the easement 
area. 

The existing easement in favour of the subject site is registered on title of 6468 Cooney Road 
(registered under number BX442223).  This existing easement was intended for use as part of a 
shared driveway, which was to be constructed and widened through development of the subject 
site for the shared use of both properties.  As use of the easement area and provision of a shared 
driveway to the proposed lane is no longer proposed, after rezoning adoption, the neighbouring 
strata may request City permission for their lawyer to discharge the easement agreement from 
title. 

The existing covenant registered on title of 6468 Cooney Road (registered under number 
BX442227) requires that, when a rear lane is operational, the owner of 6468 Cooney Road shall 
permanently close and landscape the temporary access driveway area that connects to Cooney 
Road.  Based on staff review, while it is intended that the proposed lane will ultimately 
accommodate vehicle access to 6468 Cooney Road when it redevelops in the future, the lane will 
not be able to achieve this until it is extended to connect to another public road through future 
development.  Transportation staff has reviewed the proposed development and advises that the 
City would not seek the closure of the existing temporary driveway access for 6468 Cooney 
Road as part of the development of 6500 Cooney Road.  Driveway access to Cooney Road 
would continue to be used and the covenant would remain registered on title to 6468 Cooney 
Road as the existing driveway access closure may be pursued in the future when 6468 Cooney 
Road is redeveloped and the rear lane system is extended to connect to another public road. 

Tree Retention and Replacement 

As noted in the original rezoning staff report, the applicant submitted a Certified Arborist’s 
Report.  After further investigation subsequent to the original rezoning staff report, the 
bylaw-sized trees assessed by the arborist include three existing trees on the subject property and 
four existing trees on City property.   

City Tree Preservation and Parks Arboriculture staff have reviewed the trees, with the following 
comments: 
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 Three on-site trees were identified for removal in the original rezoning staff report and were 
removed after Public Hearing and should be replaced at 2:1 ratio as per the OCP.   

 Two City trees (Birch) located along the site’s Cook Road frontage (within the proposed road 
dedication area) were identified for removal in the original rezoning staff report and removed 
in 2016 in advance of the Servicing Agreement due to public safety concerns.  Prior to final 
adoption of the rezoning bylaw, the applicant is required to provide a tree compensation 
contribution in the amount of $2,600.  The planting of new City street trees along both 
frontages will be included in the Servicing Agreement. 

 One City tree (Elm) located along the site’s Cook Road frontage (within the proposed road 
dedication area) is to be retained.  To minimize impacts, the required Servicing Agreement is 
to include a narrowed sidewalk, and the required Development Permit is to ensure front yard 
decks are raised and set back outside the drip line of the tree.  

 One City tree (Elm) located along Cook Road east of the proposed rear lane is to be retained 
subject to Engineering review of detail design of the required Servicing Agreement.  The 
required Servicing Agreement is to include special lane design and construction measures.   

Tree Replacement 

Three on-site trees were identified for removal in the original rezoning Staff Report and were 
removed following the first Public Hearing in 2011.  The 2:1 replacement ratio would require a 
total of six replacement trees.  The preliminary landscape plan (Attachment 2) provides for 10 
new trees on-site.  The size and species of replacement trees and overall landscape design will be 
further reviewed through the required Development Permit application process. 

The required replacement trees are to be of the following minimum sizes, based on the size of the 
trees being removed as per Tree Protection Bylaw No. 8057. 

No. of Replacement Trees 
Minimum Caliper of Deciduous 

Replacement Tree 
Minimum Height of Coniferous 

Replacement Tree 

2  5 m 

2  5.5 m 

2 9 cm  

To satisfy the 2:1 replacement ratio established in the OCP, the applicant will contribute $750 to 
the City’s Tree Compensation Fund in lieu of any replacement trees that cannot be 
accommodated on the subject property after redevelopment. 

Tree Protection 

Two trees adjacent to the site in the Cook Road City boulevard are to be retained and protected, 
subject to Engineering review of detail design of the required Servicing Agreement.  The 
applicant has submitted a tree protection plan showing the trees to be retained and the measures 
taken to protect them during development stage (Attachment 2).  To ensure that the trees 
identified for retention are protected at development stage, the applicant is required to complete 
the following items: 
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 Prior to final adoption of the rezoning bylaw, entering into a legal agreement and submission 
to the City of a $27,100 tree survival security Letter of Credit. 

 Prior to final adoption of the rezoning bylaw, submission to the City of a contract with a 
Certified Arborist for the supervision of all works conducted within or in close proximity to 
tree protection zones and to oversee the installation of special measures for tree retention 
(e.g., aeration tubes) in the required Servicing Agreement.  The contract must include the 
scope of work required, the number of proposed monitoring inspections at specified stages of 
construction, any special measures required to ensure tree protection, and a provision for the 
arborist to submit a post-construction impact assessment to the City for review. 

 Installation of tree protection fencing around all trees to be retained.  Tree protection fencing 
must be installed to City standard in accordance with the City’s Tree Protection Information 
Bulletin Tree-03 prior to any works being conducted on-site, and remain in place until 
construction and landscaping on-site is completed. 

Townhouse Energy Efficiency and Renewable Energy 

The proposed development consists of townhouses that staff anticipate would be designed built 
in accordance with Part 9 of the BC Building Code.  As such, this development would be 
required to achieve Step 3 of the BC Energy Step Code for Part 9 construction.  As part of a 
future Building Permit application, the applicant will be required to provide a report prepared by 
a Certified Energy Advisory which demonstrates that the proposed design and construction will 
meet or exceed the required standard. 

Amenity Space 

The applicant is proposing to provide a cash contribution in-lieu of providing the required indoor 
amenity space on-site.  The contribution rate has increased since the proposal was considered in 
2011.  The total cash contribution required for the proposed six-unit townhouse development is 
$10,830.00 based on $1,805 per dwelling as per the current OCP rate and is a consideration of 
rezoning. 

Outdoor amenity space is provided on-site.  Based on the preliminary design, the size of the 
proposed outdoor amenity space is consistent with the OCP minimum requirement of 6 m2 per 
dwelling and the CCAP recommendation that 10% of net site area is provided as open space.  
Staff will work with the applicant at the Development Permit application stage to ensure the 
design of the outdoor amenity space meets the Development Permit guidelines contained in the 
OCP. 

Housing Type and Tenure 

The applicant proposes six strata-titled townhouse units. This report has been submitted prior to 
Council’s consideration of new policies regarding age and rental restrictions in strata-titled 
buildings to maximize potential rental and housing opportunities throughout the City. These 
policies are scheduled to be considered at the Public Hearing to be held on June 21, 2021. 
Additional requirements are included in this report in anticipation of Council adopting these 
policies prior to consideration of this application. 
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To maximize potential rental and housing opportunities throughout the City, the applicant has 
agreed to register a legal agreement on title prior to rezoning bylaw adoption, prohibiting (a) the 
imposition of any strata bylaw that would prohibit any residential dwelling unit from being 
rented; and (b) the imposition of any strata bylaw that would place age-based restrictions on 
occupants of any residential dwelling unit.  This covenant will not be required if Council does 
not adopt these policies prior to the subject application rezoning bylaw receiving third reading. 

Development Permit Application 

Prior to final adoption of the rezoning bylaw, a Development Permit application is required to be 
processed to a satisfactory level.  Through the Development Permit application process, the 
following issues are to be further examined: 
 Compliance with Development Permit guidelines for the form and character of 

multiple-family projects provided in the OCP and CCAP, including the provision of 
attractive pedestrian oriented streetscape building design along Cooney Road. 

 Review of tree replacement and protection features for the development proposal. 
 Review of the shared outdoor amenity area design, including the choice of children’s play 

equipment, to create a safe and vibrant environment for children’s play and social interaction. 
 Review of relevant accessibility features for the one proposed convertible unit and 

aging-in-place design features in all units. 
 Review of sustainability strategy for the development proposal. 

Site Servicing and Frontage Improvements 

Engineering requirements have changed since the proposal was considered at Public Hearing in 
2011.  Prior to rezoning bylaw adoption, the applicant is required to enter into the City's standard 
Servicing Agreement for the design and construction of works including a new rear lane, 
frontage beautification along the Cooney Road and Cook Road site frontages, and storm sewer 
and sanitary sewer upgrades (Attachment 7).  All works are at the applicant's sole cost (i.e., no 
Development Cost Charge Credits apply).  Also prior to rezoning bylaw adoption, the applicant 
is required to provide a Letter of Credit security for the Servicing Agreement. 

Financial Impact or Economic Impact 

The rezoning application results in an insignificant Operational Budget Impact (OBI) for off-site 
City infrastructure (such as road works, water works, storm sewers, sanitary sewers, street lights, 
street trees and traffic signals). 

Conclusion 

The purpose of this application is to rezone 6500 Cooney Road from the “Low Density 
Townhouses (RTL1)” zone to the “Parking Structure Town Housing (ZT93) - Brighouse (City 
Centre)” zone in order to permit the development of six townhouse units with vehicle access 
from a new lane. 

The subject rezoning application is supportive of City policies for compact, grade-oriented, 
multi-family housing and the City Centre Area Plan objectives for Brighouse Village.  Despite 
the project’s small site size, the proposed development is attractive and liveable, is expected to 
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have minimum impacts on neighbouring residents, and proposes to retain significant trees along 
Cook Road.  

In response to the passage of time since the subject application was considered at Public Hearing 
on April 11, 2011, the application and proposed zoning were revised.  The rezoning 
considerations were also adjusted to reflect current Policy (Attachment 7).  On this basis, staff 
recommend support of the application. 

It is recommended that Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 10265 be introduced 
and given first reading. 

It is recommended that Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 8618 be abandoned.  
 

 
 
Sara Badyal 
Planner 2 
(604-276-4282) 

SB:blg 
 
Attachments 
Attachment 1: Location Maps 
Attachment 2: Conceptual Development Plans 
Attachment 3:  Original Rezoning Staff Report (dated February 15, 2011) 
Attachment 4: Development Application Data Sheet 
Attachment 5: Specific Land Use Map: Brighouse Village (2031) 
Attachment 6: Public Correspondence 
Attachment 7: Rezoning Considerations 
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  Attachment 4 

6657013 

 

Development Application Data Sheet 
Development Applications Department 

RZ 08-429600  

Address 6500 Cooney Road 

Applicant Kenneth Kim Architecture Inc. 

Owner 1077972 B.C. Ltd. (Incorporation No. BC 1077972) 

Planning Area(s) City Centre Area (Brighouse Village) 

 Existing Proposed 

Site Size 869.6 m2 631.8 m2 

Land Uses Vacant Multiple-Family Residential 

OCP Designation Neighbourhood Residential Complies 

CCAP Designation General Urban T4 / 1.2 FAR Complies 

Zoning Low Density Townhouses (RTL1) Parking Structure Town Housing (ZT93) - 
Brighouse (City Centre) 

Number of Units 0 6 townhouses 

 Bylaw Requirement Proposed Variance 

Floor Area Ratio Max. 1.2 (758 m2) 1.2 (747 m2) 
None 

permitted 

Lot Coverage 
Building: Max. 56% 

Non-porous Surfaces: Max. 80% 
Planting: Min. 20% 

Building: 56% 
Non-porous Surfaces: 76% 

Planting: 20% 
None 

Setback –  Cooney Road Min. 3 m 3 m None 

Setback – Cook Road Min. 3 m 3 m None 

Setback – Side Yard Min. 1.5 m 1.5 m None 

Setback – Rear Lane 0 m 0 m None 

Building Height Max. 15 m (4 storeys) 13 m (4 storeys) None 

Lot Size 
Width: Min. 20 m 
Depth: Min. 30 m 
Area: Min. 600 m² 

Width: 20.3 m 
Depth: 31.6 m 
Area: 631.8 m² 

None 

Parking Spaces 

City Centre Zone 2 
Residents: 8  

Visitors: 2 
Total: 10 

 
Residents: 8  

Visitors: 2 
Total: 10 

None 

Accessible Parking Spaces Not required 0 None 

Tandem Parking Spaces Max. 50% of resident spaces 50% of resident spaces None 

Bicycle Spaces 
Class 1: 8 
Class 2: 2 

Class 1: 8 
Class 2: 2 

None 

EV (Energized) Car 
Charging 

100% of resident parking spaces 100% of resident parking spaces None 

Amenity Space – Indoor Min. 50 m2 Cash-in-lieu None 

Amenity Space – Outdoor Min. 36 m2 36 m2 None  

PLN - 68 



����������	
���


��������������������������� ����!�"�#���������������$����%&����' �())�� *+,-�*./,0.�10.2�342/�5678

9:;<=><�?@AB�CD;�E@:F��GH=IJKLD;�M=NN@I;�OPQRSTUVWXY�Z[Z\\]\]̂]_̂̀ a

bcdcefg�heifd�jk�lmnopheifd�qcdrec�jn�lsnopheifd�qtec�ju�lknop xyzttg

{|}~�������}���~�
��ggf�c�qcdrec��td���d�r�r�r�td vet�t�c��xreccr��vc�c�re�fd��e�cdrc���crf�g�vecy�dyr�����z�xreccr����dwf�c�vc�c�re�fd��e�cdrc��

 ¡¢£¤¥¦¢£¡§�̈ © ª«§¬¡¦�­¥£©�§¬
ª§«¦�¥®®¡�«�¡¦̄°�±�§¬

ª¥®{¡§£�§¬

² m²² s²² �²² k²²n² ³crce�
� {

bcdcefg�heifd�jk�lmnopheifd�qcdrec�jn�lsnopheifd�qtec�ju�lknopvfew xyzttg��ggf�c�qcdrec��td���d�r�r�r�td vet�t�c��xreccr��vc�c�re�fd���dwf�c� qfdf�f���dc�xrfr�tdvc�c�re�fd��e�cdrc���crf�g�vecy�dyr�����z�xreccr����dwf�c�vc�c�re�fd��e�cdrc���crf�g�vecy�dyr��xcytd�fe��crf�g�xreccr������dwf�c�� jefd��r�vgf�f{ ������yzfd�cvfew�qtd����efr�td��gtyfr�td�rt�ic��crceo�dc� �dzfdyc��vc�c�re�fd���q�yg��r�qet���d���ggf�c�qcdrec��t�����tf����qttw��tf���drce�cyr�td
ª§«¦�¥®®¡�«�¡¦̄°�±�§¬ ² m²² s²² �²² k²²n² ³crce�

´�µ�%�%�&��������¶���¶��%�·�&��̧�&¹�º������̧��&��̧¶�����������»������¼���������̧����º�����������̧½UVWXY�̀]]\]\]̀Ẑ]¾̂\̀
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  Attachment 6 

6661605 

 
Public Correspondence 

 
 
Elizabeth Kwan April 12, 2011 
 
Jenny April 17, 2011 
 
Jonathon Yonghong Li April 18, 2011 
 
Strata Owners of BCS2683 June 4, 2012 
 December 20, 2018 
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Badyal,Sara

From: Benjamin Li <ben@aaproperty.ca>
Sent: December 20, 2018 4:30 PM
To: Badyal,Sara; KENNETH KIM
Cc: Anthony; Leoni Mallari; Ravi Punn; Ron Xu; Aaron Leung; 'Ricky Jiang'
Subject: RE: 6500 and 6468 Cooney Road - driveway, interface and discussion
Attachments: BCS 2683 - petition to discharge BX442223.pdf

Hi Sara, 
 
Regarding the proposed development of 6500 Cooney, and the easement covenant BX442223, the Strata 
Owners of BCS 2683 held a special general meeting to fully discuss the matter. Finally, Owners resolved 
unanimously to deny the requests from the neighbor developer and sign a petition to the City to formally object 
to the neighbor developer’s requests and ask the City to discharge the covenant BX442223. 
 
Please find the attachment with all the unit owners’ signature for your record and kindly review and approve 
the petition. 
 
 
Thanks & regards, 
 
Benjamin Li 
AA Property Management Ltd. 
Email: ben@aaproperty.ca 
Direct: 604-242-1890 
Main: 604-207-2002  
Fax: 604-207-2008 
Address: 150-8600 Cambie Road, Richmond, BC, V6X 4J9 
 
The information in this e-mail is confidential and may be privileged. If you are not the intended recipient, 
please destroy this e-mail and notify the sender immediately. You should not retain, copy, distribute or use this 
e-mail for any purpose, nor disclose any of its contents to any other person.  
 
 

From: Badyal,Sara  
Sent: Tuesday, October 30, 2018 5:03 PM 
To: KENNETH KIM ; Benjamin Li  
Cc: Anthony ; Leoni Mallari ; Ravi Punn ; Ron Xu ; Aaron Leung ; 'Ricky Jiang'  
Subject: 6500 and 6468 Cooney Road - driveway, interface and discussion 
 
Hi Ken and Benjamin, 
 
6468 Cooney Road existing driveway and temporary driveway legal agreement 
I have some new information to share with the development team for 6500 Cooney Road and the neighbouring 
strata BCS 2683 at 6468 Cooney Road. Our Transportation Engineer Sonali Hingorani has reviewed the file 
and advises that in light of the correspondence from the strata, Transportation would not seek the closure of the 
existing driveway access for 6468 Cooney Road as part of the development of 6500 Cooney Road. The existing 
driveway access has not created any operational issues and all site traffic being redirected to Cook Road until 
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such time that an alternate route is available from a functional rear lane connecting to Spires Gate, may add 
additional traffic load closer to the Cook Road/Cooney Road intersection. 
 
The temporary driveway would continue to be used and the covenant would remain registered on title to 6468 
Cooney Road as the existing driveway access closure may be pursued in the future when the rear lane system is 
extended. 
 
6468 Cooney Road easement area and legal agreement 
The site plan currently shows proposed asphalt paving on 6468 Cooney Road beyond the easement area, which 
would require written confirmation from the strata of their permission for this work. Without such permission, 
any work needs to be limited to the easement area and project site plan revised. 
 
The development would result in the neighbouring townhouse development at 6468 Cooney Road:  

(i) having fencing removed and asphalt paving installed in their easement area, constructed by the 
project; and 

(ii) having rear lane and shared driveway access to their parking structure and yours, constructed by the 
project. 

 
There would be no impact to garbage and recycling collection, which would continue to be collected from 
Cooney Road.  
 
Please confirm whether the project would be paying for the shared driveway and fencing impacts design and 
construction.  
 
Please confirm that you recently discussed the easement construction impacts with the neighbouring strata 
(provide date and circumstances). 
 
Please confirm that the neighbouring strata has been provided with the current architectural and landscape 
design and whether they have any comments (provide date and circumstances). 
 
Regards, 
 
Sara Badyal, M. Arch, RPP 
Planner 2 
Development Applications Department 
City of Richmond 
604-276-4282 
www.richmond.ca 
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  Initial: _______  

 Rezoning Considerations 
Development Applications Department 

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

Address: 6500 Cooney Road File No.: RZ 08-429600 

Prior to final adoption of Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 10265, the developer is 
required to complete the following: 
1. [Contributions] City acceptance of the developer’s offer to provide the following voluntary contributions and should 

the contributions not be provided within one year of the subject rezoning application bylaw receiving third reading, 
the contributions rates will be increased annually to reflect current contribution rates: 

a) $69,366.51 towards the Affordable Housing Reserve Fund (i.e. $8.50 /ft2 of buildable floor area). 

b) $10,830.00 towards the development of future City facilities, in-lieu of providing indoor amenity space on-site 
(i.e. $1,805 per dwelling unit). 

c) $2,529.84 to future City community planning studies, as set out in the City Centre Area Plan (i.e. $0.31 /ft2 of 
buildable floor area). 

d) $9,000 towards accessible pedestrian enhancements of the Cook Road and Cooney Road traffic signal. 

e) $2,600.00 to the City’s Tree Compensation Fund for the planting of replacement trees within the City. 

2. [Tree Survival Security] Entering into a legal agreement and submission of a Tree Survival Security to the City in 
the amount of $27,100 for the two City trees to be retained for a maintenance period of one year after construction 
completion and entering into tree survival security legal agreement.  

3. [Tree Protection Fencing] Installation of appropriate tree protection fencing around all trees to be retained as part of 
the development prior to any construction activities occurring on-site. 

4. [Arborist Contract] Submission of a Contract entered into between the applicant and a Certified Arborist for 
supervision of any on-site and off-site works conducted within the tree protection zone of the trees to be retained and 
to supervise the installation of special measures for tree retention (e.g., aeration tubes).  The Contract should include 
the scope of work to be undertaken, including:  the proposed number of site monitoring inspections, and a provision 
for the Arborist to submit a post-construction assessment report to the City for review. 

5. [Road Dedication] Road dedication of: 

a) 1.8 m along the entire South property line Cook Road frontage. 

b) 2.4 m along the entire West property line Cooney Road frontage. 

c) 5 m x 5 m corner cut road dedication at the intersection of Cook Road and Cooney Road. 

d) 6 m along the entire East property line for a new rear lane. 

6. [SRWs] Granting of the following statutory rights-of-way for the purposes of public right-of-passage and utilities to 
be confirmed with a functional road plan: 

a) For tree retention along Cooney Road, approximately 5.4 m2 minimum area to allow the City sidewalk to 
encroach into the site to allow for tree retention in the City boulevard.  This statutory right-of-way is for the 
purposes of public-rights-of-passage and utilities, allowing for the area to be used as if it were a City street 
sidewalk.  Any works essential for public access within the required statutory right-of-way (SRW) are to be 
included in the Servicing Agreement (SA) and City maintenance & liability responsibility is to be clearly noted. 
The design must be prepared in accordance with City specifications & standards and the construction of the works 
will be inspected by the City concurrently with all other SA related works. Works to be secured via SA. 

b) For tree retention at the new rear lane, approximately 2.6 m2 minimum area to allow the City lane to encroach into 
the site to allow for tree retention adjacent to the new lane.  This statutory right-of-way is for the purposes of 
public-rights-of-passage and utilities, allowing for the area to be used as if it were a City street.  Any works 
essential for public access within the required statutory right-of-way (SRW) are to be included in the Servicing 
Agreement (SA) and City maintenance & liability responsibility is to be clearly noted. The design must be 
prepared in accordance with City specifications & standards and the construction of the works will be inspected 
by the City concurrently with all other SA related works. Works to be secured via SA. 
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7. [Aircraft Noise] Registration of an aircraft noise sensitive use covenant on title (Area 4). 

8. [Floodplain] Registration of a flood indemnity covenant on title (Area A). 

9. [City Centre Development] Registration of a legal agreement on title stipulating that the development is subject to 
potential impacts due to other development that may be approved within the City Centre including without limitation, 
loss of views in any direction, increased shading, increased overlook and reduced privacy, increased ambient noise 
and increased levels of night-time ambient light, and requiring that the owner provide written notification of this 
through the disclosure statement to all initial purchasers, and erect signage in the initial sales centre advising 
purchasers of the potential for these impacts.  

10. [Rental and Age-Based Strata Bylaws] Subject to Council adopting policies regarding age and rental restrictions in 
strata-titled buildings prior to the subject rezoning application bylaw receiving third reading, registration of a 
restrictive covenant prohibiting (a) the imposition of any strata bylaw that would prohibit any residential dwelling unit 
from being rented; and (b) the imposition of any strata bylaw that would place age-based restrictions on occupants of 
any residential dwelling unit.  This consideration will not be required if Council does not adopt these policies. 

11. [Tandem Parking] Registration of a legal agreement on title ensuring that where two parking spaces are provided in 
a tandem arrangement both parking spaces must be assigned to the same dwelling unit. 

12. [Shared Bicycle Storage] Registration of a legal agreement on title ensuring that: secure bicycle parking area is 
provided onsite for the shared common use of all residents; and conversion of any of the bicycle parking areas in this 
development into any other use (e.g., habitable space or general storage area) is prohibited. 

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

14. [Servicing Agreement*] Enter into a Servicing Agreement* for the design and construction of frontage 
improvements and utility works. A Letter of Credit security for the value of the Service Agreement works, as 
determined by the City, will be required as part of entering into the Servicing Agreement. Works include, but may not 
be limited to the following. 

a) Functional Road Plan: A functional road plan is to be prepared and submitted as part of the Servicing Agreement 
to the satisfaction of the Director of Transportation for the interim and ultimate design of the roadworks described 
below and infrastructure works as developed through the functional design process to current City standards and 
policies and to confirm the SRW areas (amounts and geometry) described above, as noted in these considerations. 

b) Cooney Road: Frontage works are required behind the existing curb, including the removal of the existing 
sidewalk (including the "spur" north of the subject site) and installation of a 2 m wide concrete sidewalk along the 
subject site's new property line (tied into the existing sidewalk to the north), a grassed boulevard between the 
sidewalk and curb with street trees planted at 9 m on centre (including reinstatement of the boulevard north of the 
subject site where sidewalk must be removed), and City Centre streetlights in the boulevard (Type 3, powder 
coated blue, 9.14 m pole, and 250w MH lamp, except without pedestrian luminaires, banner arms, flowerpot 
holders, receptacles, or irrigation).  All utility poles to be underground. 

c) Cook Road: Construction of frontage works including removal of the existing on street walkway and extruded 
curb and the construction of a new curb and gutter (the face of which curb shall be set approximately 11.85 m 
north of the existing south curb face to be finalized based on functional road plan and tie in to existing sidewalk 
on Cook Road to the east), a minimum 1.5 m wide concrete sidewalk along the back of curb, City Centre 
streetlights (Type 3, powder coated blue, 9.14 m pole, and 250w MH lamp, except without pedestrian luminaires, 
banner arms, flowerpot holders, receptacles, or irrigation), and a grassed boulevard between the sidewalk and 
property line. The boulevard is intended to accommodate the retention of an existing significant tree near the west 
side of the site, together with the planting of new street tree(s) as space allows. The letdown at the lane shall be 
aligned with the sidewalk and must be designed to facilitate safe, convenient pedestrian movement between the 
new sidewalk at the subject site and the on street walkway east of the subject site. The road widening and new 
curb location on the north side of Cook Rd. with new 9m corner curb radius will require traffic signal 
modifications.  A traffic signal design is required as part of the servicing agreement to identify the scope of works 
related to the traffic signal modifications and upgrades. All new curb ramps to have accessible tactile warning 
strips. 
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d) Public Lane: Construction of a new 6 m wide lane is required, including, but not limited to, City Centre lighting 
along the lane's east side, the extension and repair or replacement of the existing fence along the entire property 
line of 8491 Cook Road (i.e. immediately east of the proposed lane), and special measures aimed at mitigating 
impacts on the existing significant tree east of the proposed lane as determined by an arborist (e.g., permeable 
paving, light weight fill), to the satisfaction of the City.  Any grade differential between the lane and adjacent sites 
must be resolved via the design review/approval process. The functional road plan required for the public lane is 
to illustrate the swept path for two-way vehicle movements at the new lane/6468 Cooney Road easement 
intersection and any additional traffic control measures or devices to support the design.    

e) Water Service: 

At owner’s cost, owner is to: 

• Submit Fire Underwriter Survey (FUS) or International Organization for Standardization (ISO) fire flow 
calculations to confirm development has adequate fire flow for onsite fire protection. Calculations must be 
signed and sealed by a Professional Engineer and be based on Building Permit Stage Building designs. 

• Provide a right-of-way for the water meter and meter chamber, at no cost to the City. Exact right-of-way 
dimensions to be finalized during the servicing agreement process. 

At owner’s cost, the City is to: 

• Cut, cap, and remove all existing water service connections and meters to the development site. 

• Install one new water service connection, meter to be located onsite in a right of way. 

f) Storm Sewer:  

At owner’s cost, owner is to: 

• Provide drainage along the proposed lane. 

• Provide an erosion and sediment control plan for all on-site and off-site works, to be reviewed as part of the 
servicing agreement. 

At owner’s cost, the City is to: 

• Install one new storm service connection, complete with inspection chamber located in a right-of-way onsite. 

• Cut and cap all existing storm service connections to the development site and remove inspection chambers. 

g) Sanitary Sewer: 

At owner’s cost, owner is to: 

• Replace the existing sanitary connection and inspection chamber serving the development site with 
approximately 31 m of new 200 mm sanitary sewer from manhole SMH1022 to a new manhole at the 
adjoining property line of 6468 Cooney Road and the development site. 

• Install one new sanitary service connection off of the new manhole to serve the development site. 

• Design the service connection to be able to connect to a future sanitary sewer in Cooney Road. The 
configuration of the alternative sanitary connection shall: be confirmed at the servicing agreement stage, 
extend to Cook Road, and be ready to connect to the future sanitary sewer with minimal effort. 

• Not start onsite excavation or foundation construction prior to completion of rear-yard sanitary works by City.  

At owner’s cost, the City is to: 

• Reconnect the existing sanitary connection to 8431 Cook Road to the new sanitary sewer. 

• Perform all tie-ins between the proposed works and existing City infrastructure. 

h) Frontage Improvements: 

At owner’s cost, owner is to: 

• Review and upgrade street lighting as required on all frontages. 

• Coordinate with BC Hydro, Telus and other private communication service providers: 

o To underground overhead service lines. 

o To pre-duct for future hydro, telephone and cable utilities along all road frontages. 

o To locate all proposed underground structures (e.g. junction boxes, pull boxes, service boxes, etc.) outside 
of bike paths and sidewalks. 
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o Before relocating/modifying any of the existing power poles and/or guy wires within the property 
frontages. 

o To locate/relocate all above ground utility cabinets and kiosks required to service the proposed 
development, and all above ground utility cabinets and kiosks located along the development’s frontages, 
within the developments site (see list below for examples). A functional plan showing conceptual 
locations for such infrastructure shall be included in the development process design review. Please 
coordinate with the respective private utility companies and the project’s lighting and traffic signal 
consultants to confirm the requirements (e.g., statutory right-of-way dimensions) and the locations for the 
aboveground structures. If a private utility company does not require an aboveground structure, that 
company shall confirm this via a letter to be submitted to the City. The following are examples of 
statutory right-of-ways that shall be shown on the functional plan and registered prior to SA design 
approval:  
BC Hydro LPT Confirm size with BC Hydro, approximately 3.5 m x 3.5 m 
BC Hydro PMT Confirm size with BC Hydro, approximately 4.0 m x 5.0 m 
BC Hydro Vista Confirm size with BC Hydro 
Street light kiosk Approximately 2 m x 1.5 m 
Traffic signal controller cabinet Approximately 3.2 m x 1.8 m 
Traffic signal UPS cabinet Approximately 1.8 m x 2.2 m 
Show possible locations in functional plan of the following: 
Shaw cable kiosk Confirm size with Shaw, approximately 1.0 m x 1.0 m 
Telus FDH cabinet Confirm size with Telus, approximately 1.1 m x 1.0 m 

i) General Items: 

At owner’s cost, owner is to: 

• Not encroach into the rear-yard sanitary right-of-way with proposed trees, retaining walls, non-removable 
fences, or other non-removable structures. No fill may be placed within the right-of-way without the City’s 
review and approval. 

• Provide, prior to start of site preparation works or within the first servicing agreement submission, whichever 
comes first, a geotechnical assessment of preload and soil preparation impacts on the existing utilities fronting 
the development site and provide mitigation recommendations. 

• Provide a video inspection report of the existing storm and sanitary sewers along the development’s frontages 
prior to start of site preparation works or within the first servicing agreement submission, whichever comes 
first. A follow-up video inspection report after site preparation works are complete (i.e. pre-load removal, 
completion of dewatering, etc.) is required to assess the condition of the existing utilities and provide 
recommendations. Any utilities damaged by the pre-load, de-watering, or other development-related activity 
shall be replaced at the Developer’s cost. 

• Monitor the settlement at the adjacent utilities and structures during pre-loading, dewatering, and soil 
preparation works per a geotechnical engineer’s recommendations, and report the settlement amounts to the 
City for approval. 

• Enter into, if required, 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, including, but not limited to, site investigation, testing, monitoring, site preparation, de-
watering, drilling, underpinning, anchoring, shoring, piling, pre-loading, ground densification or other 
activities that may result in settlement, displacement, subsidence, damage or nuisance to City and private 
utility infrastructure. 
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Prior to a Development Permit being forwarded to the Development Permit Panel for consideration, the 
developer is required to: 
1. [Aircraft Noise Sensitive Development] Confirmation that the proposed development is designed in a manner that 

mitigates potential aircraft noise to the proposed dwelling units, including submission of: 

a) Acoustic report prepared a registered professional confirming design achieves the following CMHC interior noise 
level guidelines: 

Portions of Dwelling Units Noise Levels (decibels) 

Bedrooms 35 decibels 

Living, dining, recreation rooms 40 decibels 

Kitchen, bathrooms, hallways, and utility rooms 45 decibels 

b) Mechanical report prepared a registered professional confirming design achieves the ASHRAE 55-2004 “Thermal 
Environmental Conditions for Human Occupancy” standard for interior living spaces. 

2. [Energy Step Code] Submissions from the Coordinating Registered Professional, including:  

a)  A statement identifying the applicable Energy Step Code performance target, confirmation that the required target 
has been considered in design, and that a Qualified Energy Modeller has been engaged to ensure that the proposed 
design can achieve the applicable performance targets.  

b)  A summary (e.g., one page) of the envelope energy upgrades and other energy efficiency measures (e.g. effective 
R-values of typical wall assemblies, U-values and solar heat gain coefficients of fenestration, window-to-wall 
ratios, thermal breaks in balconies and similar features) must be presented in the DP application such that the 
passive energy performance of the building can be assessed and discussed by the Advisory Design Panel. 

3. [Landscape Security] Entering into a legal agreement and submission of a Letter of Credit for landscaping (as per 
sealed cost estimate prepared by landscape architect). 

Prior to Building Permit* Issuance, the developer is required to complete the following: 
1. [Legal Agreements] Confirmation of compliance with existing, Rezoning and Development Permit legal agreements. 

2. [Rezoning/Development Permit] Incorporation of features in Building Permit (BP) plans as determined via the 
Rezoning and/or Development Permit processes, including accessibility, sustainability, amenity and landscape design 
measures.  All landscaped areas are to be provided with an irrigation system. 

3. [Aircraft Noise Sensitive Development] Submission of an Acoustics Report by a registered professional confirming 
that the building design incorporates all the noise mitigation features necessary to ensure compliance with the 
standards set out in the OCP. 

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

5. [Latecomer Works] If applicable, payment of latecomer agreement charges, plus applicable interest associated with 
latecomer works. 

6. [Construction Hoarding*] Obtain a Building Permit (BP)* for any construction hoarding.  If construction hoarding 
is required to temporarily occupy a public street, the air space above a public street, or any part thereof, additional 
City approvals and associated fees may be required as part of the Building Permit.   

Note: 

* This requires a separate application. 

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

All agreements to be registered in the Land Title Office shall have priority over all such liens, charges and encumbrances as is 
considered advisable by the Director of Development. All agreements to be registered in the Land Title Office shall, unless the 
Director of Development determines otherwise, be fully registered in the Land Title Office prior to enactment of the appropriate 
bylaw. 
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The preceding agreements shall provide security to the City including indemnities, warranties, equitable/rent charges, letters of 
credit and withholding permits, as deemed necessary or advisable by the Director of Development. All agreements shall be in a 
form and content satisfactory to the Director of Development. 

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

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

 
[signed copy on file] 
 _____________________________________________   _______________________________  
Signed Date 
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 Bylaw 10265  

 
Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 

Amendment Bylaw 10265 (RZ 08-429600) 
6500 Cooney Road 

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

1. Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, as amended, is further amended at Section 5.15  [Affordable 
Housing] by inserting the following into Section 5.15.1.c, in alphabetic numerical order: 

ZT93 $8.50 for housing, town 

2. Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 is amended by inserting the following into Section 17 (Site 
Specific Residential (Town Houses) Zones), in numerical order: 

“17.93 Parking Structure Town Housing (ZT93) – Brighouse (City Centre) 

17.93.1 Purpose 

 The zone accommodates high density town housing with a parking structure and 
other compatible uses in the City Centre.  Additional density is provided to achieve, 
among other things, City objectives in respect to affordable housing. 

17.93.2 Permitted Uses 

 child care program 
 housing, town 

17.93.3 Secondary Uses 

 boarding and lodging 
 community care facility, minor 
 home business 
 home-based business 

17.93.4 Permitted Density 

1. The maximum floor area ratio is 0.60. 

2.  Notwithstanding Section 17.93.4.1, the reference to “0.6” is increased to a higher 
density of “1.2” if the owner pays into the affordable housing reserve the sum 
specified in Section 5.15 of this bylaw, at the time Council adopts a zoning amendment 
bylaw to include the owner’s lot in the ZT93 zone.  
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3.  Notwithstanding Section 17.93.4.1 and Section 17.93.4.2 of this bylaw, the following 
items are not included in the calculation of maximum floor area ratio for town housing: 

a) enclosed parking with a building or structure located on site;  
 

b) bicycle, loading, garbage and recycling facilities located within an enclosed 
parking area; 
 

c) common mechanical, heating, ventilation, electrical, telephone and air conditioning 
service rooms that are not intended as habitable space and located within an 
enclosed parking area;  
 

d) common stairwells and common elevator shafts; however, the ground level of 
common stairwells and common elevator shafts are included in the calculation of 
maximum floor area ratio for town housing; 
 

e) an area of up to 10 m2 per dwelling unit used exclusively for staircase purposes; 
and  
 

f) an area of up to 10 m2 per dwelling unit on the highest storey of a dwelling unit 
that is open to the staircase area below.  

4.  Notwithstanding Section 4.4.2 of this bylaw, any portion of floor area in a principal 
building with a ceiling height which exceeds 5.0 m shall be considered to comprise 
two floors and shall be measured as such for the purposes of calculating density.   

17.93.5 Permitted Lot Coverage 

1. The maximum lot coverage is 56% for buildings.  

2. No more than 75% of the lot may be occupied by buildings, structures and non-
porous surfaces, except that the reference to “75%” may be increased to 80%, as 
specified in a Development Permit approved by the City. 

3. 20% of the lot area is restricted to landscaping with live plant material.  

17.93.6 Yards & Setbacks 

1. The minimum front yard, exterior side yard or road setback is 3.0 m. 

2. The minimum interior side yard, rear yard and walkway setback shall be 3.0 m; 
except that an interior side yard, rear yard and walkway setback may be reduced to 
1.5 m, as specified in a Development Permit approved by the City.  

3. The minimum setback from a lane is 0 m.  

4. Notwithstanding Section 4.9 of this bylaw, the following projections shall be permitted in 
this zone and are subject to the Building Code:  

a) portions of the principal building which are less than 5.0 m in height and are open 
on those sides which face a road or walkway may project into the road setback 
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and walkway setback a distance of not more than 0.6 m, but shall be no closer 
than 2.4 m to a road and walkway;  

b) balconies, bay windows, porches may project into the road setback and 
walkway setback a distance of not more than 0.6 m, but shall be no closer than 
2.4 m to a road and walkway; and  

c) entry stairs may project into the road setback and walkway setback a distance of 
not more than 2.0 m, but shall be no closer than 0.6 m to a road and walkway. 

17.93.7 Permitted Heights  

1. The maximum height for buildings is 15.0 m (4 storeys). 

2. The maximum height for accessory buildings is 5.0 m. 

3. The maximum height for accessory structures is 9.0 m.  

17.93.8 Subdivision Provisions 

1. The minimum lot width is 20 m.  

2. The minimum lot depth is 30 m.  

3. The minimum lot area is 600 m2.  

17.93.9 Landscaping & Screening 

1. Landscaping and screening shall be provided according to the provisions of Section 
6.0.  

17.93.10 On-Site Parking and Loading  

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

2. Notwithstanding Section 7.5.6 and Section 7.5.6A,  

a) where residents of a dwelling unit intend to use two parking spaces, the spaces 
may be provided in a tandem arrangement with one standard parking space 
located behind another one standard parking space, and both standard parking 
spaces may be set perpendicular to the adjacent manoeuvring aisle; and  

b) a maximum of 50% of the required resident parking spaces may be provided in a 
tandem arrangement. 

17.93.12 Other Regulations  

1. In addition to the regulations listed above, the General Development Regulations in 
Section 4.0 and the Specific Use Regulations in Section 5.0 apply.” 
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3. The Zoning Map of the City of Richmond, which accompanies and forms part of Richmond 
Zoning Bylaw 8500, is amended by repealing the existing zoning designation of the 
following area and by designating it “PARKING STRUCTURE TOWN HOUSING 
(ZT93) – BRIGHOUSE (CITY CENTRE)”. 

P.I.D. 000-600-555 
Lot 20 Except: Firstly: Part on bylaw Plan 53627 and Secondly: Parcel A (Bylaw 
Plan 74724), Section 9 Block 4 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 15292 

4. This Bylaw may be cited as “Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 
10265”. 

 
 
FIRST READING   

A PUBLIC HEARING WAS HELD ON   

SECOND READING   

THIRD READING   

OTHER CONDITIONS SATISFIED   

ADOPTED   
 
 
 
    
 MAYOR CORPORATE OFFICER 
 

CITY OF 
RICHMOND 

APPROVED 
by 

 
 
 

APPROVED 
by Director 
or Solicitor 
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City of 
Richmond 

To: Planning Committee 

From: Wayne Craig 
Director, Development 

Report to Committee 

Date: June 7, 2021 

File: RZ 20-907 463 

Re: Application by Zhao XD Architect Ltd. for Rezoning at 9200, 9220, 9240, 9260, 
9280, 9300, 9320 & 9340 Francis Road from "Single Detached (RS1/E)" to "Town 
Housing (ZT94) - Francis Road (Broadmoor)" 

Staff Recommendation 

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 10254, to create the "Town Housing 
(ZT94) - Francis Road (Broadmoor)" zone, and to rezone 9200, 9220, 9240, 9260, 9280, 9300, 
9320, and 9340 Francis Road from "Single Detached (RSl/E)" to "Town Housing (ZT94)­
Francis Road (Broadmoor)," be introduced and given first reading. 

Air<J 
Wayne Craig 
Director, Development 

WC:jr 
Att. 6 

REPORT CONCURRENCE 

ROUTED To: CONCURRENCE 

Affordable Housing 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

RZ 20-907463 

Zhao XD Architect Ltd. on behalf of 1125640 BC Ltd. (Directors: Fuhua Yuan and Man Yuan) 
has applied to the City of Richmond for permission to rezone 9200, 9220, 9240, 9260, 9280, 
9300, 9320, and 9340 Francis Road from the "Single Detached (RS 1/E)" zone to a new site­
specific "Town Housing (ZT94)- Francis Road (Broadmoor)" zone, to permit the development 
of 25 townhouse units with vehicle access from Francis Road. A location map and aerial photo 
are provided in Attachment 1. 

Findings of Fact 

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

Subject Site Existing Housing Profile 

Each of the eight properties currently contains a single detached dwelling, none of which contain 
a secondary suite. Each existing dwelling would be demolished. 

Surrounding Development 

Development immediately surrounding the subject site is generally as follows: 

• To the North: single detached dwellings on properties zoned "Single Detached (RS l/C)'1 and 
townhouse dwellings on a property zoned "Low Density Townhouses (RTLI)." 

• To the South: single detached and duplex dwellings on properties fronting Glenbrook Dr 
zoned "Single Detached {RSl/E)." 

• To the East and West: single detached dwellings on properties zoned "Single Detached 
(RS 1/E)," which are designated "Arterial Road Townhouse" in the Arterial Road Land Use 
Policy. 

Related Policies & Studies 

Official Community Plan 

The subject site is located in the Broadmoor planning area, and has an Official Community Plan 
(OCP) designation of "Neighbourhood Residential" (Attachment 3) which supports a range of 
residential uses including townhouses. The proposed rezoning is consistent with this designation. 

Arterial Road Polic~ 

The subject site is located on a minor arterial road and is designated "Arterial Road 
Townhouses" on the Arterial Road Land Use Map contained in the OCP. The proposed rezoning 
is consistent with this designation. 
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The minimum development site size described in the Arterial Road Land Use Policy is 40 m 
frontage and 35 m lot depth. The proposed development site does not meet the minimum lot 
depth requirement, however the applicant has demonstrated that the site can be developed 
consistent with the Arterial Road Land Use Policy designation. A new site-specific zone is 
proposed to address the reduced lot depth, as neighbouring properties on Francis Road would 
also have insufficient lot depth to rezone without a variance. Details on the proposed new zone 
are provided in the Analysis section of this report. 

Floodplain Management Implementation Strategy 

The proposed redevelopment must meet the requirements of the Richmond Flood Plain 
Designation and Protection Bylaw 8204. Registration of a flood indemnity covenant on Title is 
required prior to final adoption of the rezoning bylaw. 

Affordable Housing Strategy 

The City's Affordable Housing Strategy requires a cash-in-lieu contribution of $8.50 per 
buildable square foot towards the City's Affordable Housing Reserve Fund for all rezoning 
applications involving townhouses. A $275,961.00 contribution is required prior to final 
adoption of the rezoning bylaw. 

Public Consultation 

A rezoning sign has been installed on the subject property. Staff have received two phone calls 
for additional information about the development, but have not received any comments from the 
public about the rezoning application in response to the placement of the rezoning sign on the 
property. 

Should the Planning Committee endorse this application and Council grant 1st reading to the 
rezoning bylaw, the bylaw will be forwarded to a Public Hearing, where any area resident or 
interested party will have an opportunity to comment. Public notification for the Public Hearing 
will be provided as per the Local Government Act. 

Analysis 

Site-specific Zone - "Town Housing (ZT94) - Francis Road (Broadmoor)" 

This rezoning application would result in the creation of a site-specific zone. The proposed 
"Town Housing (ZT94) - Francis Road (Broadmoor)" zone is identical to the "Low Density 
Townhouses (RTL4)" zone except for a reduction to the minimum lot depth from 35 m to 33 m, 
and reduction to the minimum front yard setback from 6 m to 4.5 m where a 6.0 m rear yard 
setback is provided. 
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The reduced lot depth requirement is a response to the existing lot geometry. Properties on the 
south side of Francis Road between Garden City Road and No. 4 Road generally have a lot depth 
of 33.5 m, which would not meet the minimum development site size in the "Low Density 
Townhouses (RTL4)" zone, despite being designated "Arterial Road Townhouse" in the OCP. A 
new site-specific zone is proposed to address this unique inconsistency and establish clear 
expectations for the development of townhouses in this area. 

The reduced front yard setback is a response to guidelines contained in the Arterial Road Land 
Use Policy, specifically that a 4.5 m front yard setback may be considered when a 6.0 m rear 
yard setback is provided. The proposed "Town Housing (ZT94)- Francis Road (Broadmoor)" 
zone would permit a variable front yard setback based on the rear yard setback consistent with 
this guideline. Based on the current lot dimensions and road width, the proposed townhouses 
would be 8.0 m from the back of the curb. At Development Permit stage the applicant will be 
required to conduct an acoustical analysis to ensure that living spaces fronting Francis Road meet 
the minimum CMHC indoor noise standards. 

Urban Design and Site Planning 

The applicant proposes 25 townhouse units in nine buildings arranged on either side of a central 
east-west drive aisle. The site plan and massing are consistent with the Development Permit 
Guidelines for Arterial Road Townhouses. Conceptual development plans are provided in 
Attachment 4. 

Three buildings containing 13 units along Francis Road are three storeys, with living space 
located on the second and third storeys. The end units step down to two storeys within 7.5 m of 
the adjacent properties to provide a transition to the existing single detached dwelling. Direct 
pedestrian access to the sidewalk is provided via landscaped front yards. 

Six duplex buildings containing 12 units at the rear of the property are all two storeys, with 
living space located on both levels. Pedestrian access is provided via the drive aisle. Three of 
these units are proposed to be designed as convertible units. Accessibility features of all units 
will be reviewed through the Development Permit. 

All of the units have private outdoor space at grade in the form of a landscaped front or rear yard. 
Units fronting Francis Road have a second storey Juliet balcony off of the living room facing the 
drive aisle, and a third storey Juliet balcony off of the master bedroom facing the road. Rear units 
do not have balconies but feature larger outdoor spaces at grade. 

The shared outdoor amenity area is proposed near the middle of the site opposite the driveway. 
The current concept includes a play structure for young children, bench seating, retention of 
mature trees, and open lawn area. Detailed design and programming of the private and shared 
outdoor amenity areas will be reviewed through the Development Permit process. 

Shared garbage and recycling rooms are proposed near the middle of the site flanking the 
driveway. Vehicles servicing the site are able to complete a three-point turn in the drive aisle to 
enter and exit the site in a forward motion. 
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Existing Legal Encumbrances 

There is an existing 3.0 m wide statutory right-of-way (SRW) along the rear property line for the 
sanitary sewer. The applicant is aware that no construction or tree planting is permitted within 
the SRW area. 

Housing Type and Tenure 

The applicant proposes 25 strata-titled townhouse units. This report has been submitted prior to 
Council's consideration of new policies regarding age and rental restrictions in strata-titled 
buildings. These policies are scheduled to be considered at the Public Hearing to be held on June 
21, 2021. Additional requirements are included in this report in anticipation of Council adopting 
these policies prior to consideration of this application. 

To maximize potential rental and housing opportunities throughout the City, the applicant has 
agreed to register a restrictive covenant on title prior to rezoning bylaw adoption, prohibiting (a) 
the imposition of any strata bylaw that would prohibit any residential dwelling unit from being 
rented; and (b) the imposition of any strata bylaw that would place age-based restrictions on 
occupants of any residential dwelling unit. This covenant will not be required if Council does not 
adopt these policies on June 21, 2021. 

Transportation and Site Access 

Vehicle access to the subject site is proposed from a driveway crossing to Francis Road. The 
driveway is aligned opposite Heather Street, creating a four-way intersection. This location is 
preferred by staff as it reduces the number of potential conflict points between vehicles and 
pedestrians. 

Vehicle and bicycle parking for residents are provided consistent with Richmond Zoning 
Bylaw 8500, including Level 2 EV charging for all residential vehicle spaces. Each unit includes 
a two-car garage with space for Class 1 bicycle parking. All of the units have parking spaces in a 
side-by-side arrangement. 

Visitor parking is provided consistent with Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500. A total of five visitor 
parking spaces are provided, including two standard spaces at the west end of the drive aisle, two 
standard spaced at the east end of the drive aisle, and an accessible space in the middle of the 
development beside the amenity area. Class 2 bicycle parking is also provided beside the 
amenity area. 

Tree Retention and Replacement 

The applicant has submitted a Certified Arborist's Report; which identifies on-site and off-site 
tree species, assesses tree structure and condition, and provides recommendations on tree 
retention and removal relative to the proposed development. The Report assesses 32 bylaw-sized 
trees on the subject property and five trees on neighbouring properties. 

The C ity's Tree Preservation Coordinator has reviewed the Arborist's Report and supports the 
Arborist's findings, with the fo llowing comments: 
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• 11 trees (tag# 307, 308, 309, 312, 313,314, 315, 316, 317,318, and 319) located on site are 
identified in good condition and noted to be retained and protected in the Arborist report. 
These trees are primarily located within the rear yard setback, except for Trees # 307-309. 
The outdoor amenity area has been specifically located to accommodate retention of these 
trees. 

• 21 (tag# 301 ,302,303,304,305, 306,310, 311,320, 321,322, 323, 324,325, 326,327, 328, 
329, 330, 331, and 332) are in poor condition - either dead, dying (sparse canopy fo liage), 
have been previously topped or exhibit structural defects such as cavities at the main branch 
union and co-dominant stems with inclusions. As a result, these trees are not good candidates 
for retention and should be replaced. 

• The hedges along the west property line are in poor condition - either dead, dying, or pruned 
back excessively. As a result, the hedges are .not a good candidate for retention. Replacement 
trees are not requfred for the removal of hedges. 

• 5 (tag# A, B, C, D, E) located on neighbouring property to be protected as per Arborist report 
recommendation. 

• Replacement trees should be specified at 2: 1 ratio as per the OCP. 

The applicant proposes to remove existing hedges located in the City boulevard to provide 
pedestrian access to the townhouse units and comply with the design guidelines for landscaping 
along arterial road. Continuous hedges are discouraged in the front yard based on Crime 
Prevention Through Environmental Design (CPTED) and urban design principles, with a goal of 
enhancing the pedestrian experience and allowing for casual surveillance of the public and semi­
private realms. 

Parks staff have reviewed the proposal have approved removal of the hedges and shrubs located 
in the development frontage. Compensation is not required for the removal of hedges, however 
new trees will be planted in the upgraded boulevard. The size, species, and location of new street 
trees will be determined through the Servicing Agreement process. 

Tree Replacement 

The applicant wishes to remove 21 on-site trees (tag# 301-306, 310, 311, and 320-332). The 2: 1 
replacement ratio would require a total of 42 replacement trees. The applicant proposes to plant 
32 trees in the proposed development. 

To satisfy the 2: 1 replacement ratio established in the OCP, the applicant will contribute 
$7,500.00 to the City's Tree Compensation Fund in lieu of the remaining 10 trees that cannot be 
accommodated on the subject property after redevelopment. 

Tree Protection 

11 trees (tag# 307-309, and 312-319) on the subject site and 5 trees (tag# A-E) on neighbouring 
properties are to be retained and protected. The applicant has submitted a tree protection plan 
showing the trees to be retained and the measures taken to protect them during development 
stage (Attachment 5). To ensure that the trees identified for retention are protected at 
development stage, the applicant is required to complete the following items: 
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• Prior to final adoption of the rezoning bylaw, submission to the City of a contract with a 
Certified Arborist for the supervision of all works conducted within or in close proximity to 
tree protection zones. The contract must include the scope of work required, the number of 
proposed monitoring inspections at specified stages of construction, any special measures 
required to ensure tree protection, and a provision for the arborist to submit a post­
construction impact assessment to the City for review. 

• Prior to final adoption of the rezoning bylaw, submission to the City of a $55,000.00 Tree 
Survival Security. 

• Prior to demolition of the existing dwelling on the subject site, installation of tree protection 
fencing around all trees to be retained. Tree protection fencing must be installed to City 
standard in accordance with the City's Tree Protection Information Bulletin Tree-03 prior to 
any works being conducted on-site, and remain in place until construction and landscaping 
on-site is completed. 

Townhouse Energy Efficiency and Renewable Energy 

The proposed development consists of townhouses that staff anticipate would be designed and 
built in accordance with Part 9 of the BC Building Code. As such, this development would be 
required to achieve Step 3 of the BC Energy Step Code for Part 9 construction (Climate Zone 4). 
As part of a future Development Permit application, the applicant will be required to provide a 
report prepared by a Certified Energy Advisor which demonstrates that the proposed design and 
construction will meet or exceed these required standards. 

Amenity Space 

The applicant is proposing a cash contribution in-lieu of providing the required indoor amenity 
space on-site. The total cash contribution required for the proposed 25-unit townhouse 
development is $54,839.00 based on the current OCP rates, and must be provided prior to 
rezoning adoption. 

Outdoor amenity space is provided on site. Based on the preliminary design, the size of the 
proposed outdoor amenity space is consistent with the OCP minimum requirement of 6 m2 per 
unit. Staff will work with the applicant at the Development Permit stage to ensure the design of 
the outdoor amenity space meets the Development Permit Guidelines contained in the OCP. 

Public Art 

Based on a maximum buildable floor area of approximately 32,466 SF residential floor area, the 
recommended public art contribution based on Administrative Guidelines of $0.90/SF (202 1 
rate) is approximately $29,219.40. 

As this project will generate a recommended public art contribution of less than $40,000 and 
there are limited opportunities for locating public art on the site, as per Policy it is recommended 
that the public art contribution be directed to the Public Art Reserve for City-wide projects on 
City lands. 
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Development Permit Application 

Prior to final adoption of the rezoning bylaw, a Development Permit application is required to be 
processed to a satisfactory level. Through the Development Permit, the fo llowing issues are to 
be further examined: 

• Compliance with Development Permit Guidelines for the form and character of 
multiple-family projects provided in the OCP. 

• Refinement of the building design to provide a pedestrian-oriented streetscape. 

• Review of the size and species of on-site trees to ensure bylaw compliance and to achieve an 
acceptable mix of coniferous and deciduous species on-site. 

• Refinement of the shared outdoor amenity area design, including the choice of play 
equipment, to create a safe and vibrant environment for children 's play and social interaction. 

• Review of relevant accessibility features for the three proposed convertible units and 
aging-in-place design features in all units. 

• Review of a sustainability strategy for the development proposal. 

Site Servicing and Frontage Improvements 

Prior to issuance of a Building Permit, the applicant is required to enter in to a Servicing 
Agreement for the design and construction of the required site servicing and frontage works, as 
described in Attachment 6. Frontage improvements include, but may not be limited to: 

• Removal of the existing sidewalk and replacement with 2.0 m concrete sidewalk at the 
property line, 1.5 m landscaped boulevard, and 0.1 5 m concrete curb and gutter. 

• Removal of the existing driveway crossings and replacement with frontage works as 
described above. 

Financial Impact or Economic Impact 

This rezoning application results in an insignificant Operation Budget Impact (OBI) for off-site 
City infrastructure (such as roadworks, waterworks, storm sewers, sanitary sewers, street lights, 
street trees, and traffic signals). 

Conclusion 

The purpose of this application is to rezone the subject site from the "Single Detached (RS 1/E)" 
zone to the site-specific "Town Housing (ZT94)- Francis Road (Broadmoor)" zone, to permit 
the development of25 townhouse units with vehicle access from Francis Road. 

The proposed rezoning and subsequent development of the site are generally consistent with the 
applicable plans and policies for the area. 

The list of rezoning considerations is included in Attachment 6, which has been agreed to by the 
applicant (signed concurrence on file). 
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It is recommended that Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 10254 be introduced 
and given first reading. 

Jordan Rockerbie 
Planner 1 
(604-276-4092) 

JR:js 

Attachments: 
Attachment I: Location Map 
Attachment 2: Development Application Data Sheet 
Attachment 3: Broadmoor Neighbourhood Land Use Map 
Attachment 4: Conceptual Development Plans 
Attachment 5: Tree Retention Plan 
Attachment 6: Rezoning Considerations 
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City of 
Richmond 

Development Application Data Sheet 
Development Applications Department 

RZ 20-907 463 Attachment 2 

Address: 9200, 9220, 9240, 9260, 9280, 9300, 9320 & 9340 Francis Road 

Applicant: Zhao XO Architect Ltd. 

Planning Area(s): Broadmoor -----------------------------
I Existing I Proposed 

Owner: 
1125640 BC Ltd. (Directors: 

To be determined 
Fuhua Yuan and Man Yuan) 

Site Size (m2): 5,027 m2 No change 

Land Uses: Single detached homes Townhouses 

OCP Designation: Neighbourhood Residential No change 

Zoning: Single Detached (RS1/E) 
Town Housing (ZT94) - Francis 
Road (Broadmoor) 

Number of Units: 8 single detached homes 25 townhouses 

On Future 
Bylaw Requirement Proposed Variance 

Development Site 

Floor Area Ratio: Max. 0.6 0.6 None permitted 

Buildable Floor Area (m2):* 
Max. 3,016.2 m2 Max. 3,016.1 m2 

None permitted 
(32,466 ft2) (32,465 ft2) 

Building: Max. 40% Building: 39% 

Lot Coverage(% of lot area): 
Non-porous Surfaces: Non-porous Surfaces: 

None Max. 55::i/o 64.4% 
Landscaping: Min. 25% Landscaping: 25% 

Lot Size: None 5,027 m2 None 

Lot Dimensions (m): 
Width: 40 m Width: 150 m 

None 
Depth: 33 m Depth: 33.53 m 

Front: Min. 4 .5 m Front: 4.5 m 
Setbacks (m): Rear: Min. 6 m Rear: 6 m None 

Side: Min. 3 m Side: 3 m 

Height (m): 12.0 m 12.0 m None 

Off-street Parking Spaces -
2 (R) and 0.2 (V) per unit 2 (R) and 0.2 (V) per unit None 

Regular (R) / Visitor (V): 

Off-street Parking Spaces - Total: 50 (R) and 5 (V) 50 (R) and 5 (V) None 

Small Car Parking Spaces: 
Permitted - Maximum of 14 spaces (i.e. 28%) None 50% of required spaces 

Tandem Parking Spaces: 
Permitted - Maximum of 

None None 
50% of required spaces 
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May 10, 2021 -2- RZ 20-907463 

On Future 
I Bylaw Requirement 

I 
Proposed 

I 
Variance 

Development Site 

Amenity Space - Indoor: Min. 50 m2 or cash-in-lieu Cash-in-lieu None 

Amenity Space - Outdoor: 
Min. 6 m2 per unit 6.96 m2 per unit 

None 
(i.e. 150 m2

) (i.e.174m2
) 

Other: Tree replacement compensation required for loss of significant trees. 

* Preliminary estimate; not inclusive of garage; exact building size to be determined through zoning bylaw compliance 
review at Building Permit stage. 

6673518 
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Connected Neighbourhoods With Special Places 
ATTACHMENT 3 

6. Broadmoor 

~-

Garden City School 
& Palmer 

Secondary 
School & Park 

Francis Rd 

,..._ __ ....,.._Walter Lee 
School & Park 

I c_ 
-----1 ----- ------Bake~V~ew 

I 

-• 

Whiteside 
School & Park 

-• 

S BJECT 
SITE 

Maple Lane 
School & Park 

I 

' aple La ne South Arm 
Community Park 

-~ --~ 

1 \ \...,./2 <• •,!-a--ooi•.--•__._._._,;::-,.::!i,,o----\""--------=:\>----~ -'--~ =:J
1 

• • Steveston Hwy 

\.I~ Bridge McRoberts ~ 
T School Secondary V 

School & Park 

Apartment Residential 

Commerdal 

Community Institutional 

Neighbourhood Residential 

Neighbourhood Service Centre 

Park 

School 

(~-) Broadmoor Neighbourhood Centre (future) 

(.~) Garden City Neighbourhood Centre (future) 

[I] Police South Arm Community Station 

® South Arm Community Centre 

~ South Arm Pool 

City of Richmond Official Community Plan 
Plan Adoption: November 19, 2012 

- Existing Major Street Bike Route 

·-- Future Major Street Bike Roule - Existing Greenway/Trail 

·-- Fvture Greenw.iy/Tr.iil 

Existing Neighbourhood Link - enhanced 

·-- Future Neighbourhood Link - unenhanced .... Future Neighbourhood Link 

3-34 
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N 

DSIIIC IElC:IS 
108[-

Scale: ~ i.110 

.(° §5 • 
2 {Feet) 

---'KAlSPOIISl:PCllff 
MDl!SS SDWZ 10 BC 'tl5B.[ PIDil SWl!!ID' .ff'Plll(WJ4,, IOIN 
0RCl10IIS - IE or COlfflllS1liC CXJL0U11S. o:a;as or ----10-Pt,H) 

ARBORIST NOTES 
Trees A- D: 
Arborist supervision of any 
excavation/grading works within 3 
feet of Tree Barriers. 

ARBORIST NOTES 
Amenity Area: 

ATTACHMENT 5 

... ... ... 
"' .... 
"' 
"' ... 
:r ... 
< ... 
:r 

ARBORIST NOTES 
Trees #307 & 308: 
Arborist supervision of any 
excavation/grading works 
within 3 feet of the Tree 
Barriers as well as root 
pruning as required. 

F R ANC IS RO AD 

Arborist supervision of fence installation ( excavated post footings) within 
TPZ. Detailed landscaping not available at the time of this report. 
Landscaping plans should be reviewed by the project arborist prior to 
incorporation into the design. 

BUI. 
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DING 2 11:11!1LPl(nllftllDlll[Jl1Dllllll:IID' 
, .... ..., .. < .. (IIU')I 

Trees #313-319 & E: 
Arborist supervision of any 
excavation/grading works within 3 
feet of Tree Barriers. 

... , ... , __ _/ 

-=-·~ 

Pacific Sun 

Tree 

Services 

604-323-4270 

andermatt.forest@shaw.ca 
pacificsuntree.com 

Suite#460 
130 - 1959 152 Street 
Surrey, B.C. 
V4AOC4 

Tree Management 
Plan 

Amendment #1 

Date: March 4, 2021 

Client: 1125640 B.C. Ltd. 

Project: Townhouse 

Project Address: 9200 to 9340 Francis Rd. 

Richmond, B.C . 

Tree Recommended 
for Retenlion: 

Tree Recommended 
for Removal: 

Undersized Tree: 

Crown Dripline for: 

Retain Tree: 

Remove Tree: 

Tree Protection Barrier. 
(Oullines Tree - Zooe} 

Critical Root Zone: 

Notes: 

• 
X 

0 
0 

1. Where trees are densely ckJste<ed the 
crown ~ ne may nol be shown for some 
trees to provide legibility. 

2. Trees reoommended lor reletltion are 
ilustrated with DBH to scale (except for 
trees 'Ailh numerous smal stems) 

3. CalaJlations and measurements for Tree 
Barriers, CRZ & TPZ a-e from the oosiOe 
trunk of the wbject tree. 
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City of 
Richmond 

Address: 9200-9340 Francis Road 

Rezoning Considerations 
Development Applications Department 

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

File No.: RZ 20-907463 

Prior to final adoption of Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 10254, the developer is 
required to complete the following: 
1. Consolidation of all the lots into one development parcel (which will require the demolition of the existing dwellings). 

2. Submission of a Contract entered into between the applicant and a Certified Arborist for supervision of any on-site 
works conducted within the tree protection zone of the trees to be retained. The Contract should include the scope of 
work to be undertaken, including: the proposed number of site monitoring inspections, and a provision for the 
Arborist to submit a post-construction assessment report to the City for review. 

3. Submission of a Tree Survival Security to the City in the amount of$55,000 for the 11 on-site trees to be retained 
(Tag 307-309, 312-319). Up to 90% of the security will be returned to the applicant after submission of a post­
construction assessment report and a City inspection, with the remainder held for up to one year to ensure that the 
trees survive. 

4. Registration of a flood indemnity covenant on title (Area A). 

5. Subject to Council adopting policies regarding age and rental restrictions in strata-titled buildings prior to the subject 
rezoning application bylaw receiving first reading, registration of a restrictive covenant prohibiting: 

a) the imposition of any strata bylaw that would prohibit any residential dwelling unit from being rented; and 

b) the imposition of any strata bylaw that would place age-based restrictions on occupants of any residential 
dwelling unit. 

This consideration will not be required if Council does not adopt these policies prior to the subject rezoning 
application bylaw receiving first reading. 

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

7. City acceptance of the developer 's offer to voluntarily contribute $7,500 to the City's Tree Compensation Fund for 
the planting of replacement trees within the City. 

8. City acceptance of the developer 's offer to voluntarily contribute $0.90 per buildable square foot (e.g. $29,2 19.40) to 
the City's public art fund. 

9. Contribution of $54,839.00 in-lieu ofon-site indoor amenity space to go towards development of City facilities. 

10. City acceptance of the developer's offer to voluntarily contribute $8.50 per buildable square foot (e.g. $275,961.00) to 
the City's affordable housing fund. 

Prior to a Development Permit• being forwarded to the Development Permit Panel for consideration, the 
developer is required to: 
1. Submission of a Landscape Plan, prepared by a Registered Landscape Architect, together with a cost estimate for the 

landscaping works. The Landscape Plan should: 

• comply with the guidelines of the OCP's Arterial Road Policy and should not include hedges along the front 
property line; 

• include a mix of coniferous and deciduous trees; 
• include the dimensions of tree protection fencing as illustrated on the Tree Retention Plan attached to this report; 

and 
• include the required replacement trees 

Initial: ---
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2. Complete a proposed townhouse energy efficiency report and recommendations prepared by a Certified Energy 
Advisor which demonstrates how the proposed construction will meet or exceed the required townhouse energy 
efficiency standards (BCESC Step 3). 

3. Complete an acoustical and thermal report and recommendations prepared by an appropriate registered professional, 
which demonstrates that the interior noise levels and noise mitigation standards comply with the City's Official 
Community Plan and Noise Bylaw requirements. 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 (decibels) 

Bedrooms 35 decibels 

Living, dining, recreation rooms 40 decibels 

Kitchen, bathrooms, hallways, and utility rooms 45 decibels 

Prior to a Development Permit* being forwarded to CounciJ for issuance, the developer is required to: 
1. Submission of a Landscape Security to the City based on 100% of the cost estimate provided by the Landscape 

Architect plus a 10% contingency. Up to 90% of the security will be returned to the applicant after a City inspection, 
with the remainder held for up to one year to ensure that the planting survives. 

Prior to Building Permit Issuance, the developer must complete the following requirements: 
1. Submission of a Constmction Parking and Traffic Management Plan to the Transportation Department. Management 

Plan shall include location for parking for services, deliveries, workers, loading, application for any lane closures, and 
proper construction traffic controls as per Traffic Control Manual for works on Roadways (by Ministry of 
Transportation) and MMCD Traffic Regulation Section 01570. 

2. Installation of appropriate tree protection fencing around all trees to be retained as part of the development prior to 
any construction activities, including building demolition, occurring on-site. 

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

4. Obtain a Building Pennit (BP) for any construction hoarding. If construction hoarding is required to temporarily 
occupy a public slreet, the air space above a public slreet, 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 
Department at 604-276-4285. 

5. Enter into a Servicing Agreement* for the design and cottstruction of engineering infrastructure improvements. A 
Letter of Credit or cash security for the value of the Service Agreement works, as determined by the City, will be 
required as part of entering into the Servicing Agreement. Works include, but may not be limited to: 

Water Works: 

a. Using the OCP Model, there is 000.0 Lis of water available at a 20 psi residual at the Francis Road frontage. 
Based on your proposed development, your site requLres a minimum fire flow of 220 Lis. 

b. At Developer' s cost, the Developer is required to: 
1. Submit Fire Underwriter Survey (FUS) or International Organization for Standardization (ISO) fire flow 

calculations to confirm development has adequate fi re flow for onsite fire protection. Calculations must be 
signed and sealed by a Professional Engineer and be based on Building Permit Stage Building designs. 

11. Provide a right-of-way for the water meter and meter chamber (unless meter is to be located in a mechanical 
room), at no cost to the City. Exact right-of-way dimensions to be finalized during the servicing agreement 
process. 

111. The frontage improvements are in close proximity with the existing AC watermain along Francis Road 
frontage. Subject to a utility locate and a geotechnical assessment of the impact of the required frontage 
improvements to the existing watermain, the developer is required to replace the existing watermain along 
the Francis Road frontage, approximately 150m long. 

Initial: ---
PLN - 125 



- 3 -

1v. Review hydrant spacing on all road frontages and provide fire hydrants as required to meet City spacing 
requirements. Fire department approval is required for all fire hydrant installations, removals, and 
relocations. 

v. Install one new water service connection. 

c. At Developer' s cost, the City is to: 
1. Reconnect all existing water service connections and hydrant leads to the new water main. 

11. Cut, cap, and remove all existing water service connections and meters to the development site. 
111. Complete all tie-ins for the proposed works to existing City infrastructure. 

Storm Sewer Works: 

a. At Developer' s cost, the Developer is required to: 
1. Provide an erosion and sediment control plan for all on-site and off-site works, to be reviewed as part of the 

servicing agreement. 

b. At Developer' s cost, the City is to: 
1. Cut and cap all existing storm service connections to the development site and remove inspection chambers. 

11. Install one new storm service connection, complete with inspection chamber. Inspection chamber to be 
located in a right-of-way onsite. 

Sanitary Sewer Works: 

a. At Developer' s cost, the Developer is required to: 
1. Not start onsite excavation or foundation construction prior to completion of rear-yard sanitary works by 

City crews. 
11. Monitor the settlement at the existing AC sanitary main long the entire south property line during pre­

loading, dewatering, and soil preparation works per a geotechnical engineer' s recommendations, and report 
the settlement amounts to the City for approval . 

v1. Replace approximately 150 m AC sanitary main along the entire south property line with PVC, complete 
with new manholes per City spacing requirements. 

v11. Remove the existing AC sanitary main and legally dispose offsite. 
v111. Not encroach into City rights-of-ways with any proposed trees, retaining walls, or other non-removable 

structures. 

b. At Developer' s cost, the City is to: 

1. Install one new sanitary service connection, complete with inspection chamber. The new service connection 
shall be tied-in to the required manhole at the sanitary main junction located at the south property line of 
9300 Francis Road. 

11. Reconnect all existing sanitary service connections that service neighboring properties to the new sanitary 
main. 

111. Cut and cap all existing service connections to the development site, and remove inspection chambers. 

Frontage Improvements: 

a. At Developer' s cost, the Developer is required to: 
1. Return the existing Hydro lease lights and replace with City standard street lighting. 

11. Coordinate with BC Hydro, Telus and other private communication service providers: 
a) To relocate/underground the existing overhead lines and poles to prevent conflict with the proposed 

sidewalk. 
b) To underground overhead service lines. 
c) To pre-duct for future hydro, telephone and cable utilities along all road frontages. 
d) To locate all proposed underground structures (e.g. junction boxes, pull boxes, service boxes, etc.) 

outside of bike paths and sidewalks. 
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e) Before relocating/modifying any of the existing power poles and/or guy wires within the property 
frontages. 

f) To locate/relocate all above ground utihty cabinets and kiosks required to service the proposed 
development, and all above ground utility cabinets and kiosks located along the development's 
frontages, within the developments site (see list below for examples). A functional plan showing 
conceptual locations for such infrastructure shall be included in the development process design 
review. Please coordinate with the respective private utility companies and the project's lighting and 
traffic signal consultants to confirm the requirements (e.g., statutory right-of-way dimensions) and 
the locations for the aboveground strucri-ures. If a private utility company does not require an 
aboveground structure, that company shall confirm this via a letter to be submitted to the City. The 
following are examples of statutory right-of-ways that shall be shown on the functional plan and 
registered prior to SA design approval: 

- BC Hydro PMT - 4.0 x 5.0 m 
- BC Hydro LPT - 3.5 x 3.5 m 
- Street light kiosk - 1.5 x 1.5 m 
- Traffic signal kiosk - 1.0 x 1.0 m 
- Traffic signal UPS - 2.0 x 1.5 m 
- Shaw cable kiosk - 1.0 x 1.0 m 
- Telus FDH cabinet - l. l x 1.0 m 

m. Complete frontage upgrades including: 

General Items: 

a. New 2.0 m wide concrete sidewalk at the property line, minimum 1.5 m wide landscaped 
boulevard with street trees, and concrete curb and gutter; and 

b. Removal of the existing driveway crossings and replacement with the above frontage works. 

a. At Developer' s cost, the Developer is required to: 
1. Not encroach into the rear-yard sanitary right-of-way with proposed trees, retaining walls, non-removable 

fences, or other non-removable structures. No fill may be placed within the right-of-way without the City's 
review and approval. 

11. Provide, prior to start of site preparation works or within the first servicing agreement submission, 
whichever comes first, a geotechnical assessment of preload and soil preparation impacts on the existing 
utilities (e.g., AC watermain along Francis Rd and AC sanitary main along the rear yard) fronting the 
development site and provide mitigation recommendations. 

111. Provide a video inspection report of the existing sanitary sewers along the development's rear yard prior to 
start of site preparation works or within the first servicing agreement submission, whichever comes first. A 
follow-up video inspection report after site preparation works are complete (i.e. pre-load removal, 
completion of dewatering, etc.) is required to assess the condition of the existing utilities and provide 
recommendations. Any utilities damaged by the pre-load, de-watering, or other development-related 
activity shall be replaced at the Developer's cost. 

iv. Enter into, ifrequired, additional legal agreements, as detennined 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, including, but not limited to, site investigation, testing, monitoring, site preparation, de­
watering, drilling, underpinning, anchoring, shoring, piling, pre-loading, ground densification or other 
activities that may result in settlement, displacement, subsidence, damage or nuisance to City and private 
utility infrastructure. 

Note: 

* 

• 

This requires a separate application. 

Where the Director of Development deems appropriate, the preceding agreements are to be drawn not only as personal covenants 
of the property owner but also as covenants pursuant to Sectio11 219 of the Land Title Act. 
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All agreements to be registered in the Land Title Office shall have priority over all such liens, charges and encwnbrances as is 
considered advisable by the Director of Development. All agreements to be registered in the Land Title Office shall, unless the 
Director of Development detennines otherwise, be fully registered in the Land Title Office prior to enactment of the appropriate 
bylaw. 

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

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

• Applicants for all City Permits are required to comply at all times with the conditions of tbe Provincial Wildlife Act and Federal 
Migratory Birds Convention Act, which contain prohibitions oo the removal or disturbance of both birds and their nests. Issuance 
of Municipal permits does oot give an individual authority to cootravene these legislations. The City of Richmond recommends 
that where significant trees or vegetation exists on site, the serYices of a Qualified Environmental Professional (QEP) be secured 
to perform a survey and ensure that development activities are in compliance with all relevant legislation. 

Signed Date 
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City of 
Richmond Bylaw 10254 

Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 
Amendment Bylaw 10254 (RZ 20-907 463) 

9200, 9220, 9240, 9260, 9280, 9300, 9320 & 9340 Francis Road 

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: 

a. Inserting the following into the table contained in Section 5.15.1.c regarding Affordable 
Housing density bonusing provisions: 

Sum Per Buildable Square Foot of 
Zone Permitted Principal Building 

"ZT94 $8.50" 

b. Inserting the following into Section 17 (Site Specific Residential (Town Houses) 
Zones), in numerical order: 

17.94 Town Housing ZT94 - Francis Road Broadmoor 

17 .94.1 Purpose 

The zone provides for low density town housing plus other compatible secondary 
uses, and provides for a density bonus that would be used for rezoning applications 
in order to help achieve the City's affordable housing objectives. 

17 .94.2 Permitted Uses 17.94.3 Secondary Uses 
• child care • boarding and lodging 
• housing, town • community care facility, minor 

• home business 
• secondary suite 

17 .94.4 Permitted Density 

1. The maximum floor area ratio is 0.40. 

2. Notwithstanding Section 17.94.4.1, the reference to "0.40" in Section 17.94.4.1 is 
increased to a higher density of "0.60" if the owner, at the time Council adopts a 
zoning amendment bylaw to include the owner's lot in the ZT94 zone, pays into the 
affordable housing reserve the sum specified in Section 5.15.1 of this bylaw. 

1. 6676707 
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Bylaw 10254 Page2 

17 .94.5 Permitted Lot Coverage 

1. The maximum lot coverage is 40% for buildings. 

2. No more than 65% of a lot may be occupied by buildings, structures and non­
porous surfaces. 

3. 25% of the lot area is restricted to landscaping with live plant material. 

17.94.6 Yards & Setbacks 

1. The minimum front yard is 6.0 m, except where the rear yard is 6.0 m, the minimum 
front yard is reduced to 4.5 m. 

2. The minimum interior side yard is 3.0 m. 

3. The minimum exterior side yard is 6.0 m. 

4. The minimum rear yard is 3.0 m. 

17.94.7 Permitted Heights 

1. The maximum height for buildings is 12.0 m (3 storeys). 

2. The maximum height for accessory buildings is 5.0 m. 

3. The maximum height for accessory structures is 9.0 m. 

17 .94.8 Subdivision Provisions/Minimum Lot Size 

1. The minimum lot width is 40.0 m. 

2. The minimum lot depth is 33.0 m. 

3. There is no minimum lot area requirement. 

17.94.9 Landscaping & Screening 

1. Landscaping and screening shall be provided according to the provisions of Section 
6.0. 

17.94.10 On-Site Parking and Loading 

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

17 .94.11 Other Regulations 

1. In addition to the regulations listed above, the General Development Regulations in 
Section 4.0 and Specific Use Regulations in Section 5.0 apply. 
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Bylaw 10254 Page 3 

2. The Zoning Map of the City of Richmond, which accompanies and forms part of Richmond 
Zoning Bylaw 8500, is amended by repealing the existing zoning designation of the 
following area and by designating it "TOWN HOUSING {ZT94) - FRANCIS ROAD 
(BROADMOOR)." 

Lot 89 Section 27 Block 4 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 34103 
PID 003-486-109 

Lot 90 Section 27 Block 4 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 34103 
PID 002-262-398 

Lot 91 Section 27 Block 4 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 34103 
PID 007-009-411 

Lot 92 Section 27 Block 4 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 34103 
PID 003-598-772 

Lot 93 Section 27 Block 4 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 34103 
PID 006-127-690 

Lot 94 Section 27 Block 4 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 34103 
PID 004-305-531 

Lot 257 Section 27 Block 4 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 35222 
PID 007-150-946 

Lot 258 Section 27 Block 4 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 35222 
PID 004-344-979 

3. This Bylaw may be cited as "Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 10254". 

FIRST READING 

A PUBLIC HEARING WAS HELD ON 

SECOND READING 

THIRD READING 

OTHER CONDITIONS SATISFIED 

ADOPTED 

MAYOR CORPORA TE OFFICER 

CITY OF 
RICHMOND 
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f: 
. City of 
Richmond 

Report to Committee 

To: Date: April 19, 2021 

From: 

Planning Committee 

John Hopkins File: 08-4057-08/2021-Vol 

Re: 

Director, Policy Planning 01 

Options to Secure Market Rental Housing in New Development and Options 
to Increase Low End Market Rental (LEMR) Contributions 

Staff Recommendations 

1. That Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100 and Bylaw 9000, Amendment 
Bylaw 10255, which proposes to amend the following: 

a) in Schedule 1 of Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 9000, amend Section 3.3 
"Diverse Range of Housing Types, Tenure and Affordability" by introducing City-wide 
market rental housing provisions for new development including: 

i) inserting language to clarify a pmpose-built market rental housing requirement in 
new development that includes more than 60 apaiiment units, and an associated 
density bonus (0.1 floor area ratio), which applies to the site; 

ii) inserting language to establish that for townhouse development with 5 or more 
units and apa1iment development with 5 to 60 apaiiment units, a community 
amenity contribution may be accepted through a rezoning application; and 

iii) inse1iing language to clarify that 100% market rental housing projects would be 
exempted from affordable housing requirements. 

b) in Schedule 2.10 (City Centre Area Plan) of Richmond Official Community Plan 
Bylaw 7100, insert language to clarify City Centre Area Plan density bonusing 
requirements with respect to the Richmond Affordable Housing Strategy and Official 
Community Plan Market Rental Housing Policy; and 

c) in Schedule 2.2A (Thompson Area Dover Crossing Sub-Area Plan), Schedule 2.4 
(Steveston Area Plan), Schedule 2.1 0C (McLennan North Sub-Area Plan), Schedule 2.12 
(Bridgeport Area Plan), and Schedule 2 .14 (Hamilton Area Plan) of Richmond Official 
Community Plan Bylaw 9000, inse1i language to support density bonus provisions with 
respect to the Official Community Plan Market Rental Housing Policy, 

be introduced and given first reading. 

6650441 
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2. That Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100 and Bylaw 9000, Amendment 
Bylaw 10255, having been considered in conjunction with: 

• the City's Financial Plan and Capital Program; and 
• the Greater Vancouver Regional District Solid Waste and Liquid Waste Management 

Plans; 

is hereby found to be consistent with said program and plans, in accordance with 
Section 477(3)(a) of the Local Government Act. 

3. That Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100 and Bylaw 9000, Amendment 
Bylaw 10255, having been considered in accordance with Section 475 of the Local 
Government Act and the City's Official Community Plan Bylaw Preparation Consultation 
Policy 5043, is found not to require further consultation. 

4. That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 10256, to inse11 a definition for 
residential rental tenure, to clarify habitable area, to make a series of updates to existing 
zones to reflect changes to the Official Community Plan Market Rental Housing Policy, to 
update Low End Market Rental housing constmction requirements, and to increase the 
density bonus provisions in the CDT zone be introduced and given first reading. 

5. That in-stream rezoning applications received prior to Council's adoption of the proposed 
recommendations be processed under the existing Official Community Plan Market Rental 
Housing Policy and Low End Market Rental program provisions provided that the 
application achieves 1st reading within one year of the adoption of Richmond Official 
Community Plan Bylaw 7100 and Bylaw 9000, Amendment Bylaw 10255 and Richmond 
Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 10256. New applications received after Council's 
adoption of Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100 and Bylaw 9000, Amendment 
Bylaw 10255, and Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 10256, are subject to 
the updated requirements. 

6. That staff rep011 back to Council regarding key findings related to the implementation of 
updates to the Official Community Plan Market Rental Housing Policy after the program 
provisions are in place for two years. 

6650441 
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7. That staff be directed to share information with key stakeholders, including the Urban 
Development Institute and non-profit housing providers, regarding oppo1iunities for public 
input, particularly the proposed public hearing associated with Richmond Official 
Community Plan Bylaw 7100 and Bylaw 9000, Amendment Bylaw 10255 and Richmond 
Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 10256 and the bylaw amendment described in the 
companion report titled "Low End Market Rental (LEMR) Contribution Rate Review". 

John Hopkins 
Director, Policy Planning 
(604-276-4279) 

Att. 4 

ROUTED TO: 

Affordable Housing 
Development Applications 
Law 
Finance 

SENIOR STAFF REPORT REVIEW 

6650441 

REPORT CONCURRENCE 

CONCURRENCE 

INITIALS : 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

The following referral motion was passed at the October 19, 2020 Public Hearing: 

That staff provide suggestions and options for a market rental policy and report back. 

At the February 8, 2021 meeting, Council requested that the above noted referral be prioritized 
and brought forward as soon as possible for consideration. This was based on Council's 
deliberations on Polygon's mixed-use, mid-rise development proposal at Cambie Road and 
Sexsmith Road/Garden City Road (Talisman Park Ltd.) where members of City Council 
expressed interest in the feasibility of a mandato1y approach to securing market rental housing 
units, in addition to the feasibility of expanding the Low End Market Rental (LEMR) program 
construction and cash-in-lieu rates. Following the discussion, City Council expressed a desire to 
receive rental housing recommendations in advance of considering large development proposals 
that are well suited to the provision of rental housing. With this direction, staff retained an 
economic development consultant to assess the financial feasibility of various options to expand 
the City's rental housing approach, which are discussed in this report and a companion repo1i, 
"Low End Market Rental (LEMR) Contribution Rate Review" from the Director, Community 
Social Development dated April 19, 2021. 

To expedite staffs response to the Council referral and to minimize scheduling impacts on 
development applications that are preparing for consideration by Council, staff recommend that 
public consultation regarding the policy changes discussed in this rep01i occur as paii of 
Council's consideration of the proposed amendment bylaws. The statuto1y bylaw amendment 
process will provide stakeholders with multiple opp01iunities to share their views with City 
Council. 

This repo1i responds to the referral and includes the following: 

1. a summaiy of the existing Official Community Plan (OCP) Market Rental Housing 
Policy and the outcomes of its implementation; 

2. a synopsis of existing in-stream market rental projects and estimated demand for market 
rental housing; 

3. a summaiy of other municipal approaches to securing market rental housing; and 
4. options to increase the supply of secured and constructed market rental housing in new 

apmiment development and an option to accept a community amenity contribution rather 
than constructed market rental housing in smaller development based on the findings of a 
financial feasibility analysis. 

This rep01i is being brought forward for consideration with a companion repo1i and the analysis 
and options included in this rep01i are coordinated with those outlined in the companion repmi. 

A repmi that considers using zoning to preserve and to protect existing purpose built, 
100 percent rental buildings will be brought forward for consideration in the future. 

6650441 
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This repo1i suppmis Council's Strategic Plan 2018-2022 Strategy #6 Strategic and Well-Planned 
Growth: 

Leadership in effective and sustainable growth that supports Richmond's physical and 
social needs. 

6.1 Ensure an effective OCP and ensure development aligns with it. 

6.5 Ensure diverse housing options are available and accessible across the housing 
continuum. 

In response to Council's referral to staff, this repmi suggests options to secure market rental 
housing in new development with more thari 60 apa1iment units. It also introduces a community 
amenity contribution that the City may accept through rezoning for smaller developments. The 
following analysis and options are being brought forward for consideration alongside a 
companion repo1i, "Low End Market Rental (LEMR) Contribution Rate Review" from the 
Director, Co1rununity Social Development dated April 19, 2021. The companion repo1i responds 
to a refeITal motion that was passed at the December 17, 2019 Planning Committee meeting that 
directed staff to explore options to increase the affordable housing requirement to above 10%. 
The companion rep01i evaluates the feasibility of expanding LEMR constmction and cash-in-lieu 
rates. The options included in this repmi and the companion repmi from Community Social 
Development are a coordinated response to both housing refe1rnls. 

The recommended approach includes the following City-wide updates that would apply to new 
development: 

• 

• 

OCP Market Rental Housing Policy: Replacing the voluntary incentives based approach 
to securing market rental housing units in mixed market rental and strata buildings with 
the following provisions: 

o Requiring at least 10% of the total residential floor area in a building that includes 
more than 60 apartment units to be secured as market rental housing. An 
associated 0.1 floor area ratio (FAR) density bonus will apply to the site. 

o Inse1iing language to establish that for townhouse developments with 5 or more 
units and apartment developments with 5 to 60 apaiiment units, a community 
amenity contribution may be accepted through a rezoning application. 
Alternatively, the owner may secure and constrnct 10% of the total residential 
floor area in the building as market rental housing. An associated 0.1 FAR 
density bonus will apply to the site. 

Low End Market Rental (LEMR) program: Expanding the existing LEMR program to 
secure at least 15% of the total residential floor area in new developments inside of the 
City Centre Area Plan as affordable housing units. Maintaining the existing LEMR 
program outside of the City Centre Area Plan, which secures 10% of the total residential 
floor area in new developments as affordable housing units. 

Analysis 

Existing OCP Market Rental Housing Policy 

The OCP Market Rental Housing Policy includes provisions to: 

6650441 
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• protect and to enhance the existing stock of market rental housing; 
• support tenants at the time existing market rental housing is redeveloped; and 
• encourage the development of new purpose-built market rental housing units. 

Since the OCP Market Rental Housing Policy was adopted in 2018, 568 market rental units have 
been secured. An additional 134 market rental units are proposed within development 
applications that are in pre-application discussions or early stages of the standard development 
application review process. These units will be secured through zoning and/or housing 
agreements and will be available to tenants at market rates once they are constructed. Recent 
notable projects include the following: 

• a development by Headwater Living Inc. that will provide approximately 149 purpose­
built market rental housing units at 5500 No. 3 Road; 

• the "Atmosphere" development at 7960 Alderbridge Way, which will provide 
approximately 112 market rental units in a mixed use development; 

• a development by Mosaic Homes, which will provide approximately 33 secured market 
rental units in a four storey mixed use building at the intersection of No.3 Road and 
Williams Road; and 

• a mixed use, mid-rise development by Colliers International Consulting on Bennet Road 
that includes a church and approximately 142 purpose built rental units, including 
approximately 122 market rental and moderate income units, and 20 LEMR units. 

A summary of the OCP Market Rental Housing Policy incentives to increase the supply of 
market rental housing units is provided in Attachment 1. This report includes options to secure 
purpose-built market rental housing units in new development that includes more than 60 
apaitment units and an option to accept a contribution toward the City's affordable housing 
objectives through rezoning applications for smaller developments that do not include market 
rental housing. 

Market Rental Housing's Contribution to the Housing Continuum 

Market rental housing is an impo1tant element of the housing continuum. Market rental housing 
rates are established by the market and while available to all income thresholds, new market 
rental units are generally rented by households with an annual income that is greater than 
$70,000. Market rental housing accommodates a broad section of the community and may be 
preferred by households that require flexibility, and households that are either not able to afford 
home ownership or are not interested in ownership at a paiticular life stage. 

It is estimated that Richmond's rental housing stock includes approximately 7,700 primary rental 
units (e.g., purpose built rental that is secured for the long te1m) and 13,800 secondary rental 
units (e.g., not included in the primary rental market and rented out by an owner), which does not 
include the new market rental units that have been secured to date by the existing OCP Market 
Rental Housing Policy. While existing City policies have increased the supply of rental housing 
across the housing continuum and Census data indicates approximately 30% of new development 
enters the secondary rental market, the City's average vacancy rate between 2015 and 2019 was 
0.7%. Based on data from Canada M01igage and Housing Corporation, the vacancy rate for 
private market apaiiments was 1.9% in October 2020. A balanced vacancy rate is between 3% to 
5%. 
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Based on projected population growth and cmTent demand rates, the estimated annual demand 
for market rental housing that accommodates households with an annual income greater than 
$70,000, is approximately 190 market rental units per year. However, this estimate does not 
account for latent demand, which is difficult to quantify. Richmond's smaller proportion of 
renters compared to local municipalities (Attachment 2) suggests an existing latent demand for 
rental housing and may include the following: 

• People who work in Richmond but do not live in Richmond. The City's strong 
employment market results in a net incoming flow of more than 30,000 workers. 

• Households that need flexibility and/or prefer rental housing (e.g., students, contract 
workers, etc.). 

• Households that are not adequately housed and would move to more suitable housing 
(i.e. spending more than 30% of household income on housing, housing that requires 
major repairs and/or inadequate size/composition of bedrooms). 

• Households that can afford to purchase housing but choose to rent. 

Increasing the market rental housing supply would contribute to the overall availability of 
housing options in the City and would respond to the City's low vacancy rate. 

Other Municipal Approaches to Market Rental Housing 

Staff surveyed a number of municipalities regarding their approach to rental housing and 
received responses from the following municipalities: Burnaby, Coquitlam, Delta, Kelowna, 
New Westminster, North Vancouver, Suney, Vancouver and Victoria. All municipalities that 
completed the survey apply a voluntary incentives approach to securing market rental housing. 
Staff did not find any examples of a jurisdiction that mandates the provision of market rental 
housing in new development. Municipalities that repo1ied using density bonus incentives to 
secure market rental housing listed the following approaches: 

• site specific consideration of additional density ( e.g., Delta, New Westminster, 
Vancouver, Victoria); 

• identifying areas within the city where market rental development is most desirable and 
establishing a voluntary minimum market rental housing requirement with provisions for 
associated additional density (e.g., Coquitlam, N01ih Vancouver, Vancouver); and 

• supporting conversion of a p01iion of commercial density to market rental housing 
(e.g., Burnaby). 

Municipal incentives that are umelated to density bonus provisions include parking reductions, 
amenity relaxations, municipal fee and/or prope1iy tax reductions/waivers, reduced servicing 
requirements, unit size relaxations, design relaxations, and expedited development application 
processing. Attachment 2 summarizes the survey responses and highlights similarities between 
the reported municipal approaches and Richmond's existing OCP Market Rental Housing Policy. 
Attachment 1 summarizes cunent market rental housing incentives and incentives that have been 
considered. 
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Options to Simultaneously Secure Market Rental Housing Units and to Expand the Low End 
Market Rental Program 

Building upon the City's demonstrated commitment to playing a leadership role within the 
housing sector, and in response to existing housing refe1nls, the City hired an experienced 
economic development consultant to assess the feasibility of simultaneously undertaking the 
following in new construction that includes more than 60 apaiiment units: 

• introducing a requirement to secure and construct market rental housing in new 
development with an associated 0.1 floor area ratio (FAR) density bonus applied to the 
site; and 

• increasing the LEMR construction requirement inside of the City Centre Area Plan 
( currently 10% of residential floor area is secured as LEMR units). 

The recommended threshold for construction of market rental units (more than 60 apa1iment 
units in a development) is consistent with the threshold that was established for the LEMR 
program for the construction of affordable housing units based on recommendations by 
independent economic development consultants. It also acknowledges the challenges associated 
with securing a small number of units within smaller developments and the prope1iy 
management resources required to effectively manage the units. While more than 60 apaiiment 
units is the threshold for requiring constrnction of market rental housing units, the same density 
bonusing provision (0.1 FAR applied to the site) applies to a development with 5 or more units 
that secures and constructs 10% of the residential floor area of the building as market rental 
housing. 

To balance a developer's contribution to the City's affordable housing objectives between 
projects of various size and type, the feasibility analysis evaluates and recommends community 
amenity contribution rates for townhouse developments with 5 or more units and apmiment 
developments with 5 to 60 apartment units, which are not required to constrnct market rental 
housing units. The recommended contribution rates are discussed in a subsequent section of this 
report. Contributions to the Affordable Housing Reserve Fund (Reserve Fund Bylaw 7812) 
would be directed to supp01i affordable housing projects that target low and moderate income 
households. This approach aligns with the overall OCP Market Rental Housing approach, which 
secures rental replacement units as affordable housing in redevelopment projects. The LEMR 
program includes cash-in-lieu contribution rates that apply when the threshold for built LEMR 
units is not met. Updated LEMR cash-in-lieu rates are discussed in the companion rep01i. 

Attachment 1 summarizes existing incentives to increase the supply of market rental housing and 
references an amendment to clarify that 100% market rental housing projects would be exempted 
from affordable housing requirements. Other elements of the OCP Market Rental Housing 
Policy and LEMR program remain unchanged, including existing density bonus provisions for 
100% market rental development. 

Financial Feasibility Analysis Summary 

Acknowledging that without a reasonable profit, a developer/prope1iy owner will seek other 
forms of investment, the City hired an experienced economic development consultant to assess 
the financial feasibility of amendments to the existing OCP Market Rental Housing Policy and 
LEMR program. The financial feasibility analysis applied the following criteria: 
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• Market rental and/or LEMR floor area includes only habitable floor area and is a percent 
of the residential floor area ratio in the building. 

• A 0.1 FAR density bonus applies to the site and market rental floor area in a mixed 
market rental and strata building is not exempted from affordable housing requirements. 

• Analysis includes consideration of median rental rates, base land values that reflect recent 
land sale transactions, and land lift for a range of building density and construction types 
(i.e. concrete construction high density development and wood construction medium to 
medium/low density development inside of the City Centre Area Plan and medium/low 
density development elsewhere). 

• Amenity contribution exemptions and lower parking rates apply to both market rental and 
LEMR units. 

• The financial feasibility ranking applied to the scenarios reflects an indust1y average 
profit expectation (i.e. 15% profit for the strata portion of the project weighted to reflect 
the proportionate share of the building that represents strata development, and 3.5% 
capitalization rate applied to the rental component). A summary of the applied financial 
feasibility ranking system is outlined in Attachment 3 following the consultant's 
executive summary. 

Land costs are a key variable in the analysis. While the proposed approach includes 0.1 FAR of 
density bonus to be applied to the site, the financial impact of securing market rental housing 
units and increasing the existing LEMR contribution will vmy between individual prope1iy 
owners. The base land values used in the study are current land values and do not represent the 
full continuum of land sales in the City; therefore, owners who purchased land at values that are 
significantly higher than the base values would face less financially feasible redevelopment 
conditions. Although the recommended approach includes a density bonusing provision, the 
Local Government Act permits a local government to secure housing with rental zoning without 
an associated bonus density. This is unlike the tenns that apply to securing rental housing with 
below market rental rates, eligibility criteria, and other conditions. 

To reflect differences in land values and density, options were studied for sites both inside of the 
City Centre Area Plan and outside of the City Centre Area Plan. Securing LEMR units is 
prioritized based on the low probability of LEMR units being included in market development 
independent of the Affordable Housing Strategy. 

Tables 1 and 2 summarize both the OCP Market Rental Housing Policy and the LEMR program 
scenarios that were considered and their associated cumulative financial feasibility scores. The 
analysis suppo1is a higher percent of secured rental housing inside of the City Centre Area Plan 
compared to outside of the City Centre Area Plan based on land values and achievable densities. 

For areas inside of the City Centre Area Plan, staff recommend Option 1 which would secure a 
total of 25% of the residential floor area as rental housing and represents the highest percent of 
combined market rental and LEMR housing floor area that retains a strong financial feasibility 
ranking for most developers. Staff did not find nearby examples of mandated market rental 
housing requirements in new development. 

Staff have provided two other options that would increase the total percent of market rental and 
LEMR housing floor area inside of the City Centre Area Plan, but it would impact developers 
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who purchased land at significantly higher values and may impact their financial feasibility. 
Further, staff recognize that there are other referrals that staff are reviewing which relate to non­
residential space (e.g., non-profit space needs) that may also impact the financial feasibility for 
multiple-family development. 

T bl 1 P a e rogram 0 . Ipt1ons s ummary ns1 e o t e ity 'd f h C C entre A rea Pl an 
Current Policy Option 1 Option 2 Option 3 

Recommended 
Market Rental Floor Voluntary, Incentives 10% 10% 15% 
Area Contribution Based 
Rate 
LEMR Floor Area 10% 15% 20% 15% 
Contribution Rate 
Financial Feasibility For high-density development 3 of 5 3 of 5 
Score* (concrete): 

4of 5 

For medium, medium/low density 
development (wood): 

3 of 5 

*See Attachment 3 for supplementary information related to the financial feasibility scale ranking system . 

For areas outside of the City Centre Area Plan, staff recommend Option 2, which suggests 
maintaining the existing LEMR construction rate (10% ofresidential floor area) and introducing 
a market rental housing requirement of 10%. The lower recommended rate reflects the lower 
densities that characterize areas outside of the City Centre Area Plan. Staff have provided an 
option to introduce the market rental housing requirement of I 0% and to increase the LEMR 
contribution to 15% of residential floor area; however, the financial feasibility drops 
significantly. 

Table 2: Program Options Summary Outside of the City Centre Area Plan 

Current Policy Option 1 (no Option 2 Option 3 
change to current Recommended 
program) 

Market Rental Floor Voluntary, Incentives Voluntary, Incentives 10% Voluntary, Incentives 
Area Contribution Rate Based Based Based 
LEMR Floor Area 10% 10% 10% 15% 
Contribution Rate 
Financial Feasibllity 3 of 5 3 of 5 1 of 5 
Score* 
*See Attachment 3 for supplementary information related to the financial feasibility scale ranking system 

Staff recommend introducing the provisions outlined in Option 1 (Table I) and Option 2 
(Table 2) respectively inside and outside of the City Centre Area Plan in development with more 
than 60 apartment units as outlined below: 

• Inside of the City Centre Area Plan: 
o Secure 10% of residential floor area as market rental housing, with an associated 

0.1 FAR density bonus applied to the site, utilising zoning, as applicable, to 
secure market rental housing units; and 

o Secure 15% ofresidential floor area as LEMR housing units (as recommended in 
the companion repo1t). 

• Outside of the City Centre Area Plan: 
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o Secure 10% of residential floor area as market rental housing, with an associated 
0.1 FAR density bonus applied to the site, utilising zoning, as applicable, to 
secure market rental housing units; and 

o Secure 10% of residential floor area as LEMR housing units ( as recommended in 
the companion repo1t). 

In addition to the analysis summarized in the preceding section of this repo1t, the economic 
development consultant completed an assessment of the cash value to offset eliminating the 
requirement for market rental housing and instead assigning the space to development of market 
apaitments in smaller developments. For townhouse developments with 5 or more units and 
apaitment developments with 5 to 60 units, a community amenity contribution may be accepted 
through a rezoning application. The recommended contributions, which are listed below, are 
comparable with requiring 10% of the residential floor area to be secured and constrncted as 
market rental housing: 

• for townhouse development: $18.84 per m2 ($1.75 per ft2); 

• for apaitment development inside of the City Centre Area Plan: $37.67 per m2 

($3 .50 per ft2); and 
• for apa1tment development outside of the City Centre Area Plan: $21.53 per m2 

($2.00 per ft2
). 

The contribution rates would be regularly adjusted to reflect inflation increases using the 
administrative mechanism that is used to adjust other amenity contribution rates that are 
collected through the development process. 

Other key findings from the financial feasibility analysis include the following: 
• The financial feasibility of constructing 100% or even 50% market rental housing is not 

viable unless the land is acquired at a significant discount. 100% market rental housing 
in high density concrete construction is not financially feasible even if the land is free. 
Recent developments that secure a high percent of rental housing are characterized as 
paitnerships that acquired land at low or no cost, which is consistent with the findings in 
the consultant's analysis. 

• Development Cost Charge waivers that apply to the rental housing component of the 
development would have a small impact on a project's profit and would not offset the 
costs associated with providing secured rental housing in the project. 

Implementation and Amendment Bylaws 

Proposed Official Community Plan (OCP) and Zoning Bylaw Amendments 

Conditional to Council's approval ofrecommended Option 1 (Table 1) and Option 2 (Table 2), 
respectively for prope1ty both inside and outside of the City Centre Area Plan, amendments to 
the OCP Market Rental Housing Policy and Zoning Bylaw 8500 are required. Amendment 
Bylaws 10255 (amendments to both the OCP and related Area Plans) and 10256 (Zoning Bylaw) 
include the amendments that are required to implement the recommended options, which suggest 
an approach that would simultaneously: 

• secure market rental housing units in new development with more than 60 apartment 
units; 
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• secure a comparable contribution toward the City's rental housing objectives from new 
townhouse development with 5 or more units and apaiiment developments with 5 to 60 
units; and 

• increase the LEMR housing contribution requirement in development with more than 60 
dwelling units. 

While the amendments required to implement the recommendations are referenced in 
Attachment 4, the elements that are specific to the LEMR program, are discussed in detail in the 
companion report, "Low End Market Rental (LEMR) Contribution Rate Review". 

Conditional to Council supporting the amendment bylaws, it is recommended that staffrepo1i 
back to Council regarding key findings related to the implementation of the updates to the OCP 
Market Rental Housing Policy after the program provisions are in place for two years. Further, 
staff will share the updated policy and program details with the public using the City's website 
and will share infonnation with key stakeholders, including development industty and non-profit 
housing providers in the community. 

Provisions for In-stream Applications 

Subject to Council approval of Bylaw 10255 and Bylaw 10256, the amendments would be 
implemented at the time of bylaw adoption. To provide the development community with an 
opportunity to make adjustments, a one year 'grandfathering' period for in-stream development 
applications is recommended that includes the following provisions: 

• Rezoning applications that are received prior to Council's adoption of the proposed 
amendment bylaws may be processed under the existing OCP Market Rental Housing 
Policy and the existing LEMR program, provided that the application achieves 1st reading 
within one year of the effective date of the revised OCP Market Rental Housing Policy 
and revised LEMR program provisions. 

• New applications that are received after Council adoption of the proposed amendment 
bylaws are subject to the te1ms in the revised OCP Market Rental Housing Policy and 
revised LEMR program provisions. 

Public Consultation 

The provision of rental housing is a fundamental component in meeting the City's housing 
objectives. City Council has also expressed a desire to see rental housing policies advanced in a 
timely manner. Accordingly, staff recommend that public consultation regarding the policy 
changes contemplated in this report occur as part of Council's consideration of the proposed 
OCP amendment bylaw. This approach will provide interested stakeholders with multiple 
opportunities to share their views to City Council as part of the statutory bylaw amendment 
process. 

Should Planning Committee endorse the OCP amendment bylaw, the bylaw will be forwarded to 
the next open Council Meeting for City Council's consideration. Should City Council grant first 
reading to the OCP amendment bylaw, the bylaw will be forwarded to a Public Hearing. The 
Council Meeting and Public Hearing will provide stakeholders and the public with opp01iunity to 
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provide comments directly to City Council at the Public Hearing. Public notification for the 
Public Hearing will be provided in accordance with the Local Government Act. 

Staff have reviewed the proposed OCP amendments, with respect to the Local Government Act 
and the City's OCP Consultation Policy No. 5043 requirements and recommend that this report 
does not require referral to external stakeholders. 

The table below clarifies this recommendation as it relates to the proposed OCP amendment. 

Stakeholder 

Agricultural Land Commission (ALC) 

Richmond School Board 

The Board of Metro Vancouver 

The Councils of adjacent Municipalities 

First Nations (e.g., Sto:lo, Tsawwassen, 
Musqueam) 

Translink 

Port Authorities (Vancouver Port Authority 
and Steveston Harbour Authority) 

Vancouver International Airport Authority 
(VIM) (Federal Government Agency) 

Richmond Coastal Health Authority 

Community Groups and Neighbours 

All relevant Federal and Provincial 
Government Agencies 

Financial Impact 

None. 

Conclusion 

Referral Comment (No Referral necessary) 

No referral necessary because the Land Reserve is not affected, 

No referral necessary; however, staff did meet with School District 
staff to discuss the proposed amendments. 

No referral necessary because the Regional District is not affected 

No referral necessary because adjacent municipalities are not 
affected. 

No referral necessary because First Nations are not affected. 

No referral necessary because the proposed amendments will not 
result in road network changes. 

No referral necessary because the Port is not affected. 

No referral necessary because the proposed amendments do not 
affect Transport Canada's maximum permitted building height or the 
OCP Aircraft Noise Sensitive Development (ANSD) Policy. 

No referral necessary because the Health Authority is not affected. 

Community Groups including the Urban Development Institute and 
Richmond Community Services Advisory Committee will be notified 
when this report is made public and will have the opportunity to 
comment on the proposed OCP amendment at Planning Committee 
and at a Public Hearing. 

No referral necessary because Federal and Provincial Government 
Agencies are not affected. 

The City of Richmond has demonstrated a leadership role within the rental housing sector by 
applying a range of approaches to increase the supply of non-market affordable housing, LEMR 
housing, and market rental housing. In response to Council's referral to staff to provide 
suggestions and options for a revised market rental housing policy, staff completed an analysis of 
options that would simultaneously increase the supply of market rental housing in new 
development and respond to a companion housing referral to explore opportunities to increase 
the existing LEMR housing program. Staff retained an economic development consultant to 
assess the financial feasibility of various options to expand the City's rental housing approach. 
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Based on the findings of the financial feasibility analysis and consideration of demonstrated 
housing need in the City, staff recommend an approach to secure the following in development 
with more than 60 apa1iment units by way of agreement and, where applicable, zoning: 

• For development inside of the City Centre Area Plan: 
o Secure I 0% of residential floor area as market rental housing, with an associated 

0.1 FAR density bonus applied to the site; and 
o Secure 15% of residential floor area as LEMR housing units. 

• For development outside of the City Centre Area Plan: 
o Secure 10% of residential floor area as market rental housing, with an associated 

0.1 FAR density bonus applied to the site; and 
o Secure 10% ofresidential floor area as LEMR housing units. 

For townhouse developments with 5 or more units, and apartment developments with 5 to 60 
units, a community amenity contribution may be accepted through a rezoning application. The 
recommended contributions are comparable with requiring I 0% of the residential floor area to be 
secured and constructed as market rental housing. 

The bylaw amendments that are required to implement the recommended approach are attached 
to this repo1i and the companion rep01i. It is recommended that Richmond Official Community 
Plan Bylaw 7100 and Bylaw 9000, Amendment Bylaw 10255 and Richmond Zoning 
Bylaw No. 8500, Amendment Bylaw No. 10256 be introduced and given first reading. 

~f 
Senior Planner/Urban Design 
(604-276-4040) 

DN:cas 

Attachment 1: Existing Incentives to Increase the Supply of Market Rental Housing 
Attachment 2: Municipal Approaches Survey Summary (Market Rental Housing) 
Attachment 3: Financial Review Executive Summary 
Attachment 4: Proposed Official Community Plan (OCP) and Zoning Bylaw Amendments 
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ATTACHMENT 1 

Existing Incentives to Increase the Supply of Market Rental Housing 

The existing Market Rental Housing Policy in the Official Community Plan applies an incentives 
based approach to securing new market rental housing. Bonus density may be considered for new 
development that provides 100% of the residential units at the site as secured market rental housing at 
the following rates: 
• Townhouse: 0.20 Floor Area Ratio (FAR) bonus density; and 
• Concrete buildings in City Centre: 0.25 FAR bonus density. 

Fmiher, the existing OCP Market Rental Housing Policy suppo1is the following: 
• 0.1 FAR bonus density for mixed market rental and strata buildings, with bonus density applying 

only to the po1iion of the new development that contains market rental housing. 
• An undefined amount of bonus density on a site specific basis for projects that provide additional 

rental housing to address community need. 

The policy also includes incentives that are not related to density, including the following: 
• Lower parking rates for secured rental housing. In 2018, Zoning Bylaw 8500 was amended to 

apply 1·educed parking rates for secured market rental housing, which may be eligible for 
additional parking reductions subject to provision of Transportation Demand Management (TDM) 
measures. 

• Staff "fast track" the review of 100% market rental development proposals ahead of in-stream 
market housing applications. 

OCP Amendment Bylaw 10255 would limit a provision that exempts market rental housing in new 
development from affordable housing requirements by specifying that the exemption applies to 100% 
market rental development. 

A March 25, 2019 rep01i from the Manager, Policy Planning, "Market Rental Housing Policy and 
Approaches for Residential Rental Tenure Zoning" included detailed consideration of approaches to 
incentivize market rental housing including the following: 
• Further parking reductions. While staff did not support further reduction of parking and the 

original lower parking rates, which are based on a comprehensive assessment of market rental 
sites, staff reiterated continued suppoti to consider enhanced Transpo1iation Demand 
Management measures on a site-specific basis that may result in additional parking reductions for 
new market rental developments. 

• DCC waivers. Staff did not recommend waiving DCCs. Staff retained a consultant to assess the 
impact of potential DCC waivers on the financial performance of new market rental development. 
While DCC waivers would enhance the profit potential for a market rental housing project, the 
impacts would be small and would not offset the high land costs that primarily impact the 
project's profit margin. The findings of the original assessment (in 2019) have been reiterated by 
the financial analysis that was completed for this repo1i (Attachment 3). 

• Additional density. The proposed approach will apply a density bonus of 0.1 FAR to the site. 
The City faces unique constraints that limit density bonusing oppo1iunities, including building 
height constraints imposed on development in the City Centre by the YVR flight path. While 
staff do apply some flexibility related to design for significant rental housing projects, additional 
bonus density would be challenging to incorporate into development without significant impacts 
on urban design and built form. 
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ATTACHMENT 2 

Municipal Aooroaches Survey Summary (Market Rental Housini:1) 
Approach to Bonus Density for Provision of Market Rental Incentives to Construct 
Secure NEW Housing Rental Housing (Market 

Municipality 
Market Rental Rental) 

Name 
Housing 

Voluntary or 
Mandatory 

Richmond Voluntary Yes Parking reductions 

Bonus density for 100% market rental Exempt from all/portion 
development: of affordable housing 
·Townhouse: 0.20 FAR r-equlrements ------ ---

-Concrete buildings in City Centre: 0,25 FAR 
•Mixed market rental and strata buildings: Exempt from public art 
0.1 FAR, with bonus density applying only to the and community planning 
portion of the new development that contains contributions 
market rental housing. 

Fast Track processing 
Bonus density may be increased on a site specific 
basis. 

Burnaby Voluntary Select reassignment of density Parking reductions 

Voluntary rental rezoning applications can apply 
up to 49% of their commercial density toward 
market rental housing (if a project has met other 
inclusionary rental requirements) 
No associated affordability requirement 

Coquitlam Voluntary Yes Parking reductions 

Designated high-density development areas Amenity relaxations 
qualify for up to 1.5 FAR of bonus residential 
density for Priority Housing Types (I.e. below Design relaxations 
market, accessible and three plus bedroom (reduced upper level 
rental units) building setbacks) 

Tier 1: Additional 1.0 FAR with 20% of the units 
within the additional density composed of 
Priority Unit Types. 

Tier 2: Additional 0.5 FAR (in addition to the 
existing 1.0 FAR density bonus) on a site specific 
basis with 40% of the additional 0.5 FAR being 
below market or non-market rental units. 

Delta Voluntary Yes Site specific 

Site specific 

Kelowna Voluntary No Parking reduction 

Municipal fee, property 
tax reductions/waivers 
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Approach to Bonus Density for Provision of Market Rental Incentives to Construct 
Secure NEW Housing Rental Housing (Market 

Municipality 
Market Rental Rental) 

Name 
Housing 

Voluntary or 
Mandatory 

New Voluntary Yes Parking reductions 

Westminster 
New secured market rental housing may qualify Consideration of 

for bonus density if secured through zoning for reduced servicing 

the long term, stratifications are restricted and requirements 

the development is managed by one entity. 

North Voluntary Yes None listed 

Vancouver 
Two OCP density bonus categories for rental 
housing secured through zoning. 

Category A: density up to OCP Schedule 'A' 
density 

Category B: An increase In density that exceeds 
the OCP Schedule 'A' density up to the maximum 
bonus outlined in the OCP as outlined below: 

• 100% rental housing: 10% of rental units 
must be mid-market rental 

• Portion as non-market housing: 30% of 
incremental/bonus amount provided as non-
market rental housing (remainder may be 
market strata development). 

• Rental retention: maintain existing rental 
building with bonus density transfer to 
another site (with business plan outlining 
building repair and upgrades) 

Surrey Voluntary No Parking reductions 

Exempt from 
community amenity 
contributions 

Vancouver Voluntary Yes Parking reductions 

Development applications that include rezoning Municipal fee reductions 

may qualify for additional density when 100% of or waivers 

the residential floor space is secured rental 
housing. Mixed use projects that contain a Unit size relaxations 

commercial component may also qualify. 
Fast Track processing 

Rental incentives are also included in Community 

Plans: 

• Camble Corridor Plan allows additional 
height and density for projects that deliver 
100% of the residential floor area as secured 
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Approach to Bonus Density for Provision of Market Rental Incentives to Construct 
Secure NEW Housing Rental Housing (Market 

Municipality 
Market Rental Rental) 

Name 
Housing 

Voluntary or 
Mandatory 

market rental housing. 

• Grandview-Woodland Community Plan 
allows additional height and density for new 
rental housing in appropriate locations. 

• West End Community Plan creates 
opportunities for new secured market rental 
housing through density bonusing. 

Victoria Voluntary Yes Parking reductions 

Site specific consideration Community amenity 
waivers 

Fast Track processing 

Renter Households (Municipal Comparison) 

% Renter Households1 2016 

60"' ,. 
53% 

50¾ 

40'' 36% 38 % 36% " 
2.9% 

30% 26% 

20% 

I 10% 

O¾ 
Ri::hmond Metro Burnal:1,- Surrey Vancouver Coquitlam 

Vancouver 

Source: Data from Statistics Canada 
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ATTACHMENT 3 

ROLLO." 
+ ASSO C IATES 

City of Richmond Housing Program Financial Review. Executive Summary 

G. _P. Rollo & Associates (GPRA) has been retained by the City of Richmond (the City) to prepare an analysis to complete a 
financial review of two City Housing programs: 

• The Low End Marl<et Rental (LEMR) housing program; and 

A proposed marl<et rental housing program, which would require a minimum floor area allocation for market 
rental as part of private marl<et condominium developments. 

Specifically, the City has requested assistance In ensuring the program parameters are financially feasible and 
appropriate relative to current market conditions and needs. 

GPRA has completed this analysis and has the following to report: 

1. Rental Suryey: We found that the median rental rate for units listed for rent were around $2.70 per square foot, 
with that translating to an average monthly rent of $2,300 for a two bedroom 855 square foot unit and require 
a household income of at least $88,200 a year to meet CMHC guidelines for affordability. Purpose built rental 
buildings only had Studio to two bedroom units which were smaller on average than the listings on the web and 
thus resulted in smaller monthly rents for tenants, and we note that there Is generally an inverse relationship 
between unit size and rent per square foot (i.e. as units increase in size the rental rate per square foot goes down 
and vice versa). This In part explains the lower rental rate outside City Centre as units in wood frame tend to be 
somewhat larger than concrete units. 

2. Economic Analysis of Variable Mixes of Marl<et Rental and LEMR: GP RA prepared proforma analysis to deterrnine 
the land values that could be supported by a hypothetical two acre site in Oty Centre developed in concrete, In 
wood frame, and townhouse, as well as outside City Centre In wood frame at 1.2 FSR with 10%, 15%, 20%, 50%, 
and 100% of the residential floor area rented at the median market rent identified through our survey. Our 
analysis indicates that the City could require 15% of the gross building area for market rentals if LEMR 
requirements do not change. With an increase in built LEMR requirements to 15% GPRA recommends requiring 
no more than 10% of the gross building area for market rentals . Although the analysis does indicate that projects 
could be viable with a stacked contribution of 15% market rental and 15% LEMR GPRA has based its viability on 
being able to support the lowest of land value ranges provided by the City's real estate staff. As such we ha"" 
concerns that there are a significant number of properties in the City that may trade for well above the lowest 
values Indicated and as such our recommendation Is Intended to reflect this reality. To recommend otherwise 
would risk pushing many developments into being economically unfeasible at this time. 

3. Impact Mitigation: In general, best practices would be to inform builders and developers early in advance of 
proposed changes and to grandfather in-stream applicatlons and consider a graduated roll out to allow for 
developers to make adjustments In their decision making processes. The graduated rollout is recommended 
specifically because there is a wide range of land values reported by the City's real estate staff and this would 
allow time for expectations at the higher end of pricing to be curtailed. GPRA is of the opinion that there is little 
the Qty can do to significantly improve the economics of private developments through fees waivers or 
reductions . 

4. Potential to Increase LEMR Cash•ln-Lieu Rates, introduce MR CIL: GPRA prepared economic analysis using current 
market revenues and costs to determine the Cash-In-Lieu rate for LEMR that would be the equivalent to 
providing built LEMR units. GPRA suggests that the City consider increasing rates to $12 per square foot for 
townhouses and $15 per square foot for apartments. These increases are close to a 50% increase over current 
rates for townhouses and wood frame apartments and thus we suggest that the single family rate be increased 
from $4 to $6 per square foot. Additional analyses have been prepared to estimate the equivalent CIL rates 
should the City increase built LEMR requirements from 10% to either 15% or 20%. GPRA has also prepared 
analysis for a CIL for a 10% market rental requirement with recommended rates of $3.50 for wood frame 
apartments and $1.75 per square foot buildable for townhouses in City Centre, and $2.00 for wood frame 
apartments and $1.75 per square foot buildable for townhouses Outside City Centre. 

280-11780 Hammersmith Way, Richmond, B.C. V7A 5E9 • Tel. (604} 275-4848 • fa,c_ l -866-366-3507 
www.RolloAssoclates.com • E-Mail: gerry@rolloassoclates.com 
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Financial Feasibility Scoring Summary 

High Degree of Financial Feasibility to Very Low Degree of Financial Feasibility ,. 
~ 

1 2 3* 4 5 
• Financial • Financial • Financial • Financial • Financial 

difficulty: Very difficulty: Neutral difficulty: Neutral difficulty: difficulty : High 
challenging Feasible degree of 

• Land value is • Supports land feasibility 
• Land acquisition lower than base acquisition at • Land value is 

is generally not land prices base land prices sufficiently • Land value is 
supported by higher than the greater than 
base land values • Financial risks • Financial risks base land base land prices 

for some for some prices 
• Financial risks developers developers • Financial risks 

for some • Low financial not expected 
developers risk for most 

developments 

*A score of 3 indicates a "neutral" financial impact and suggests that land acquisition at base land prices is supported . 
However, a score of 3 could present financial risks for some developments based on the variability of land costs. 
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ATTACHMENT 4 

Proposed Official Community Plan (OCP) and Zoning Bylaw Amendments Summary 

Amendment Bylaw 10255: OCP Amendments 

Market Rental Housing Amendments 
1. Amendments to the OCP Market Rental Housing Policy to introduce requirements for market 

rental housing in new development with more than 60 apa11ment units. The existing OCP 
Market Rental Housing Policy includes a voluntary 0.1 FAR density bonus that applies to the 
p011ion of a new development that includes market rental housing units in a mixed market 
rental and strata building. Amendment Bylaw 10255 proposes the following amendments: 

a) Delete the existing provisions for volunta1y development of market rental housing 
units in a mixed market rental and strata building. 

b) Introduce a mandato1y, rather than a voluntaiy, approach to securing market rental 
housing within development with more than 60 apa11ment units that includes the 
following: 

• Secure 10% of the residential floor area as purpose-built market rental 
housing units. 

• 0.1 FAR density bonus to be applied to the site. 
c) Inse11 language to establish that for townhouse development with 5 or more units and 

apa11ment developments with 5 to 60 units, a community amenity contribution may 
be accepted through a rezoning application. 

d) Inse11 language to clarify that only 100% market rental housing projects would be 
exempted from affordable housing requirements. 

2. Amendments to Thompson Area Dover Crossing Sub-Area Plan, Steveston Area Plan, 
McLennan N011h Sub-Area Plan, Bridgepo11 Area Plan, and Hamilton Area Plan. 
Amendment Bylaw 10255 would cla1ify existing sub-area plan maximum density references 
to align provisions in the plans to pe1mit an additional 0.1 FAR (applied to the site) for 
development that secures market rental housing units. The bylaw would also update a 
reference to the LEMR program in the Hamilton Area Plan. 

Market Rental Housing and LEMR Program Amendments 
3. Amendments to the City Centre Area Plan (CCAP) to clarify CCAP density bonusing 

requirements with respect to the LEMR program and the OCP Market Rental Housing 
Policy. The amendments are required to achieve the following: 

6650441 

• To give Council the flexibility to both pe1mit additional bonus density (without 
amending the CCAP) for rezoning applications that exceed the cun-ent density that is 
referenced in the plan (applicable to rental housing secured by the LEMR program or 
the OCP Market Rental Housing Policy). 

• To align the CCAP with the recommended proposal to pe1mit an additional 0. 1 FAR 
(applied to the site) for development that is subject to mandatory provision of market 
rental housing units, 
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Amendment Bylaw 10256: Zoning Bylaw Amendments 

Market Rental Housing and LEMR Program Amendments 
I. Amendments to Zoning Bylaw 8500 to clarify the implementation of the proposed policy 

changes. The amendments include: 
• Introducing a definition for "residential rental tenure", which includes market rental 

units, non-market housing units, and cooperative housing units, and associated 
definitions for cooperative housing and non-market housing units. 

• Clarifying the calculation of habitable area of a dwelling unit for the purpose of 
calculating dwelling unit floor area. 

2. Amendments to Zoning Bylaw 8500 to five existing residential and mixed use zones to 
reflect the recommended OCP Market Rental Housing Policy and LEMR program 
amendments. The affected zones include the following: 

• Low Density Low Rise Apa1iments (RALi, RAL2); 
• Medium Density Low Rise Apaiiments (RAMI, RAM2, RAM3); 
• High Density Low Rise Apa1iments (RAHi, RAH2); 
• Residential/Limited Commercial (RCLl RCL2, RCL3, RCL4, RCL5); and 
• Downtown Commercial (CDTI, CDT2, CDT3). 

The bylaw also includes housekeeping amendments to address inconsistencies related to the 
implementation of the LEMR program. 

LEMR Program Amendments 

3. Increase existing density bonus provisions in the CDTI, CDT2 and CDT3 zone to address 
challenges with securing LEMR units in pre-zoned CDTI sites. The changes are proposed to 
provide an incentive to developers to contribute to the LEMR program on pre-zoned CDT 1 
sites. No changes are proposed to existing parking reductions on CDTl zoned sites, provided 
LEMR units are secured in the development. The amendments also include provisions for 
in-stream applications that would maintain the cmTent LEMR housing construction rate 
( I 0%) for one year provided that the application achieves I st reading within one year of the 
adoption of Amendment Bylaw I 0256. 

6650441 
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City of 
Richmond Bylaw 10255 

Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100 and 9000, 
Amendment Bylaw 10255 

(Market Rental and Low End Market Rental Housing Amendments) 

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

1. Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 9000, as amended, is fmther amended at 
Schedule 1 {Official Community Plan), Section 3.3, Objective 4 [Encourage the 
development of new purpose-built market rental housing units] by: 

6652079 

a) Inse1ting the following as a new section d) and renumbering the remaining sections 
accordingly: 

"d) for new development, City-wide market rental provisions include the 
following: 

• 

• 

for new development that includes more than 60 apmtment units, the owner 
shall provide purpose-built market rental housing units in the building. The 
combined habitable space of the market rental housing units will comprise at 
least 10% of the total residential floor area ratio in the building by utilising 
residential rental tenure zoning, where applicable. The associated density 
bonus is 0.1 floor area ratio above the base density set out in the OCP or 
Area Plan, which is applied to the site. 
for new townhouse development with 5 or more townhouse units, and for 
new apaitment developments with 5 to 60 units: 
o a community amenity contribution may be accepted through a 

rezoning application. Community amenity contributions will be 
collected in the Affordable Housing Reserve Fund and calculated on 
the total residential floor area of the development, excluding 
residential floor area secured as affordable housing, as follows: 

- for townhouse development: $18.84 per m2 ($1.75 per ft2); 
- for apa1tment development inside of the City Centre Area 

Plan: $37.67 per m2 ($3.50 per ft2); and 
- for apa1tment development outside of the City Centre Area 

Plan: $21.53 per m2 ($2.00 per ft2); or 
o The owner will provide purpose-built market rental housing units in 

the building. The combined habitable space of the market rental 
housing units will comprise at least 10% of the total residential floor 
area ratio in the building by utilising residential rental tenure zoning, 
where applicable. The associated density bonus is 0.1 floor area ratio 
above the base density set out in the OCP or Area Plan, which is 
applied to the site."; 
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Bylaw 10255 Page 2 

b) Deleting the third bullet under former section e) and now renumbered section f); and 
c) Deleting the third bullet under former Section f) and now renumbered Section g) and 

replacing it with the following: 

" • for new developments that secure 100% of the residential use at the site as 
market rental, exemption from all or a portion of the affordable housing 
requirements in recognition of the significant community benefit provided 
by the proposed market rental housing units;". 

2. Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 9000, as amended, 1s further amended at 
Schedule 2.14 (Hamilton Area Plan) by: 

a) At Section 3.3, Objective 12: Density Bonusing and Community Amenities, 
Provision of Community Amenities at the second bullet under Section a) deleting 
the words "5% of the gross residential floor area of apaiiment and mixed-use 
developments with over 80 units" and replacing them with "10% of the gross 
residential floor area of apartment and mixed-use developments with over 60 units"; 

b) At Section 3.3, Objective 12: Density Bonusing and Community Amenities, 
Provision of Community Amenities adding the following as a new bullet under 
subsection a): 

" • A density bonus approach will apply to new development that includes 
market rental housing that satisfies the requirements of the OCP market 
rental housing density bonus provisions, over and above that permitted by 
the development site's designation in the Land Use Map."; and 

c) Deleting the notation that is included in the Land Use Map on page 12-4, "The 
densities (in FAR) for each land use designation below are the maximums permitted 
based on the net parcel area and including any density bonus that may be permitted 
under the Plan's policies.", and replacing it with the following text: 

"The densities (in FAR) for each land use designation below are the maximums 
pennitted based on the net parcel area including any density bonus that may be 
permitted under the Plan's policies, except any density bonus for market rental 
housing in a new development that satisfies the requirements of the OCP market 
rental housing density bonus provisions.". 

3. Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100, as amended, is fu1iher amended at 
Schedule 2.10 (City Centre Area Plan), Section 4.0 [Implementation & Phasing Strategies] 
by deleting policy 4. l(n) and replacing it with the following: 

6652079 

"n) Density Bonusing-Affordable Housing & Market Rental Housing 
The density bonus approach will be used for rezoning applications in the City Centre 
that satisfy the requirements of the: 

• Richmond Affordable Housing Strategy (i.e. permitting use of the CCAP 
Affordable Housing Bonus application to the development site); or 
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Bylaw 10255 Page 3 

• OCP market rental housing density bonus provisions (i.e. pennitting use of 
additional density, as specified in the OCP, over and above that pennitted by 
the development site's CCAP Land Use Map Designation). 

Fmthermore, as detetmined to the satisfaction of the City, the applicable density 
bonus may be increased on a site-specific basis for rezoning applications that 
provide additional affordable housing and/or market rental housing to address 
community need.". 

4. Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100, as amended, is fmther amended at 
Schedule 2.2A (Thompson Area Dover Crossing Sub-Area Plan) by insetting the following 
footnote on the Land Use Map on page 21: 

"A density bonus approach will apply to new development that includes market rental 
housing that satisfies the requirements of the OCP market rental housing density bonus 
provisions.". 

5. Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100, as amended, is futther amended at 
Schedule 2.4 (Steveston Area Plan) by insetting the following footnote on the Steveston 
Village Land Use Density and Building Height Map on page 9-69: 

"A density bonus approach will apply to new development that satisfies the requirements of 
the OCP market rental housing density bonus provisions.". 

6. Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100, as amended, is further amended at 
Schedule 2. l0C (McLennan Notth Sub-Area Plan) by inse1ting the following footnote on 
the Land Use Map on page 23: 

"A density bonus approach will apply to new development that satisfies the requirements of 
the OCP market rental housing density bonus provisions.". 

7. Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100, as amended, is fu1ther amended at 
Schedule 2.12 (Bridgepott Area Plan) by insetting the following footnote on the Land Use 
Map - Bridgepott on page 27: 

6652079 

"For area designated Residential Mixed-Use, a density bonus approach will apply to new 
development that satisfies the requirements of the OCP market rental housing density bonus 
provisions.". 
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8. This Bylaw may be cited as "Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100 and 
Bylaw 9000, Amendment Bylaw 10255". 

FIRST READING 

PUBLIC HEARING 

SECOND READING 

THIRD READING 

ADOPTED 

MAYOR 

6652079 

CORPORA TE OFFICER 

CITY OF 
RICHMOND 

APPROVED 

</I 
APPROVED 
by Director 
or Solicitor 
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City of 
Richmond 

Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 

Bylaw 10256 

Amendment Bylaw 10256 (Market Rental and Low End Market Rental 
Housing Requirements) 

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

1. Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, as amended, is fi.uther amended at Section 3.4 [Use and 
Te1m Definitions] by adding the following new definitions in the con-ect alphabetical order: 

"Cooperative housing unit 

Non-market housing unit 

Residential rental tenure 

6652172 

means a dwelling unit in a multi-family residential 
development owned and operated by a housing 
cooperative association incorporated under the 
Cooperative Association Act, as may be amended or 
replaced from time to time. 

means a dwelling unit that 

a) has received upfront (capital) and/or ongoing 
( operating) direct govemment funding, 

b) has a rental rate at or below average rent in the 
City of Richmond as defined by the Canada 
Mo1tgage and Housing Corporation, or such 
other national governmental housing agency 
as may replace the Canada Mo1tgage and 
Housing Corporation, and 

c) is targeted for occupancy by households who 
earn less than median income. 

means, in relation to a dwelling unit in a multi­
family residential building: 

a) occupancy of a dwelling unit, including a 
market rental unit, non-market housing 
unit, or affordable housing unit, governed 
by a tenancy agreement that is subject to the 
Residential Tenancy Act (BC), as may be 
amended or replaced from time to time; 

b) occupancy of a non-market housing unit 
governed by a tenancy agreement which may 
or may not be subject to the Residential 
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Tenancy Act (BC), as may be amended or 
replaced from time to time, and where the 
landlord is B.C. Housing Management 
Commission or a non-profit society 
incorporated under the Society Act (BC), as 
may be amended or replaced from time to 
time, where the society's objectives include 
the provision of rental housing; and 

c) occupancy of a cooperative housing unit." 

2. Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, as amended, is further amended at Section 4.2 [Calculation 
of Density in All Zones] by adding the following as a new Section 4,2.3: 

"4.2.3 Habitable area of a dwelling unit shall be measured to the exteiior face of the 
dwelling unit's exterior wall and the centre line of the partition walls that demise 
the unit from neighbouring dwelling units and the common corridor and/or space." 

3. Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, as amended, is fu1iher amended at Section 8.10 [Low 
Density Low Rise Apaiiments (RALi, RAL2)] by: 

6652172 

a) deleting Section 8.10.1 and replacing it with the following: 

"8.10.1 Purpose 

The zone provides for 3 to 4 storey apa1iments outside the City Centre, plus 
compatible uses. The zone is divided into 2 sub-zones, RALi and RAL2. The 
zone includes density bonus provisions in order to help achieve the City's 
affordable housing and market rental housing objectives."; 

b) inse1iing the following as a new Section 8.10.4 and renumbering the remaining 
sections accordingly: 

"8.10.4 Residential Rental Tenure 

1. Residential rental tenure may be located anywhere in this zone. 

2, For apartment housing including more than 60 dwelling units: 

a) residential rental tenure shall apply to dwelling units on the site 
with a combined habitable space equal to at least 10% of the total 
residential floor area of the buildings, being market rental 
units,; and 

b) notwithstanding section 8.10.4.2(a) above, the reference to "10%" 
is increased to "20%" if affordable housing units are provided on 
the site in compliance with Section 8.10.5.3 below and such 
additional residential rental tenure dwelling units shall be 
affordable housing units."; 
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c) deleting Sections 8.10.5.1 and 8.10.5.2 from the now renumbered Section 8.10.5 
[Pe1mitted Density] and replacing them with the following: 

"1. For apartment housing and town housing zoned RALI, the maximum floor 
area ratio is 0.80, together with an additional: 

a) 0.1 floor area ratio provided that it is entirely used to accommodate 
amenity space; and 

b) 0. l floor area ratio provided that market rental units are provided 
pursuant to Section 8.10.4.2(a). 

2. For apartment housing zoned RAL2, the maximum floor area ratio is 0.80, 
together with an additional: 

a) 0.1 floor area ratio provided that it is entirely used to accommodate 
amenity space; and 

b) 0.1 floor area ratio if market rental units are provided pursuant to 
Section 8.10.4.2( a)."; and 

d) at now renumbered Section 8.10.3, deleting the reference to "Section 8.10.4.2" and 
replacing it with "Section 8.10.5.2". 

4. Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, as amended, is further amended at Section 8.11 [Medium 
Density Low Rise Apartments (RAMl, RAM2, RAM3)] by: 

6652172 

a) deleting Section 8.11.1 and replacing it with the following: 

"8.11.1 Purpose 

The zone provides for 4 to 5 storey apa1iments within and outside the City 
Centre, plus compatible uses. The zone is divided into 3 sub-zones, RAMl, 
RAM2 and RAM3. The zone includes density bonus provisions in order to help 
achieve the City's affordable housing and market rental housing objectives."; 

b) inse1iing the following as a new Section 8.11.4 and renumbering the remaining 
sections accordingly: 

"8.11.4 Residential Rental Tenure 

I. Residential rental tenure may be located anywhere in this zone. 

2. For apartment housing including more than 60 dwelling units: 

a) If the site is located in the City Centre: 

i) residential rental tenure shall apply to dwelling units on 
the site with a combined habitable space equal to at least 
10% of the total residential floor area of the buildings, 
being market rental units; and 
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6652172 

ii) notwithstanding section 8. l 1.4.2(a)(i) above, the reference 
to "10%" is increased to "25%" if affordable housing 
units are provided on the site in compliance with Section 
8.11.5.3 below and such additional residential rental 
tenure dwelling units shall be affordable housing units. 

b) If the site is located outside the City Centre: 

i) residential rental tenure shall apply to dwelling units on 
the site with a combined habitable space equal to at least 
10% of the total residential floor area of the buildings, 
being market rental units; and 

ii) notwithstanding section 8.ll.4.2(b)(i) above, the reference 
to "10%" is increased to "20%" if affordable housing 
units are provided on the site in compliance with Section 
8.11.5.3 below and such additional residential rental 
tenure dwelling units shall be affordable housing units."; 

c) deleting Sections 8.11.5.1 and 8.11.5.2 from the now renumbered Section 8.11.5 
[Pe1mitted Density] and replacing them with the following: 

"l. For apartment housing and town housing zoned RAMl, the maximum floor 
area ratio is: 

a) 0.60 for the first 3,000.0 m2 oflot area; 

b) 0.9 for the next 6,000.0 m2 oflot area; and 

c) for portions of the lot area over 9,000.0 m2, 

together with an additional: 

i) 0.1 floor area ratio provided that it is entirely used to accommodate 
amenity space; and 

ii) 0.1 floor area ratio if market rental units are provided pursuant to 
Section 8.11.4.2(a)(i) or Section 8. l 1.4.2(b)(i). 

2. For apartment housing zoned RAM2 or RAM3, the maximum floor area 
ratio is 1.2, together with an additional: 

a) 0.1 floor area ratio provided that it is entirely used to accommodate 
amenity space; and 

b) 0.1 floor area ratio if market rental units are provided pursuant to 
Section 8.11.4.2(a)(i) or Section 8.l l.4.2(b)(i)."; 

d) at Section 8 .11.3, deleting the reference to "Section 8 .11.4.2" and replacing it with 
"Section 8.11.5.2"; and 
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e) at Section 8. l l.3(b)(i), deleting the text "10%" and replacing it with "15%", and 
inse1iing the following at the end of the first bullet, "for development in the City 
Centre and 10% elsewhere;". 

5. Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, as amended, is fu1iher amended at Section 8.12 [High 
Density Low Rise Apaiiments (RAH1,RAH2)] by: 

6652172 

a) deleting Section 8.12.1 and replacing it with the following: 

"8.12.1 Purpose 

The zone provides for 4 to 6 storey apaiiments within and outside the City 
Centre, plus compatible uses. The zone is divided into 2 sub-zones, each 
provides for density bonus that would be used in order to help achieve the City's 
affordable housing and market rental housing objectives."; 

b) inse1iing the following as a new Section 8.12.4 and renumbering the remaining 
sections accordingly: 

"8.12.4 Residential Rental Tenure 

1. Residential rental tenure may be located anywhere in this zone. 

2. For apartment housing including more than 60 dwelling units: 

a) If the site is located in the City Centre: 

i) residential rental tenure shall apply to dwelling units on 
the site with a combined habitable space equal to at least 
I 0% of the total residential floor area of the buildings, 
being market rental units; and 

ii) notwithstanding section 8.12.4.2(a)(i) above, the reference 
to "10%" is increased to "25%" if affordable housing 
units are provided on the site in compliance with Section 
8.12.5.2 below and such additional residential rental 
tenure dwelling units shall be affordable housing units. 

b) If the site is located outside the City Centre: 

i) residential rental tenure shall apply to dwelling units on 
the site with a combined habitable space equal to at least 
10% of the total residential floor area of the buildings, 
being market rental units; and 

ii) notwithstanding section 8.12.4.2(6 )(i) above, the reference 
to "10%" is increased to "20%" if affordable housing 
units are provided on the site in compliance with Section 
8.12.5.2 below and such additional residential rental 
tenure dwelling units shall be affordable housing units."; 

PLN - 162 



Bylaw 10256 Page 6 

c) deleting Section 8.12.5.1 from the now renumbered Section 8.12.5 [Pe1mitted 
Density] and replacing it with the following: 

"1. The maximum floor area ratio is 1.2, together with an additional: 

a) 0.1 floor area ratio provided that it is entirely used to accommodate 
amenity space. 

b) 0.1 floor area ratio if market rental units are provided pursuant to 
Section 8.12.4.2( a)(i) or Section 8.12.4.2(b )(i)."; 

d) at Section 8.12.5.2, deleting the reference to "Section 8.12.4.1" and replacing it with 
"Section 8.12.5.1 "; 

e) at Section 8.12.5.2(b)(i), deleting the reference to "10%" and replacing it with 
"15%", and inserting the following to the end of the first bullet, "for development in 
the City Centre and 10% elsewhere;"; 

f) at Section 8.12.5.3, deleting the reference to "Section 8.12.4.2" and replacing it with 
"Section 8.12.5.2"; and 

g) at Section 8.12.5.3(a), deleting the reference to "Section 8.12.4.2 a)" and replacing it 
with "Section 8.12.5.2 a)", and deleting the reference to "Section 8.12.4.2 b )" and 
replacing it with "Section 8.12.5.2 b )". 

6. Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, as amended, is fmther amended at Section 9.3 [Downtown 
Commercial (CDTl, CDT2, CDT3)] by: 

6652172 

a) deleting Section 9.3.1 and replacing it with the following" 

"9.3.1 Purpose 

The zone provides for a broad range of commercial, service, business, 
ente1tainment and residential needs typical of a City Centre. The zone is divided 
into 3 sub-zones, CDTl, CDT2 and CDT3. Each provides for a density bonus 
that would be used in order to help achieve the City's affordable housing and 
market rental housing objectives. CDT3 provides an additional density bonus 
that would be used for rezoning applications IU the Village Centre Bonus Area of 
the City Centre in order to achieve the City's other objectives."; 

b) inse1ting the following as a new Section 9.3.4 and renumbering the remaining 
sections accordingly: 

"9.3.4 Residential Rental Tenure 

1. Residential rental tenure may be located anywhere in this zone. 

2. For apartment housing including more than 60 dwelling units: 
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a) 

b) 

residential rental tenure shall apply to dwelling units on the site 
with a combined habitable space equal to at least 10% of the total 
residential floor area of the buildings, being market rental units; 
and 

notwithstanding section 9.3.4.2(a) above, the reference to "10%" is 
increased to "25%" if affordable housing units are provided on 
the site in compliance with Section 9.3.5.4, Section 9.3.5.5, and/or 
Section 9.3.5.8 below and such additional residential rental 
tenure dwelling units shall be affordable housing units."; 

c) deleting Sections 9.3.5.2 and 9.3.5.3 from the now renumbered Section 9.3.5 
[Pe1mitted Density] and replacing it with the following: 

"2. For downtown commercial sites zoned CDTl, the maximum floor area ratio 
is 3.0 together with an additional: 

a) 0.1 floor area ratio provided that it is entirely used to accommodate 
amenity space. 

b) 0.2 floor area ratio provided that it is entirely used to accommodate 
community amenity space. 

c) 0.1 floor area ratio if market rental units are provided pursuant to 
Section 9.3.4.2(a). 

3. For downtown commercial sites zoned CDT2 and CDT3, the maximum floor 
area ratio is 2.0 together with an additional: 

a) 0.1 floor area ratio provided that it is entirely used to accommodate 
amenity space. 

b) 0.2 floor area ratio provided that it is entirely used to accommodate 
community amenity space. 

c) 0.1 floor area ratio if market rental units are provided pursuant to 
Section 9.3.4.2(a)."; 

d) at Section 9.3.5.4, deleting the reference to "Section 9.3.4.2" and replacing it with 
"Section 9.3.5.2", deleting the reference to "July 24th, 2017" and replacing it with 
"June 21 si; 2022", and deleting the reference to "3 .15" and replacing it with "3 .3 "; 

e) at Section 9.3.5.4(a), deleting the reference to "5%" and replacing it with "10%"; 

f) at Section 9.3.5.5, deleting the reference to "Section 9.3.4.2" and replacing it with 
"Section 9.3.5.2", and deleting the reference to "3.30" and replacing it with "3.45"; 

f) at Section 9.3.5.5(a), deleting the reference to "10%" and replacing it with "15%"; 

g) at Section 9.3.5.6, deleting the reference to "Section 9.3.4.4" and replacing it with 
"Section 9 .3 .5 .4", deleting the reference to "3 .15" and replacing it with "3 .3 "; 
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h) at Section 9.3.5.7, deleting the reference to "Section 9.3.4.5" and replacing it with 
"Section 9.3.5.5", removing the reference to "3.30" and replacing it with "3.45", and 
replacing the reference to "3.33" and replacing it with "3.48"; 

i) at Section 9.3.5.8, deleting the reference to "Section 9.3.4.3" and replacing it with 
"Section 9.3.5.3", and adding the following new text after CDT2, "and CDT3"; 

j) at Section 9.3.5.8(a), deleting the reference to "80 or less apartment housing 
dwelling units" and replacing it with "60 or less dwelling units", and adding the 
following new text after CDT2, "and CDT3"; 

k) at Section 9.3.5.8(b ), deleting the reference to "60 apartment housing dwelling 
units" and replacing it with "60 dwelling units"; 

1) Amending Section 9.3.5.8(b)(i), deleting the reference to "5%" and replacing it with 
"15%"; 

m) at Section 9.3.5.9, deleting the reference to "Section 9.3.4.6" and replacing it with 
"Section 9.3.5.8"; and 

n) at Section 9.3.5.10, deleting the reference to "Section 9.3.4.7a)" and replacing it with 
"Section 9.3.5.9 a)". 

7. Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, as amended, is further amended at Section 9.4 
[Residential/Limited Commercial (RCLl, RCL2, RCL3, RCL4, RCL5)] by: 

6652172 

a) deleting Section 9.4.1 and replacing it with the following: 

"9.4.1 Purpose 

The zone accommodates mid- to high-rise apaiiments within the City Centre, 
plus a limited amount of commercial use and compatible secondary uses. The 
zone is divided into 5 sub-zones, RCLl, RCL2, RCL3, RCL4 and RCL5. Each 
provides for a density bonus that would be used in order to help achieve the 
City's affordable housing and market rental housing objectives. RCL3 
provides for an additional density bonus that would be used for rezoning 
applications in the Village Centre Bonus Map area of the City Centre in the City 
Centre Area Plan to achieve City objectives for child care, amenity, and 
commercial use. RCL4 and RCL5 provide for a density bonus that would be 
used for rezoning applications in the Capstan Station Bonus Map area designated 
by the City Centre Area Plan to achieve, among other things, City objectives in 
respect to the Capstan Canada Line station."; 

b) inse1iing the following as a new Section 9.4.4 and renumbering the remaining 
sections accordingly: 
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"9.4.4 Residential Rental Tenure 

1. Residential rental tenure may be located anywhere in this zone. 

2. For apartment housing sites including more than 60 dwelling units: 

a) residential rental tenure shall apply to dwelling units on the site 
with a combined habitable space equal to at least 10% of the total 
residential floor area of the buildings, being market rental units; 
and 

b) notwithstanding section 9.4.4.2(a) above, the reference to "10%" is 
increased to "25%" if affordable housing units are provided on 
the site in compliance with Section 9.4.5.3 and/or Section 9.4.5 .4 
below and such additional residential rental tenure dwelling 
units shall be affordable housing units."; 

c) deleting Sections 9.4.5.1 and 9.4.5.2 from the now renumbered Section 9.4.5 
[Permitted Density] and replacing them with the following: 

"1. For residential/limited commercial sites zoned RCLl, the maximum floor 
area ratio is: 

a) 0.70 for lots less than 3,000.0 m2 in lot area; 

b) for lots between 3,000.0 m2 and 6,000.0 m2 in lot area; and 

c) for lots 6,000.0 m2 or larger in lot area, 

together with an additional: 

i) 0.1 floor area ratio provided that it is entirely used to 
accommodate amenity space. 

ii) 0.1 floor area ratio provided that is entirely used to 
accommodate community amenity space. 

iii) 0.1 floor area ratio if market rental units are provided 
pursuant to Section 9.4.4.2(a). 

2. For residential/limited commercial sites zoned RCL2, RCL3, RCL4, or 
RCL5, the maximum floor area ratio is 1.2, together with an additional: 

a) 0.1 floor area ratio provided that it is entirely used to 
accommodate amenity space. 

b) 0.1 floor area ratio provided that it is entirely used to 
accommodate community amenity space. 

c) 0.1 floor area ratio provided that market rental units are 
provided as outlined in Section 9.4.4.2(a)."; 

d) at Section 9.4.5.3, deleting the reference to "9.4.4.2" and replacing it with "9.4.5.2"; 
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e) at Section 9.4.5.3(b)(i), deleting the reference to "10%" and replacing with "15%"; 

f) at Section 9.4.5.4, deleting the reference to "Section 9.4.4.2" and replacing it with 
"Section 9.4.5.2"; 

g) at Section 9.4.5.4(d)(ii), deleting reference to "10%" from the first bullet and 
replacing it with "15%"; 

h) at Section 9.4.5.5, deleting reference to "Section 9.4.4.3" and replacing it with 
"Section 9.4.5.3"; and deleting reference to "Section 9.4.4.4" and replacing it with 
reference to "Section 9.4.5.4"; 

i) at Section 9.4.5 .6, deleting reference to "Section 9.4.4.3" and replacing it with 
"Section 9.4.5.3"; 

j) at Section 9.4.5.7, deleting reference to "Section 9.4.4.3" and replacing it with 
"Section 9.4.5.3"; 

k) at Section 9.4.5.7(a), deleting reference to "Section 9.4.4.3(a) or (b)" and replacing it 
with "Section 9.4.5.3(a) or (b)"; 

1) at Section 9.4.5.8, deleting by deleting reference to "Section 9.4.4.4" and replacing it 
with "Section 9.4.5.4".; and 

m) at Section 9.4.5.8(a), deleting reference to "Section 9.4.4.4" and replacing it with 
"Section 9.4.5.4". 

8. This Bylaw may be cited as "Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 
10256". 
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To: 

From: 

City of 
Richmond 

Planning Committee 

Kim Somerville 
Director, Community Social Development 

Report to Committee 

Date: April 19, 2021 

File: 08-4057-08/2021-Vol 
01 

Re: Low End Market Rental Contribution Rate Review 

Staff Recommendations 

1. That the following changes to the Low End Market Rental program be adopted as described 
in the report titled "Low End Market Rental Contribution Rate Review," dated April 19, 
2021, from the Director, Community Social Development: 

a. An increase in the built unit contribution rate for apartment developments with more 
than 60 units within the City Centre Plan Area from 10 per cent to 15 per cent of 
residential floor space; 

2. That Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 10256, associated with Recommendation 1 
above, be considered through the companion report titled "Options to Secure Market Rental 
Housing in New Development and Option to Increase Low End Market Rental (LEMR) 
Contributions," dated April 19, 2021, from the Director, Policy Planning; 

3. That the following cash-in-lieu contribution rates be adopted within the City Centre Plan 
Area: 

a. $8 per square foot for single family rezonings; 
b. $18 per square foot for townhouse developments; and 
c. $25 per square foot for wood-frame and concrete apartment developers; 

4. That the following cash-in-lieu contribution rates be adopted for all areas excluding the City 
Centre Plan Area: 

a. $6 per square foot for single family rezonings; 
b. $12 per square foot for townhouse developments; and 
c. $15 per square foot for wood-frame and concrete apartment developers; 

5. That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 10260, to update the affordable 
housing contribution rates, be introduced and given first reading; 

6. That in-stream zoning applications received prior to Council's adoption of the proposed 
recommendations be processed under the existing Low End Market Rental program 
parameters, provided that the application achieves first reading within one year of the 
adoption of Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 10256 and Bylaw 10260. 
New applications received after Council's adoption of Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, 
Amendment Bylaw 10256 and Bylaw 10260, are subject to the updated requirements; and 
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7. That staff be directed to share information with key stakeholders, including the Urban 
Development Institute and non-profit housing providers, regarding opportunities for public 
input, particularly the proposed public hearing associated with the bylaw amendments 
described in the companion report titled "Options to Secure Market Rental Housing in New 
Development and Option to Increase Low End Market Rental (LEMR) Contributions". 

Kim Somerville 
Director, Community Social Development 
(604-247-4671) 

Att: 3 

REPORT CONCURRENCE 

ROUTED To: CONCURRENCE CONCURRENCE OF GENERAL MANAGER 

Finance Department 0 

riv~ Development Applications 0 
Policy Planning 0 

SENIOR STAFF REPORT REVIEW INITIALS: 
A~(."OVDB~ 

Ula t~ 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

At the December 17, 2019 Planning Committee meeting the following referral was approved: 

• That staff explore options to increase the qffordable housing requirement to above 
10%. 

At the February 8, 2021 meeting, Council requested that the above noted referral be prioritized 
and brought forward as soon as possible for consideration. Further, members of City Council 
expressed interest in the feasibility of a mandatory approach to securing market rental housing 
units. City Council also expressed a desire to receive rental housing recommendations in advance 
of considering large development proposals that are well-suited to the provision of rental 
housing. As a result, staff retained an economic development consultant to assess the financial 
feasibility of various options to expand the City's rental housing approach, which are discussed 
in this report and a companion report, "Options to Secure Market Rental Housing in New 
Development and Option to Increase Low End Market Rental (LEMR) Contributions," dated 
April 19, 2021, from the Director, Policy Planning. 

To expedite staffs response to the Council referral and to minimize the scheduling impacts on 
development applications that are preparing for consideration by Council, staff recommend that 
public consultation regarding the policy changes discussed in this repo1i occur as pa1i of Council 
consideration of the proposed amendment bylaws. The statutory bylaw amendment process will 
provide stakeholders with multiple opportunities to share their views with City Council. 

The purpose of this report is to provide an overview of the City's existing Low End Market 
Rental program and summarize options for increasing the program's floor area contribution rate 
above IO per cent. Recommendations are provided regarding the floor area requirement and a 
zoning bylaw amendment related to updated cash-in-lieu contribution rates. Other proposed 
bylaw amendments regarding the floor area requirement are summarized in the companion report 
titled "Options to Secure Market Rental Housing in New Development and Option to Increase 
Low End Market Rental (LEMR) Contributions." 

This report supports Council's Strategic Plan 2018-2022 Strategy #6 Strategic and Well-Planned 
Growth: 

6. 5 Ensure diverse housing options are available and accessible across the housing 
continuum. 

The report also supports the following actions from the City's Affordable Housing Strategy 
(2017-2027): 
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Review bi-annually the overall built LEMR contribution and threshold requirement and 
assess with changing market conditions; and 
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Review bi-annually cash-in-lieu contributions and assess with changing market 
conditions. 

Analysis 

Housing affordability continues to be a critical challenge for many households in Richmond. 
This issue affects a diverse mix of households, including individuals living alone, families, 
seniors and individuals experiencing or at risk of homelessness. Within this context, the City of 
Richmond is committed to playing a leadership role within the housing sector. 

The City has achieved significant success by securing more than 1,500 affordable housing units 
and $49 million in cash-in-lieu and value transfer contributions. Examples of the City's 
affordable housing achievements include the following: 

• More than 900 units secured through the Low End Market Rental program; 
• More than 600 affordable housing units in standalone affordable housing buildings. 

Examples of this approach include Storeys, Kiwanis Towers, the Pathways 
Affordable Housing, and the Alderbridge Suppo1iive Housing development. 

• The development of the Richmond House Emergency Shelter, a partnership between 
the City, BC Housing and the Salvation Army, which provides 36 shelter spaces for 
men and women experiencing homelessness in Richmond; and 

• The Brighouse United Church housing development, which will include a mix of 
rental housing types. 

Low End Market Rental 

The LEMR program was introduced in 2007 and has achieved much success. As approved by 
City Council on July 24, 2017, the LEMR program currently secures a floor area allocation of 10 
per cent in multi-family condominium developments with more than 60 units. The LEMR 
program also secures cash-in-lieu contributions for rezoning applications with 60 or fewer units. 
These contributions are directed to the City's Affordable Housing Reserve and are used to 
provide financial support for standalone affordable housing developments in Richmond. 

The current cash-in-lieu rates are the following: 
• Detached homes: $4 per square foot; 
• Townhouses: $8.50 per square foot; 
• Wood-frame multi-family developments: $10 per square foot; and 
• Concrete multi-family developments: $14 per square foot. 

Affordable Housing Density Bonus Programs 

Four other municipalities (Burnaby, New Westminster, City ofN01ih Vancouver and Victoria) 
have recently adopted programs similar to the LEMR program. All four programs secure 
affordable housing units in exchange for a density bonus. 

Richmond's LEMR program remains a leader in several aspects. For example, the LEMR 
program is the only program that applies to all residential built forms and in all areas of the city. 
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In contrast, other municipal programs generally focus on medium to higher density 
developments and only apply in specific locations, such as areas designated for higher density 
development. LEMR also establishes lower base densities than the other programs, which creates 
a greater incentive for developers to access the density bonus in order to develop medium or 
high-density apartment housing. 

Methods for establishing affordable housing contribution rates vary across these programs, 
which presents some challenges when comparing contribution rates with the City's current 
LEMR contribution rate of 10 per cent. In general, these programs have comparable or slightly 
higher contribution rates. One exception is the City of Victoria, which requires a 20 per cent 
floor area contribution rate. See Attachment 1 for more information regarding these programs. 

Housing Demand Estimates 

Housing affordability guidelines established by the Canadian Mortgage and Housing Corporation 
state that housing costs should not exceed 30 per cent of a household's annual before-tax income. 
In 2016, 4,860 renter households in Richmond living in private-market housing spent more than 
30 per cent of their income on housing costs. 

Of these households, 33 per cent have moderate incomes ($40,000 to $70,000) and generally 
qualify for a LEMR unit. Based on this information, there is an estimated demand for 1,600 
LEMR housing units for current renter households in Richmond. In addition, based on data from 
Metro Vancouver regarding updated demand estimates for rental housing, City staff forecast a 
need for an additional 1,200 LEMR housing units due to expected population growth over the 
next ten years. 

Based on all information available, there is a need to secure at least 2,000 additional LEMR units 
to meet current and future housing needs within the next 10 years or approximately 200 LEMR 
units per year. 

Program Options 

In February 2021, the City hired an economic consultant to assess the feasibility of increasing the 
LEMR floor area contribution and introducing a new market rental floor area requirement 
(Attachment 2). This work analyzed the financial impact of the increased rental requirements on 
hypothetical condominium developments. Varying floor area contribution rates were tested and 
evaluated on a score of one to five. A score of one indicated challenging financial feasibility due 
to the increased rental floor area requirements, while a score of four or five indicated positive 
financial feasibility. 

A key variable in the analysis was land costs, which were based on base prices from recent land 
transactions. A score of three in the analysis indicated a "neutral" financial impact and suggested 
that a development could support land acquisition at base land prices. However, given that land 
costs are variable and could be higher than base prices, floor area options with a score of three 
could present financial risks for some developments. In these cases, floor area requirements with 
a score of three could prevent some developments from moving forward. 
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Taking into consideration the economic analysis, two distinct program options are presented. 
First, for prope11ies located within the City Centre Area Plan, staff recommend a LEMR 
contribution rate of 15 per cent and a market rental rate of 10 per cent (Table 1 ). For properties 
outside of City Centre, staff recommend a LEMR contribution rate of 10 per cent and a market 
rental rate of 10 per cent (Table 2). These scenarios maximize the number of rental units that can 
be achieved without creating significant financial risks for developments. 

This report seeks Council direction regarding the LEMR program. Additional information 
regarding proposed bylaw amendments and the proposed market rental requirement are provided 
in the companion report titled "Options to Secure Market Rental Housing in New Development 
and Option to Increase Low End Market Rental (LEMR) Contributions". 

T bl 1 a e : Pro~ram 0 1ptions s d ummarv lnsi e of the Citv Centre Area Plan 
Current Policy Option 1 Option 2 Option 3 

(Recommended) 
Market Rental Floor Voluntary, Incentives 10% 10% 15% 
Area Contribution Based 
Rate 
LEMR Floor Area 10% 15% 20% 15% 
Contribution Rate 
Financial Feasibility For high-density development 3 of 5 3 of 5 
Score* (concrete): 

4 of 5 

For medium, medium/low density 
development (wood): 

3 of 5 

', , 
*See Attachment 3 for supplementary 1nforrnat1on related to the f1nanc1al feas1b1hty scale ranking system. 

Table 2 presents a set of scenarios specific to properties outside of City Centre. The proposed 
options include lower contribution rates due to the lower densities that are permitted outside of 
City Centre. In general, a higher floor area requirement presents greater financial risks for 
developments that achieve a 1.2 floor area ratio or lower. Accordingly, staff recommend a 
maximum floor area requirement of 10 per cent LEMR and 10 per cent market rental. The 
identified companion report provides more information regarding required bylaw amendments 
and the market rental requirement. 

Table 2: Program Options Summary Outside of the City Centre Area Plan 

Current Policy Option 1 (no Option 2 Option 3 
change to current (Recommended) 
proc::iraml 

Market Rental Floor Voluntary, Incentives Voluntary, Incentives 10% Voluntary, Incentives 
Area Contribution Rate Based Based Based 
LEMR Floor Area 10% 10% 10% 15% 
Contribution Rate 
Financial Feasibility 3 of 5 3 of 5 1 of 5 
Score* 
*See Attachment 3 for supplementary information related to the financial feasibility scale ranking system 

Based on recent housing market trends, City staff estimate that a 15 per cent LEMR contribution 
rate would secure approximately 150 to 200 LEMR units per year. A 20 per cent contribution 
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rate would likely secure an average of 200 to 250 LEMR units per year assuming that there is no 
change to general market trends. 

Updated Cash-In-Lieu Rates 

In addition to the analysis summarized above, the economic consultant completed an assessment 
of cash-in-lieu rates for the LEMR program. The analysis provided updated cash-in-lieu rates 
based on current market trends. Based on the findings, staff recommend increasing cash-in-lieu 
rates to correspond with the overall floor area requirement as follows: 

T bl 3 P a e repose as -m- Ieu a es-d C h. L" R t c·t C ltY entre Pl A an rea 
Housing Type 15% LEMR Contribution 20% LEMR Contribution Rate 

Rate (Recommended) 
Single-detached $8 per square foot $12 per square foot 
Townhouses $18 per sauare foot $25 per square foot 
Wood-frame $25 per square foot $40 per square foot 
apartments 
Concrete $25 per square foot $40 per square foot 
apartments 

T bl a e4: p repose d C h. L" as -m- Ieu Rates - p f ropert1es Outside o Citv Centre 
Housing Type 10% LEMR Contribution 15% LEMR Contribution Rate 

Rate - Updated 2021 Values 
(Recommended) 

SinQle-detached $6 per sauare foot $8 per sauare foot 
Townhouses $12 per square foot $18 per square foot 
Wood-frame $15 per square foot $25 per square foot 
apartments 
Concrete $15 per square foot $25 per square foot 
apartments 

Cash-in-lieu contributions will continue to be directed to the City's Affordable Housing Reserve 
and used to support standalone affordable housing developments. 

Cash-In-Lieu Bylaw Amendment 

Section 5.15 in the Zoning Bylaw includes reference to original cash-in-lieu rates (2007) and 
updates that were adopted in 2016 and again in 2017. Amendment Bylaw 10260 would introduce 
additional tables to reflect the proposed updated rates for development both inside and outside 
City Centre. The amendment would also maintain provisions for in-stream applications. It is 
necessary to retain the serial tables. The bylaw amendment reflects the recommended cash-in­
lieu rates defined above. 

Other key elements of the LEMR program, specifically the floor area contribution rate, are also 
embedded in the zoning bylaw. Amending this component of the zoning bylaw would be 
necessary to update the LEMR program pursuant to Council direction. The companion report 
titled "Options to Secure Market Rental Housing in New Development and Option to Increase 
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Low End Market Rental (LEMR) Contributions" provides more information about proposed 
amendments regarding the floor area contribution rate. 

Implementation 

Staff recommend that in-stream rezoning applications received prior to Council's adoption of the 
proposed recommendations be processed under the existing LEMR parameters provided that the 
application achieves first reading within one year of the adoption of the bylaw amendments 
described in this report and the identified companion report. New applications received after 
Council's adoption of the proposed bylaw amendments are subject to the updated requirements. 

Stakeholder Engagement 

The provision of affordable and market rental housing is a fundamental component in meeting 
the City's housing objectives. City Council has also expressed a desire to see rental housing 
policies advanced in a timely manner. Accordingly, staff recommend that public consultation 
regarding the policy change contemplated in this report occur as part of Council's consideration 
of the proposed OCP bylaw. This approach will provide interested stakeholders with multiple 
opportunities to provide their views to City Council as part of the statutory bylaw amendment 
process. 

Should Planning Committee endorse this bylaw, the bylaw will be forwarded to the next open 
Council Meeting for City Council's consideration. Should City Council grant first reading to the 
OCP amendment bylaw, the bylaw will be forwarded to a Public Hearing. The Council Meeting 
and Public Hearing will provide any interested party an opportunity to provide comments 
directly to City Council. 

Next Steps 

Pursuant to Council direction, City staff will complete the following next steps: 
• Prepare an updated Information Bulletin that summarizes the updated LEMR program 

requirements; 
• Inform UDI, other development industry stakeholders and non-profit housing providers 

about any changes to the LEMR program; and 
• Publish updated program information on the City's website. 

Financial Impact 

None. 
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Conclusion 

The City's Low End Market Rental program is an impo11ant part of the City's approach to 
meeting the housing needs of Richmond residents. In combination with the proposed market 
rental requirement, the City will continue to provide diverse housing options to meet the housing 
needs of Richmond residents. 

Program Manager, Affordable Housing 
(604-247-4916) 

Att. 1: Rental Housing Density Bonus Programs 
2: GP Rollo Financial Analysis Summary 
3: Financial Feasibility Scoring System 
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ATTACHMENT 1 
Summary of Rental Housing Density Bonus Programs 

This attachment provides a summary of municipal density bonus programs that secure_affordable 
housing units in private market strata developments. 

Municipality and Program Summary Differences Relative to 
Program Name Richmond's LEMR Program 

City of Richmond, Approved in 2007, the City of NIA 
Low End Market Richmond's Low End Market 
Rental Program Rental program currently secures 

10% of floor area in multi-family 
developments as affordable 
housing. Rental rates for the 
program are cunently established 
at 10% below average market rent. 

In contrast to the programs 
described below, LEMR is the 
only program that secures either 
cash-in-lieu contributions or units 
in all residential rezoning 
applications and in all areas of the 
city. LEMR also establishes lower 
base densities than the other 
regional programs, which creates a 
greater incentive for developers to 
access the density bonus in order 
to develop medium or high-density 
apa1tment housing. 

In total, the City has secured more 
than 1,500 affordable housing 
units, including 905 units through 
the LEMR program. 

City of Burnaby, In May 2019, the City of Burnaby In contrast to LEMR, Burnaby's 
Inclusionary Rental approved the Rental Use Zoning program only applies in specific 
Policy Policy, which secures 20% of units areas of the city, pa1ticularly 

in new multi-family developments areas identified as Town Centres; 
as affordable housing ( calculated does not secure cash-in-lieu or 
from the total number of market units for single-detached or 
units derived from base densities). duplex rezonings; and establishes 
Rental rates for these units are set higher base densities. Burnaby's 
at 20% below CMHC median program also establishes lower 
market rent. Burnaby's program rental rates of 20% below median 
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has secured 728 inclusionaiy market rent compared to the 
housing units to date, with 505 of LEMR rate of 10% below 
these units resulting from one average market rent. 
large scale, master planned 
development. 

City of New In December 2019, New Whereas the LEMR program 
Westminster, Westminster approved the applies to all residential building 
lnclusionary Inclusionary Housing Policy, types, New Westminster's 
Housing Policy which secures 5% to 20% of floor program targets units in medium 

area in new multi-family and higher density apaiiment 
developments as affordable developments. Applicable 
housing. Rents are set at either prope1iies are generally located 
10% below average market rent or in the Downtown Plan Area 
at shelter rates ($375 per month). rather than city-wide. The 

standard rental rates for this 
Projects that request an OCP program are similar to LEMR, 
amendment or exceed the standard although the program also 
density bonus must provide 20% establishes the option of securing 
of floor area as affordable housing. units at shelter rates ($3 75 a 
Other projects that access the month). 
standard density bonus provision 
are required to provide either 10% 
of floor area at moderate-income 
rental rates or 5% of floor area at 
low-income rental rates. Projects 
that provide 5% must transfer 
ownership of the units to a non-
profit housing provider or BC 
Housing at no cost. No units have 
been secured to date since cmTent 
development applications were 
received prior to the approval of 
the policy. 

City of North Approved in 2017, the City of In contrast to LEMR, N01ih 
Vancouver, Density North Vancouver's Density Bonus Vancouver's program has fewer 
Bonus and and Community Benefits Policy defined parameters related to 
Community secures affordable rental units in rental rates and other operational 
Amenity Policy exchange for a maximum density requirements. Accordingly, some 

bonus of 1.0 FAR in medium and project details are detennined 
high density residential and through negotiation. 
mixed-use zones. 30% of the 
density bonus area must be 
provided as non-market housing, 
while the remainder of the bonus 
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area can be sold as strata 
condominium units. To date, 
Richmond City staff have been 
unable to confirm the number of 
units secured through this 
program. 

City of Victoria, Approved in June 2019, Victoria's In contrast to LEMR, Victoria's 
Inclusionary Inclusionary Housing Policy program does not secure cash-in-
Housing Policy establishes a contribution rate of lieu or secondary suites for 

20% with rents charged between single-family or duplex 
$875 and $1,750 per month. The rezonings. 
program applies to all multi-family 
developments with more than 3 
units. Similar to LEMR, 
developments comprised of 3 to 
60 units are required to provide 
cash-in-lieu contributions rather 
than units. 130 affordable rental 
units have been secured to date. 

6653203 
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ATTACHMENT 2 

+ASS OCIAT ES 

City of Richmond Housing Program Financial Review. Executive Summary 

G. P. Rollo & Associates (GPRA) has been retained by the City of Richmond (the City) to prepare an analysis to 
complete a financial review of two City Housing programs: 

• The Low End Market Rental (LEMR) housing program; and 

• A proposed market rental housing program, which would require a minimum floor area allocation for 
market rental as part of private market condominium developments. 

Specifically, the City has requested assistance in ensuring the program parameters are financially feasible and 

appropriate relative to current market conditions and needs. 

GPRA has completed this analysis and has the foilowing to report: 

1. Rental Survey: We found that the median rental rate for units listed for rent were around $2.70 per square 
foot, with that translating to an average monthly rent of$2,300 for a two bedroom 855 square foot unit and 
require a household income of at least $88,200 a year to meet CMHC guidelines for affordability, Purpose 
built rental buildings only had Studio to two bedroom units which were smaller on average than the listings 
on the web and thus resulted in smaller monthly rents for tenants, and we note that there is generally an 
inverse relationship between unit size and rent per square foot (i.e. as units increase in size the rental rate 
per square foot goes down and vice versa). This in part explains the lower rental rate outside City Centre as 
units in wood frame tend to be somewhat larger than concrete units , 

2. Economic Analysis of Variable Mixes of Market Rental and LEMR: GPRA prepared proforma analysis to 
determine the land values that could be supported by a hypothetical two acre site in City Centre developed 
in concrete at 3.0 FSR and in wood frame at 2.0 FSR, and townhouse at 1.2 FSR, as well as outside City Centre 
in wood frame at 1.2 FSR with 10%, 15%, 20%, 50%, and 100% of the residential floor area rented at the 
median market rent identified through our survey. Our analysis indicates that the City could require 15% 
of the gross building area for market rentals if LEMR requirements do not change. With an increase in built 
LEMR requirements to 15% GPRA recommends requiring no more than 10% of the gross building area for 
market rentals. Although the analysis does indicate that projects could be viable with a stacked contribution 
of 15% market rental and 15% LEMR GPRA has based its viability on being able to support the lowest of 
land value ranges provided by the City's real estate staff. As such we have concerns that there are a 
significant number of properties in the City that may trade for well above the lowest values indicated and 
as such our recommendation is intended to reflect this reality. To recommend otherwise would risk pushing 
many developments into being economically unfeasible at this time. 

3. Impact Mitigation: In general, best practices would be to inform builders and developers early in advance 
of proposed changes and to grandfather in-stream applications and consider a graduated roll out over a 
period of time to allow for developers to make adjustments in their decision making processes. The 
graduated rollout is recommended specifically because there is a wide range ofland values reported by the 
City's real estate staff and this would allow time for expectations at the higher end of pricing to be curtailed. 
GPRA is of the opinion that there is little the City can do to significantly improve the economics of private 
developments through fees waivers or reductions. 

4. Potential to Increase LEMR Cash-In-Lieu Rates: GPRA prepared economic analysis using current market 
revenues and costs to determine the Cash-In-Lieu rate for LEMR that would be the equivalent to providing 
built LEMR units. GPRA suggests that the City consider increasing rates to $12 per square foot for 
townhouses and $15 per square foot for apartments. These increases are close to a 50% increase over 
current rates for townhouses and wood frame apartments and thus we suggest that the single family rate 
be increased from $4 to $6 per square foot Additional analyses have been prepared to estimate the 
equivalent CIL rates should the City increase built LEMR requirements from 10% to either 15% or 20%. 

6653336 
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ATTACHMENT 3 

Financial Feasibility Scoring Summary 

High Degree of Financial Feasibility to Very Low Degree of Financial Feasibility .. 
,, 

1 2 3* 4 5 
• Financial • Financial • Financial • Financial • Financial 

difficulty: Very difficulty: Neutral difficulty: Neutral difficulty: difficulty: High 
challenging Feasible degree of 

• Land value is • Supports land feasibility 
• Land acquisition lower than base acquisition at • Land value is 

is generally not land prices base land prices sufficiently • Land value is 
supported by higher than the greater than 
base land values • Financial risks • Financial risks base land base land 

for some for some prices prices 
• Financial risks developers developers 

for some • Low financial ~ Financial risks 
developers risk for most not expected 

developments 

. . . 
*A score of 3 1nd1cates a "neutral" financial impact and suggests that land acqu1s1t1on at base land prices 1s supported . 
However, a score of 3 could present financial risks for some developments based on the variability of land costs. 
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City of 
Richmond Bylaw 10260 

Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 
Amendment Bylaw 10260 (Low End Market Rental Program 

Requirements) 

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

I. Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, as amended, is fi.uther amended at Section 5.15 [Affordable 
Housing] by deleting Section 5.15.1 in its entirety and replacing it with new Section 5.15.1 
as set out in Schedule "A" attached hereto and forming part of this Bylaw 10260. 

2. This Bylaw may be cited as "Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 
10260". 

FIRST READING 

PUBLIC HEARING 

SECOND READING 

THIRD READING 

ADOPTED 

MAYOR CORPORATE OFFICER 

CITY OF 
RICHMOND 

APPROVED 
by 
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Schedule A to Bylaw 10260 

"5.15.1 Where an owner pays into the affordable housing reserve in accordance with this 
bylaw, as amended or replaced from time to time, the sum shall be determined as listed 
below: 

a) Where an amendment to this bylaw was considered by Council on or before 
September 24, 2016, and where an owner pays into the affordable housing 
reserve according to the density bonusing provisions of this bylaw, the following 
sums shall be used: 

Sum Per Buildable Square Foot of 
Zone Permitted Principal Building 

$1.00 

RC2 $1.00 

$1.00 

2S22 $1.00 

Rl2 $2.00 

RTL2 $2.00 

RTL4 $2.00 

RTM2 $2.00 

RTM3 $2.00 

RTH1 $2.00 

RTH2 $2.00 

RTH3 $2.00 

RTH4 $2.00 

RTP1 $2.00 

RTP2 $2.00 

RTP3 $2.00 

$2,00 

RAL2 $4.00 

$4.00 

$4.00 

RAH1 $4.00 
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Bylaw 10260 

Sum Per Buildable Square Foot of 
Zone Permitted Principal Building 

RAH2 

ZR? 

ZMU19 

ZMU20 

ZMU21 

ZMU22 

ZMU24 

ZMU26 

ZMU32 

ZT?0 

ZS23 

ZLR26 

ZD5 

ZT80 

$4.00 

$4.00 

$4.00 

$2.00 

$4.00 

$4.00 

$4.00 

$4.b0 

$4.00 

$4.00 

$2.00 

$1.00 

$2.00 for housing, town, 
$4.00 for housing, apartment 

$2.00 [Bylaw 9551, NovJ3l18} 

$2.00 {Bylaw 9563, Jul 27120] 

Page 3 

b) Where an amendment to this bylaw is considered by Council after September 24, 
2016 and on or before July 24, 2017, and where an owner pays into the affordable 
housing reserve according to the density bonusing provisions of this bylaw, the 
following sums shall be used: 

I 
Sum Per Buildable Square Foot of 

Zone Permitted Principal Building 

RS2/A-K 

RC2 

ZS22 

RTL2 

$2.00 

$2.00 

$2.00 

$4.ClQ 

$4.00 
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RTP1 

RTP2 

RTP3 

RTP4 

RAL2 

RAM2 

RAM3 

RAH1 

RAH2 

CDT2 

RCL2 

ZHR6 

ZR? 

ZMU19 

ZMU20 

ZMU21 

ZMU22 

ZMU24 

ZMU26 

ZT?O 

2S23 

ZLR26 ··.••·•• 

$4.00 

$4.00 

$4.00 

$4.00 

. $4.00 

$6.00 

$6.00 

$6.00 

$6.00 

$6.00 

$6.00 

$6.00 

$6,00 

$4.00 

$6,00 

$6.00 

.... $6.00 

$6.00 

$6.00 

$4.00 

$4.00 

$4,Q0<• )C>r•·••··.110using,. · .town, 
$.6'.00 fqr h()L!!'a;ing, apartment 

Page 4 
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Bylaw 10260 

I 
Sum Per Buildable Square Foot of 

Zone Permitted Principal Building 

ZS28 

ZT82 

$2.00 [Bylaw 9661, Mar 26/18] 

$4.Q0 [Bylaw 9731, Feb 8121] 

Page 5 

c) Where an amendment to this bylaw is considered by Council after July 24, 2017 
and on or before June 21, 2021, and where an owner pays into the affordable 
housing reserve according to the density bonusing provisions of this bylaw, the 
following sums shall be used: 

I 

Sum Per Buildable Square Foot of 
Zone Permitted Principal Building 

RS2/A-K 

RC2 

ZS21 

ZS22 

Rl2 

RTL2 

RTL4 

RTM2 

RTM3 

RTH1 

RTH2 

RTH3 

RTH4 

RTP1 

RTP2 

RTP3 

RTP4 

RDA 

RTA 

RAL2 

$4.00 

$4.00 

$4.00 

$4.00 

$8.50 

$8.50 

·$8.50 

$8.50 

$8.50 

$8.50 

$8.50 

$8.50 

$8,50 

$8.50 

$8.50 

$8.50 

$8.50 

$8.50 [Bylaw 9975, Feb 19/19] 

$8.50 [Bylaw 9976, Feb 19/19} 

$10.00 for wood frame construction 
$14.00 for concrete construction 

$10.00 for l/4'ood frc!rrie construction 
$14.00 for concrElte construction 
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Sum Per Buildable Square Foot of 
Zone Permitted Principal Building 

RAM3 

RAH2 

CDT2 

RCL2 

ZHR6 

ZR? 

ZMU20 

ZMU21 

ZMU22 

ZMU24 

ZMU26 

ZT?O 

ZS23 

ZT87 

$10.00 for wood frame construction 
$14.00 for concrete construction 

$10.00forv.,pod frame construction 
$14.00 for concrete construction 

$10.00 for wood frame construction 
$14.00 for concrete construction 

$1 0. 0QJor 11vood fra n, e construction 
$14.00 forconcrete construction · 

$14.00 

$14.00 

$8.50 

$8.50 for houl:iing, town 
$10.00 for housing, apartment 

$10.00 for wood frame construction 
$14.00 for concrete construction 

$10.00 for woodframe construction 
$14.00 for concrete construction 

$10.00 for wood frame construction 
$14.00 for concrete construction 

$10.00 for wood frame construction 
$14.00 forconcrete construction 

$10.00 for wood frame construction 
$14.00 for concrete construction 

$8.50 

$4.00 

$8.00 for housing, town 
$10,Q0 for hOUl:;ing, apartment 

$10.00 for wood frame construction 
$14.00 for concrete construction 

· $8,0QJor housirig, town 
$14'.00 f<xhousing, apartment 

$4.00 [Bylaw 10152, Dec 14/20] 
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d) Where an amendment to this bylaw is considered by Council after June 21, 2021, 
and where an owner pays into the affordable housing reserve according to the 
density bonusing provisions of this bylaw, the following sums shall be used: 
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Inside City Centre: 

RC2 

2S21 

2S22 

Rl2 

RTL2 

RTL4 

RTM2 

RTM3 

RTH1 

RTH2 

RTH3 

RTH4 

RTP1 

RTP2 

RTP3 

RTP4 

RDA 

RTA 

RAL2 

RAM2 

RAM3 

RAH1 

RAH2 

CDT2 

RCL2 

ZHR6 

ZR7 

Sum Per Buildable Square Foot of 
Permitted Principal Building 

\; 11 

$8.00 

$4.00 

$4.00 

$18.00 

$18.00 

$18,00 

$18.00 

$18.00 

$18.00 

$18.00 

$18.00 

$18.00 

$18.00 

$18.00 

$18.00 

$18.00 

$18.00 

$18.00 

$25.00 

$25.00 

$25.00 

$25.00 

$25.00 

$25.00 

$25.00 

$14.00 

$8.50 
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Sum Per Buildable Square Foot of 
Zone Permitted Principal Building 

ZMU22 

ZMU24 

ZMU26 

ZT70 

ZS23 

ZLR26 

ZMU33 

CDT1 

ZT87 

$8.50 forhoustn!J, to'1Vn 
$to.oo for hc:>using, apartment 

$10.00 for wood frame construction 
$14.00 for concrete construction 

$10.00 for yvood frarne construction 
$14.00 for concrete constructi.on · 

$10.00 for wood frame construction 
$14.00 for concrete construction 

$1Q,00for wood frarne ce>nstnJction 
$14.00for poncrete construction 

$8.50 

$4.00 

$8,00 for housing, town 
$10.00for hol!!Sing, apartment 

$10.00 for wood frame construction 
$14.00 for concrete construction 

$25.00 

$4.00 

I 
Sum Per Buildable Square Foot of 

Zone Permitted Principal Building 

RS2/AsK 

RC2 

ZS21 

ZS22 

Rl2 

RTL2 

RTL4 

RTM2 

RTM3 

$6.00 

$6.00 

$4.00 

$4.00 

$12.00 

$12.00 

$12.00 

$12.00 

$12,00 
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Sum Per Buildable Square Foot of 
Zone Permitted Principal Building 

RTH1 

RTH3 

RTH4 

RTP1 

RTP2 

RTP3 

RTP4 

RDA 

RTA 

RAL2 

RAM2 

RAM3 

RAH1 

RAH2 

CDT2 

RCL2 

ZHR6 

ZR? 

ZMU19 

ZMU20 

ZMU21 

ZMU22 

ZMU24 

ZMU26 

$12.00 

$12.00 

$12.00 

$12.00 

$12.00 

$12.00 

$12.00 

$12.00 

$12.00 

$12.00 

$15.00 

$15.00 

$15.00 

$15.00 

$15.00 

$15.00 

$15.00 

$14.00 

$8.50 

$8.50 for housing, .town 
$10.00 for hoL1sing, apartment 

$10.00 for wood frame construction 
$14.00 for concrete construction 

$10.90 for wood frame ?Onstruction 
$14.00 for concrete construction 

$10.00 for wood frame construction 
$14.00 for concrete construction 

. $1 0.Q0 for wood .frame construction 
$14,00 for concrete construction 

$10.00 for wood frame construction 
$14.00 for concrete construction 
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ZS23 

ZLR26 

ZMU33 

CDT1 

ZT87 

$8.00 tor housi11!:J., te>\l\ln 
$10.00 for housing, apartment 

$10.00 for wood frame construction 
$14.00 for concrete construction 

$4.00 

Page 10 

For the purposes of Section 5.15.1, buildable square foot means the maximum floor 
area ratio and excludes the items not included in the calculation of density (e.g., 
enclosed parking; unenclosed balconies; common stairwells and common elevator 
shafts; etc.). 

For the purposes of Section 5.15.1 (c) and (d), concrete construction includes steel 
construction." 
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City of 
Richmond 

Report to Committee 

To: Planning Committee Date: June 7, 2021 

From: John Hopkins File: 08-4057-08/2021-Vol01 
Director, Policy Planning 

Re: Supplementary Information: Options to Secure Market Rental Housing in New 
Development and Options to Increase Low End Market Rental (LEMR) 
Contributions 

Staff Recommendation 

1. That Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100 and Bylaw 9000, Amendment 
Bylaw 10255, which proposes to amend Schedule 1 of Richmond Official Community Plan 
Bylaw 9000 and Schedule 2 of Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100, and is 
attached to the staff report titled "Options to Secure Market Rental Housing in New 
Development and Options to Increase Low End Market Rental (LEMR) Contributions", 
dated April 19, 2021, from the Director, Policy Planning, be replaced with the attached 
updated Amendment Bylaw 10255, which includes further changes to add the following 
amendments to Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 9000: 

6685207 

a) In Section 3.3 "Diverse Range of Housing Types, Tenure and Affordability": 

i) Replace language in the Official Community Plan Market Rental Housing Policy 
to clarify the variable density bonusing approach that is applied to secure market 
rental housing units; 

ii) Insert language to include a future inflation provision for the community amenity 
contribution rates; and 

iii) Inse1i language to clarify and expand incentives for the provision of rental 
housing. 

b) In Section 3.6.1 "Arterial Road Townhouse Development Requirements, Additional 
Density": 

i) Insert language to clarify density bonusing and incentives that apply to arterial 
road townhouse development, consistent with proposed amendments to 
Section 3.3 of the Official Community Plan. 
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2. That staff be directed to review and provide a recommendation regarding the feasibility of 
reducing or waiving Development Cost Charges (DCC) for affordable housing that is 
provided within new development, including consideration of the type of affordable housing 
that is eligible, program duration, and anticipated impact on alternative funding sources. 

John Hopkins 
Director, Policy Planning 

JH:dn 
Att. 5 

ROUTED TO: 

Finance 
Law 
Development Applications 
Affordable Housing 

SENIOR STAFF REPORT REVIEW 

6685207 

REPORT CONCURRENCE 

CONCURRENCE CONCURRENCE OF GENERAL MANAGER 

0 rkfy 0 
0 
0 

INITIALS: c!l;"YA ~= U!o 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

The following staff reports were considered at the May 4, 2021 Planning Committee meeting: 
• "Options to Secure Market Rental Housing in New Development and Options to 

Increase Low End Market Rental (LEMR) Contributions" from the Director, Policy 
Planning dated April 19, 2021; and 

• "Low End Market Rental Contribution Rate Review" from the Director, Community 
Social Development dated April 19, 2021. 

The reports listed above were a response to the following referrals to staff: 
• That staff provide suggestions and options for a market rental policy and report back. 
• That staff explore options to increase the affordable housing requirement to above 10%. 

Consideration of the staff reports on May 4, 2021, resulted in a number of questions from 
Planning Committee members and the staff reports were tabled to the June 23, 2021 Planning 
Committee meeting. 

The purpose of this report is to provide Planning Committee and City Council with responses to 
the questions from the May 4, 2021 Planning Committee meeting and includes the following: 

• 

• 

• 
• 
• 

Information on the number of in-stream applications that may be affected by the 
proposed bylaw amendments. 
A review of the existing and proposed variable density bonus approach to securing 
market rental housing, which steps up the density bonus based on the amount of floor 
area that is secured for market rental units within a development and the form of 
development. The density bonus approach also includes provisions for site-specific 
density bonusing. 
Information about the feasibility of increasing building height and density in the city . 
An examination of incentives that may be applied to market rental housing . 
A summary of consultation with key stakeholders . 

While this report suggests maintaining recommendations that are suggested in the two 
companion rep01is, additional amendments to the Official Community Plan (OCP) are proposed, 
which will further enhance the city's rental housing policies. Changes to OCP Amendment 
Bylaw 10255 are proposed to clarify the existing and proposed density bonus approach to 
securing market rental units. The amendments also clarify and expand incentives for market 
rental housing and clarify the administrative mechanism to adjust community amenity 
contribution rates for future inflation increases. In addition, a new recommendation is suggested 
that would direct staff to review and provide a recommendation regarding the feasibility of 
reducing or waiving Development Cost Charges (DCC) for affordable housing that is provided in 
new development. 

The proposed changes outlined in this report and the two companion reports dated April 19, 2021 
will confirm the city's position as a regional leader in securing rental housing units. 

6685207 
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Background 

Building upon the city's demonstrated commitment to playing a leadership role within the 
housing sector, and in response to existing housing referrals, two companion staff reports 
("Options to Secure Market Rental Housing in New Development and Options to Increase Low 
End Market Rental (LEMR) Contributions" and "Low End Market Rental Contribution Rate 
Review" both dated April 19, 2021) were presented to Planning Committee on May 4, 2021 to 
consider the feasibility of introducing the following: 

• a mandatory approach to securing market rental housing units in new development with 
more than 60 apartment units; 

• a community amenity contribution in lieu of construction of market rental units that the 
city may accept through rezoning for new townhouse development with 5 or more units 
and for new apartment developments with 5 to 60 units; and 

• expanding the Low End Market Rental (LEMR) program construction and cash in lieu 
rates. 

An experienced economic development consultant was hired to assess the financial feasibility of 
options to expand the OCP Market Rental Housing Policy and LEMR program. The two 
companion reports include details related to the analysis criteria and the findings. The reports 
also clarify the intention to evaluate the financial feasibility of the options studied to increase the 
supply of rental units rather than intending to offset the costs to the developer of providing 
secured rental housing in a project. Attachment 1 includes a detailed summary of the proposed 
city-wide updates that would apply to new development. 

The two companion reports and associated bylaws were tabled to the June 23, 2021 Planning 
Committee meeting. As a result of the discussion at the Planning Committee meeting on May 4, 
2021, consultation with key stakeholders was scheduled and staff completed supplementary 
analysis resulting in additional amendments to the OCP Market Rental Housing Policy and an 
amendment to the OCP Arterial Road Land Use Policy, which are discussed in this report. 

Analysis 

The following section provides supplementary information in response to the discussion at the 
May 4, 2021 Planning Committee meeting. 

In-stream Applications 

At the May 4, 2021 Planning Committee meeting, staff were directed to provide supplementary 
data regarding the number of in-stream applications. In-stream applications may be affected by 
the proposed amendments to the OCP Market Rental Housing Policy and LEMR program. 

There are currently 71 in-stream rezoning applications that are being reviewed by staff including 
the following: 

• 62 in-stream applications with less then 60 units per project (these applications would be 
required to provide a cash in lieu contribution towards affordable housing); 

• 3 purpose-built market rental developments, involving approximately 460 units; and 

6685207 
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• 6 in-stream applications with more than 60 units per project (these applications would be 
required to provide built LEMR units, in accordance with the current LEMR program). 
In addition, staff is in the process of closing one application due to inactivity for more 
than a year. 

The recommended amendment bylaws, including Bylaw 10255 (amendments to the OCP and 
related Area Plans) and Bylaws 10256 and 10260 (amendments to the Zoning Bylaw), propose to 
introduce a mandatory approach to securing market rental housing units in new development 
with more than 60 apartment units per project, introduce provisions for community amenity 
contributions in lieu of constructing market rental units in smaller development proposals, and 
expand the LEMR program construction and cash in lieu rates. 

The amendment bylaws would be implemented at the time of bylaw adoption and new 
applications that are received after Council's adoption of the amendment bylaws would be 
subject to the updated requirements. Consistent with past city practice when introducing policy 
amendments, a one year 'grandfathering' period is recommended for in-stream applications. The 
applications that are listed above that are unable to achieve 1st reading within one year of the 
amendment bylaws being adopted would be required to proceed in accordance with the amended 
OCP Market Rental Housing Policy and LEMR program provisions (Attachment 1 ). 

Variable Density Bonus 

At the May 4, 2021 Planning Committee meeting, staff were directed to review the variable 
density bonus approach to securing market rental housing. Attachment 2 provides a summary of 
the current and proposed use of density bonus to secure market rental housing units. 

The variable density bonusing approach steps up the supported density bonus based on the 
amount of floor area that is secured for market rental units within a development and the form of 
development that is proposed. The existing OCP Market Rental Housing Policy supports a 
density bonus of 0.2 and 0.25 floor area ratio (FAR) for 100% market rental housing constructed 
in wood and concrete respectively. These existing provisions, which were adopted by Council in 
2018, are based on recommendations by independent economic development consultants, and are 
being applied by developers ( e.g., 3 purpose-built market rental developments are in the initial 
stages of the application review process). 

The OCP Market Rental Housing Policy also includes provisions for site-specific consideration 
of additional density bonus that may apply to 100% purpose-built rental and/or mixed tenure 
developments that exceed provisions for affordable and/or rental housing. Additional density 
bonus was supported in the following recent notable projects: 

• A development by Headwater Living Inc. at 5500 No. 3 Road includes a 0.57 FAR 
residential density bonus resulting in 149 purpose-built market rental housing units. 

• A development by Mosaic Homes at the intersection of No. 3 Road and Williams Road 
included an OCP amendment to permit a four-storey apartment building with commercial 
at grade ( overall density of 1.08 FAR). 

• A mixed-use, mid-rise development by Colliers International Consulting on Bennett 
Road combines three-storey and six-storey building elements to accommodate a church 
and approximately 142 purpose-built rental units, including market rental, moderate 
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income and LEMR units. A site-specific density of 2.25 FAR, which is greater than the 
density characterized by the existing low-rise developments in the area, was achieved in 
recognition of the benefits of rental housing. 

It is recommended that the density bonus for apartment development that is required to construct 
and secure market rental units (0.1 FAR applied to the site), as proposed in OCP Amendment 
Bylaw 10255, remain unchanged. However, further amendments made to Bylaw 10255 allow 
for consideration of additional density on a site-specific basis if an application exceeds the 
provisions in the proposed Market Rental Housing Policy for both mixed tenure proposals and 
100% purpose-built rental housing proposals. 

In response to questions at the May 4, 2021 Planning Committee, Attachment 3 reviews the 
approach that is applied by staff to secure an equitable and consistent amount of rental unit area 
between developments. 

Building Height and Density 

At the May 4, 2021 Planning Committee meeting, staff were directed to examine the feasibility 
of increasing building height and density in the city. 

The city faces unique constraints that limit the maximum building height and/or density, 
including building height constraints imposed on development in the City Centre by the YVR 
flight path and the city's high water table. While staff apply some flexibility related to design, 
incorporating extensive increases in building height and/or density would conflict with existing 
city-wide and area specific design guidelines for urban design and built fonn, and affect the 
resulting neighbourhood character. These guidelines intentionally encourage a range of building 
types and compatible co-location of land uses to match the built form with anticipated growth, to 
support transit oriented development (i.e., concentrate the greatest building density and building 
heights within proximity of transit services), to enhance visual interest and streetscapes (i.e., 
architectural variety, contrasts between building heights and massing forms, varied skyline). 
Other benefits include limiting impacts on adjacencies, drawing attention to public spaces and 
view corridors, and encouraging distinction between neighbourhoods. 
The companion reports ("Options to Secure Market Rental Housing in New Development and 
Options to Increase Low End Market Rental (LEMR) Contributions" and "Low End Market 
Rental Contribution Rate Review" both dated April 19, 2021) and the previous section of this 
report suggest a modest density bonus for the provision of market rental units, which can 
generally be accommodated within building forms that are supported by the OCP. 

For 100% purpose-built rental and/or mixed tenure developments that exceed provisions for 
affordable housing and/or rental housing, the OCP includes accommodations for site-specific 
consideration of additional building height and/or density. While the City Centre Area Plan 
includes a provision to support additional building height on a site-specific basis, opportunity to 
accommodate additional height within designated Village Centres is limited by the flight path. 
However, areas outside the designated Village Centres may accommodate additional building 
height and/or density when designed with consideration of adjacencies. Outside of the City 
Centre Area Plan, opportunities to accommodate additional building height and/or density 
include properties that are within existing neighbourhood service centres and sites that are 
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located along the Frequent Transit Network. In some cases, site-specific consideration of 
additional building height and/or density will require an OCP amendment application. 

The OCP includes accommodations to support additional building height and/or density when a 
development exceeds provisions for affordable housing and/or rental housing. Therefore, 
extensive revision of building height and/or density designations in the OCP is not required to 
support the city's rental housing objectives. However, this would be subject to limited 
application of this approach and would be monitored by staff. Extensive density bonusing for 
residential use that is not considered by OCP growth projections would result in increased 
demands on city infrastructure and would impact existing roads and services, as well as 
availability and access to park spaces. 

Incentives 

Potential incentives associated with the provision of market rental housing are analyzed below. 

Waive or Reduce Development Cost Charges (DCC) 

Local governments collect Development Cost Charges (DCC) from new developments to fund 
growth related capital infrastructure costs (i.e., roads, water, drainage, park acquisition and park 
development). DCCs are the most common financial tool that is used by communities in the 
province to ensure that "growth pays for growth". DCCs are applied to all dwelling units, 
including market rental and LEMR units. 

Section 563 of the Local Government Act (LGA) includes provisions that pennit a local 
government to waive or reduce DCCs for specific types of rental housing. To apply the 
provision, Council must adopt a bylaw that establishes the conditions to waive or reduce DCCs. 
The provisions in the LGA to waive or reduce DCCs may be applied to affordable housing; 
however, market rental housing is eligible only if the market rental housing is not for profit. As 
the OCP Market Rental Housing Policy does not apply profit restrictions, the DCCs for market 
rental housing are not eligible to be waived or reduced. 

A Council decision to waive or reduce DCC charges for affordable housing would not remove 
the unit charge included in the DCC program because the costs associated with growth remain 
unchanged. Instead, direction to waive or reduce DCCs that apply to affordable housing means 
that an alternative funding source would pay the DCCs ( e.g., city taxes, Affordable Housing 
Reserve). In special circumstances, Council has authorized the use of funds from the Affordable 
Housing Reserve to make a contribution toward the payment of DCC charges for subsidized 
housing projects ( e.g., Storeys and Kiwanis). The financial feasibility analysis estimates that 
DCCs account for 2.4% to 3.5% of the total project costs. 

Staff recommend undertaking a review of the feasibility of reducing or waiving DCCs for 
affordable housing provided within new development, including consideration of the type of 
affordable housing that is eligible, program duration, and anticipated impact on alternative 
funding sources. The DCC update process is currently underway and will include updated 
financial analysis and up-to-date DCC values that would inform the analysis, which staff would 
report back at a later date. 
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Revitalization Tax Exemption for Affordable Housing 

Section 226 of the Community Charter provides local govermnents with the authority to exempt 
eligible properties from the municipal portion of property taxes (land and/or improvements) to 
encourage various types of economic, social or environmental revitalization within a community 
for a maximum of 10 years. The exemption is a tool that a Council may use at its discretion to 
encourage the construction and/or preservation of affordable rental housing. The rental units 
secured through the LEMR program are eligible; however, market rental units are not eligible for 
the exemption. 

A Council's decision to apply a revitalization tax exemption would result in a shortfall in the 
municipality's tax revenue. As a result, the remaining property owners in the assessment class 
would pay more tax to make up for the shortfall. A Council decision to apply a revitalization tax 
exemption affects only the municipal portion of property taxes; provincial tax revenue is 
unaffected if a local govermnent applies a revitalization tax exemption. Furthermore, GP Rollo 
and Associates' analysis indicates that property tax exemptions provide minimal impact to 
developers as their property taxes during development are a negligible portion (less than 0.2%) 
of total project costs. 

Applying the revitalization tax exemption tool to encourage construction of affordable rental 
housing would shift municipal tax obligations to other properties. Based on these considerations, 
application of a revitalization tax exemption is not recommended. 

Staff would require direction from Council to further explore application of a revitalization tax 
exemption to affordable housing units. 

Reduced Parking Requirements for Rental Housing 

Compared to other forms of housing, Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 applies the lowest parking 
rates to rental housing. In addition to the existing reduced parking rates for rental housing, the 
bylaw includes additional approaches to reduce the parking requirement. For mixed-use 
developments, provisions are in place for shared parking between uses, which reduces a 
development's overall parking requirement. Provisions in the Richmond Zoning Bylaw permit a 
10% parking rate reduction on a site-specific basis subject to a Transportation Demand 
Management (TDM) strategy and a traffic assessment that is supported by staff. 

The parking reduction rate that is referenced in Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 may be decreased 
further on a site-specific basis for affordable and/or market rental housing. Development that 
includes an enhanced TDM strategy has been approved to increase the TDM parking reduction 
rate from 10% to 25%; thereby reducing the parking required for LEMR and market rental units 
to approximately half a parking space per unit. 

Based on existing lower parking rates and provisions to consider site-specific reduction of 
parking rates for rental housing, additional Zoning Bylaw amendments are not recommended. 

6685207 

PLN - 199 



June 7, 2021 - 9 -

Consultation 

At the Planning Committee meeting on May 4, 2021, staff were directed to consult with key 
stakeholders. Comments from key stakeholder groups are summarized below: 

• 

• 

• 

Richmond Community Services Advisory Committee (RCSAC) 
o Support for the existing LEMR program and the proposed amendments to the 

LEMR program and the OCP Market Rental Housing Policy. 
Richmond Small Home Builders Group 

o Encourage the city to reduce parking requirements and support other incentives 
for construction of rental housing. 

o Support provisions for in-stream applications. 
Urban Development Institute (UDI) Representatives 

o Encourage the city to be aggressive with parking reductions. Establish a 
menu/checklist to guide parking relaxations rather than site-specific 
consideration of lower parking rates. 

o Increase density bonus rates. 
o Certainty is critical for the development community. Concern that, in practice, 

expectations related to amenities and rental housing is greater than outlined in 
policy. 

o Consider extending in-stream provisions from one year to at least two years. 

Attachment 4 includes minutes from consultation with stakeholders and a submission received 
after the meeting. 

Changes to Proposed OCP Amendment Bylaw 10255 

The two companion reports titled "Options to Secure Market Rental Housing in New 
Development and Options to Increase Low End Market Rental (LEMR) Contributions" and 
"Low End Market Rental (LEMR) Contribution Rate Review" both dated April 19, 2021, 
include analysis and proposed amendment bylaws. The amendment bylaws propose to introduce 
a mandatory approach to securing market rental housing units in new development with more 
than 60 apartment units per project, introduce provisions for community amenity contributions in 
lieu of constructing market rental units in smaller development proposals, and expand the LEMR 
program construction and cash in lieu rates. 

OCP Amendment Bylaw 10255 is attached to this report, Zoning Bylaw Amendment 10256 is 
attached to the report "Options to Secure Market Rental Housing in New Development and 
Options to Increase Low End Market Rental (LEMR) Contributions", and Zoning Bylaw 
Amendment 10260 is attached to the report "Low End Market Rental (LEMR) Contribution Rate 
Review". 

While no change is proposed to the fundamental objectives of the amendment bylaws, in 
response to the discussion at the Planning Committee meeting on May 4, 2021, consultation with 
stakeholders, and additional analysis, the following are proposed changes to OCP Amendment 
Bylaw 10255: 

• Insert clarification language in the OCP Arterial Road Land Use Policy to explain the 
voluntary approach to securing market rental housing in townhouse development located 
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along designated arterial roads. While the proposed amendments to the OCP Market 
Rental Housing Policy intend to associate the provision of constructed and secured 
market rental units to a built form (i.e., apartment developments with more than 60 units), 
the proposed approach includes provisions that extend the option to apply 0.1 FAR 
density bonus to smaller developments that include 5 or more townhouse units ( or 5 to 60 
apartment units) when 10% of the residential floor area is constructed and secured as 
market rental units. 

• Insert language in the OCP Market Rental Housing Policy to clarify the variable density 
bonus approach to securing market rental housing units. Attachment 2 provides a 
summary of the density bonusing approach that steps up the density bonus based on the 
amount of floor area secured for market rental units within a development and the fonn 
of development. 

• Insert language to include a future inflation provision for the community amenity rates 
that may be accepted through a rezoning application for townhouse development with 
5 or more units and apartment developments with 5 to 60 units. Inclusion of a 
mechanism to adjust rates for future inflation, based on Statistics Canada inflation data, 
will ensure that amenity contributions rates are kept up to date with inflation in the future. 
The proposed method is consistent with the city-wide approach to updating amenity and 
planning contribution rates. 

• Insert language to clarify which incentives apply to a development scenario and to 
introduce new incentives that apply to the market rental component of a mixed tenure 
development (i.e., public art and community planning contributions are waived). 

The proposed changes to OCP Amendment Bylaw 10255 are highlighted in Attachment 5 and an 
updated bylaw is attached to this report. Provisions in the amendment bylaw to update sub-area 
plans to align density references with the proposal to permit an additional 0.1 FAR ( applied to 
the site) for development that secures market rental housing units in accordance with the policy, 
would remain unchanged. 

Financial Impact 

None. 

Conclusion 

On May 4, 2021, Planning Committee considered the following companion repmis and 
associated amendment bylaws: 

• "Options to Secure Market Rental Housing in New Development and Options to Increase 
Low End Market Rental (LEMR) Contributions" from the Director, Policy Planning 
dated April 19, 2021; and 

• "Low End Market Rental Contribution Rate Review" from the Director, Community 
Social Development dated April 19, 2021. 

The reports and associated bylaws were tabled to the June 23, 2021 Planning Committee 
meeting. 
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In response to discussion at Planning Committee on May 4, 2021, staff completed additional 
analysis and consulted with stakeholders. Changes to the proposed OCP amendment bylaw are 
proposed and include additional amendments to the OCP Market Rental Housing Policy and an 
amendment to the OCP Arterial Road Land Use Policy. The changes clarify the existing and 
proposed variable density bonus approach to securing market rental housing units, and clarify 
and expand incentives for market rental housing. The updated bylaw also clarifies an 
administrative mechanism to adjust community amenity contribution rates for future inflation 
mcreases. 

In addition, a new recommendation is suggested that would direct staff to review the feasibility 
of reducing or waiving Development Cost Charges (DCC) for affordable housing that is 
provided in new development and report back to Council. 

It is recommended that the changes to Official Community Plan Bylaw 9000, Amendment 
Bylaw 10255 are supported and the bylaw as revised, along with Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, 
Amendment Bylaws 10256, as attached to the report titled "Options to Secure Market Rental 
Housing in New Development and Options to Increase Low End Market Rental (LEMR) 
Contributions" from the Director, Policy Planning dated April 19, 2021, and Richmond Zoning 
Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 10260, as attached to the report titled "Low End Market Rental 
Contribution Rate Review" from the Director, Community Social Development, dated April 19, 
2021, be introduced and given first reading. 

~,i 
Senior Planner/Urban Design 

DN:cas 
Attachment 1: Summary of Proposed City-wide Updates 
Attachment 2: Summary of Market Rental Variable Density Bonusing Approach 
Attachment 3: Applying Residential Floor Area to Secure Market Rental and LEMR Units 
Attachment 4: Consultation Meeting Minutes and Submission Received After May 4, 2021 
Attachment 5: Highlighted Changes to OCP Amendment Bylaw 10255 Attached to "Options to 
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ATTACHMENT 1 

Summary of Proposed City-wide Updates 

Based on the findings of a financial feasibility analysis, which was completed by an economic 
development consultant that was retained by the city, and consideration of demonstrated housing 
need in the city, a series of proposed amendments are discussed in detail in the following 
companion reports, "Options to Secure Market Rental Housing in New Development and 
Options to Increase Low End Market Rental (LEMR) Contributions" from the Director, Policy 
Planning, and "Low End Market Rental Contribution Rate Review" from the Director, 
Community Social Development both dated April 19, 2021. 

The companion reports recommend bylaw amendments to secure the following in development 
with more than 60 apartment units by way of legal agreement and, where applicable, zoning: 

• For development inside of the City Centre Area Plan: 
o Secure 10% of residential floor area as market rental housing, with an associated 

0.1 FAR density bonus applied to the site; and 
o Secure 15% ofresidential floor area as LEMR housing units. 

• For development outside of the City Centre Area Plan: 
o Secure 10% of residential floor area as market rental housing, with an associated 

0.1 FAR density bonus applied to the site; and 
o Secure 10% ofresidential floor area as LEMR housing units. 

While the proposed amendments to the OCP intend to tie the provision of constructed and 
secured market rental units to a built form (i.e., apartment developments with more than 60 
units), the 0.1 FAR density bonus may be applied to townhouse development with 5 or more 
units, or apartment development with 5 to 60 apartment units that voluntarily secures 10% of the 
residential floor area as market rental units. 

The amendments to the LEMR program include provisions to balance rental housing 
contributions between developments of various size and type. Only apartment developments 
with more than 60 units are required to construct affordable housing on-site, smaller 
developments are subject to the LEMR program's cash in lieu rates, which are proposed to be 
updated and are listed below: 

• For development inside of the City Centre Area Plan Area: 
o $8/ft2 for single family development that includes rezoning; 
o $18/ft2 for townhouse developments; and 
o $25/ft2 for wood frame and concrete apartment developments. 

• For development outside of the City Centre Area Plan Area: 
o $6 /ft2 for single family development that includes rezoning; 
o $12/ft2 for townhouse developments; and 
o $15/ft2 for wood frame and concrete apartment developments. 

The proposed amendments to the OCP Market Rental Policy suggest a similar approach to 
balance contributions between developments of varying size and type by recommending 
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community amenity contributions that may be accepted through a rezoning application, for 
townhouse developments with 5 or more units ($1.75 /ft2) and apartment developments with 5 to 
60 units ($3.50/ft2 for developments inside of the City Centre Area Plan, and $2.00/ft2 for 
developments outside of the City Centre Area Plan) . 

The recommended community amenity contribution rates are comparable with requiring 10% of 
the residential floor area to be secured and constructed as market rental housing. The 
contributions would be collected in the Affordable Housing Reserve Fund (Reserve Fund 
Bylaw 7812) and would be directed to support affordable housing projects that target low and 
moderate income households. 

Figure 1: Proposed Market Rental and LEMR Construction Requirements in Apartment 
Developments with More than 60 Units 

LEMR Unit Area 

Market Rental Unit Area 

Saleable Residential 
Condominium Area* 

Proposed 
Ammendment 

15 % LEMR 
Current 10 % LEMR 10% Market Rental 

= LEMR - = Market Rental 

Current Proposed Inside of the 
City Centre Area Plan 

10% 15% 

Voluntary Incentive Based 10% 

90% minus the common 75% minus the common 
circulation areas within circulation areas within 
the bu ilding = the building = 
approximately 76% approximately 61% 

Proposed Outside of the 
City Centre Area Plan 

10% 

10% 

80% minus the common 
circulation areas within 
the building = 
approximately 66% 

. . 
*Res1dent1al development achieves approximately 86% eff1c1ency (1.e., corridors and c1rculat1on accounts for 
approximately 14% of the building floor area) . 

It is recommended that in-stream applications are permitted to proceed under existing OCP 
Market Rental Housing Policy and LEMR program provisions provided that the application 
achieves 1st reading within one year of the bylaws being adopted. Any in-stream application that 
is unable to achieve 1st reading within one year of the amendment bylaws being adopted would 
be required to proceed in accordance with the amended OCP Market Rental Housing Policy and 
LEMR program provisions. It is also recommended that staff report back to Council regarding 
key findings related to the implementation of the proposed OCP Market Rental Policy 
amendments after the program provisions are in place for two years. 
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ATTACHMENT 2 

Summary of Market Rental Variable Density Bonusing Approach 

Market rental housing units are secured using a variable density bonus approach. The density 
bonus steps up as additional rental housing is secured as summarized below: 

• 

• 

• 

Required provision of market rental units (proposed new policy) : 
o For new development that includes more than 60 apartment units, the owner shall 

secure and construct 10% of the residential floor area as market rental units . The 
associated density bonus is 0.1 FAR, which is applied to the site. The density 
bonus may also apply to new townhouse development with 5 or more townhouse 
units and new apartment developments with 5 to 60 units that voluntarily 
construct and secure 10% of the residential floor area as market rental units. 

Voluntary (existing policy) 
o For new ground oriented townhouses and wood frame apartments, inside or 

outside of the City Centre Area Plan, that construct and secure 100% of the 
residential floor area as market rental units, a density bonus of 0.20 floor area 
ratio (FAR) above the base density in the OCP or Area Plan may apply. 

o For new concrete buildings, inside or outside of the City Centre Area Plan, that 
construct and secure 100% of the residential floor area as market rental units, a 
density bonus of 0.25 FAR above the base density in the OCP or Area Plan may 
apply. 

For new developments that construct and secure rental housing that exceeds the policy, a 
site-specific density bonus may be applied (existing policy). 

Figure 1: Variable density bonus approach to securing market rental housing units 
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10% market rental 
in apartment 
development with 
more than 60 units: 

0.1 FAR 
density bonus 

100% market 
rental (wood 
construction): 

0.20 FAR 
density bonus 

Purpose built 
rental that exceeds 
the policy: site 
specific density 
bonus 

100% market 
rental (concrete 
construction): 

0.25 FAR 
density bonus 
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ATTACHMENT 3 

Applying Residential Floor Area to Secure Market Rental and LEMR Units 

The city secures a consistent amount of rental floor area between developments by acquiring a 
set percent of the residential floor area for rental units. City staff then work with the developer 
to confirm the allocation of rental housing unit types (i.e., bachelor, one bedroom, multi­
bedroom). The approach secures a proportionally equal amount ofrental housing floor area 
between developments. In comparison, acquiring a set percent of the number ofresidential units 
within a development as rental housing units results in an uneven amount of rental housing 
secured between developments. The following development scenarios demonstrate that using 
floor area to secure rental housing within developments is an equitable approach to securing 
rental housing units compared to securing rental housing based on a percent of the number of 
units in a development. 

For example, the amount ofrental housing secured within 100,000 ft2 residential developments, 
which achieve 86% efficiency (i.e., corridors and circulation space accounts for 14% of the 
building floor area), will vary between developments of equal size if a percent of the number of 
residential units is secured rather than a percent of residential floor area. 

In Scenario 1, the 100,000 ft2 residential development proposes 100 equivalent sized 860 ft2 

units. If 10% of the total number of residential units is secured as rental housing, 10 units are 
secured as rental housing units (total 8,600 ft2

). 

In Scenario 2, the 100,000 ft2 residential development proposes 150 equivalent sized 573 ft2 

units. If 10% of the total number ofresidential units is secured as rental housing, 15 units are 
secured as rental housing units (total 8,595 ft2

). 

In comparison, acquiring 10% of the total residential floor area as rental housing in either 
scenario will achieve the same result of securing 10,000 ft2 ofrental housing floor area, which 
would be allocated to a range of unit types, to the satisfaction of the city. 

Table 1: Comparison: Use of Floor Area or Number of Units to Secure Rental Housing 

Scenario* Residential floor area Number of units Secured rental housing 

Scenario 1 100,000 ft2 100 10 units (8,600 ft2 of rental floor area) 

Scenario 2 100,000 ft2 150 15 units (8,595 ft2 of rental floor area) 

Scenario 3 100,000 ft2 no affect on the amount of 10,000 ft2 of rental housing, unit types 
(current secured rental housing determined by the city 
approach) 

. . 
* 100,000 ft2 res1dent1al development achieves approximately 86% eff1c1ency (1.e., corridors and c1rculat1on accounts 
for 14% of the building floor area) . 

6685207 

PLN - 206 



ATTACHMENT 4 

Consultation Meeting Minutes and Submission Received After May 4, 2021 

City of 
Richmond 

Consultation Summary 

Richmond Community Services Advisory Committee (RCSAC) 
Thursday, May 20, 2021 

1 :00 to 2:0 pm 
Via Webex 

Attendees: 
• Stakeholders: Darrell Burnham (Coast Mental Health), Tabitha Geraghty (Chimo Community 

Services), Melissa Irving (Supported Living and Staff Training), Zach Segal (Seniors Advisory 
Committee) 

• City Staff: John Hopkins, Diana Nikolic, Lesley Sherlock, Cody Spencer 

Key Message: 
• Support for the existing LEMR program and the proposed amendments to the LEMR program 

and the Official Community Plan Market Rental Housing Policy. 
• Ensure information about the city's rental housing initiatives are easily accessible. 

o· s 1scuss1on ummarv 

Background Information 

Staff shared: 

• Existing policy and program, and successes and challenges . 

• Proposed policy and program amendments. Proposed amendments are based on the findings of a 
financial feasibility analysis. 

• Next steps . 

Stakeholder Questions 

Stakeholders asked staff to provide information related to the following: 

• The unit types and associated rental rates for LEMR and market rental units . 

• Priority groups that are identified in the Affordable Housing Strategy (and confirmation that seniors are 
represented). 

• Use of cash in lieu funds . 

• How the city's rental housing initiatives compare to those of other municipalities . 

Discussion Comments 

• While the LEMR program complements other city housing initiatives, the city is encouraged to also 
prioritize housing for households with an annual income that is less than $40,000. 

• Two income households may exceed the threshold to be eligible for a LEMR unit. 

• Most LEMR units are located within the city centre and access to transit, medical offices and other 
amenities are appreciated by residents. 

• For individuals with mental health issues, being included and living in a mixed private-ownership/rental 
development assists with their recovery. 

• The city's model of including LEMR units within developments is preferable to a congregate model. 

• Developers sell LEMR units as a package; buying 1 or 2 units is not an option . Purchasing more than 
a couple units is difficult for a non-profit. 

• City-wide application of the LEMR program removes the potential for a NIMBY response . 
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City of 
Richmond 

Consultation Summary 

Attendees: 

Richmond Small Home Builders Group 
Tuesday, May 25, 2021 

11 :00 to 12:00 pm 
Via Webex 

• Stakeholders: Rav Bains (Westmark Development Group), Ajit Dhaliwal (Reliance Real Estate), 
Khalid Hsar (Remax), Raman Kunar (Infinity Living) 

• City Staff: Wayne Craig, John Hopkins, Diana Nikolic, Cody Spencer 

Key Message: 
• Urge the city to reduce parking requirements and support other incentives 
• Support for provisions for in-stream applications 

o· s 1scuss1on ummarv 

Background Information 

Staff shared: 

• Existing policy and program, and successes and challenges . 

• Proposed policy and program amendments. Implementation clarification . Proposed amendments are 
based on the findings of a financial feasibility analysis. 

• Next steps . 

Stakeholder Questions 

Stakeholders asked staff to provide information related to the following : 

• Implementation details . 

• Process to determine density bonusing rates and options . 

• Provisions for in-stream applications . 

• Explanation of existing parking incentives . 

Discussion Comments 

• Proposed amendments to the OCP Market Rental Housing Policy should include incentives and ability 
to vary parking and height. 

• Apply grandfathering provisions, similar to past practice . 

• Will submit a letter representing the group's perspective of the proposed policy and program 
amendments. 
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City of 
Richmond 

- 3 -

Consultation Summary 

Richmond -UDI Liaison Meeting 
Wednesday, May 26, 2021 

12:00 to 1:30 pm 
Via Webex 

Attendees: 
• Stakeholders: Jay Chadha (HA VAN), Jayme Colville (ASPAC), Diana Dilworth (HA VAN), Jeff 

Fisher (UDI), Jesse Galicz (Vanprop), Max Gordichuk (Westgroup), Chris Ho (Polygon), Alec 
Katchu-Marsh (Shape), Cassandra McColman (UDI), Kim Mcinnes (Vanprop), Jenn Millerd 
(Shape Prope1iies), Matthew Nugent (McDonald Commercial), Heather Park (UDI), Stefan Slot 
(Townline), McGregor Wark (Headwater), Dana Westermark (Oris Developments) 

• City Staff: Lloyd Bie, Milton Chan, Wayne Craig, John Hopkins, Diana Nikolic, Venus Ngan, 
Alen Postolka, Joshua Reis, Peter Russell, Cody Spencer, Kirk Taylor, Ivy Wong, 

Key Message: 
• Urge the city to be aggressive with parking reductions. Establish a menu/checklist to guide 

parking relaxations. 
• Certainty is critical for the development community. Concern that, in practice, expectations 

related to amenities and rental housing is greater than outlined in policy. 
• Consider extending in-stream provisions from one year to two years. 

o· 1scuss1on s ummarv 

Background Information 

Staff shared: 

• Existing policy and program, and successes and challenges . 

• Proposed policy and program amendments. Implementation clarification . Proposed amendments are 
based on the findings of a financial feasibility analysis. 

• Next steps . 

Stakeholder Questions 

Stakeholders asked staff to provide information related to the following: 

• Implementation details . 

• Existing incentives and site-specific parking reductions . 

Discussion Comments 

• The city is urged to aggressively reduce parking requirements for rental housing units. Suggest the city 
creates a menu/checklist to guide parking relaxations rather than rely on site-specific studies to 
increase certainty for developers and facilitate early evaluation of project feasibility. 

• Certainty is critical for the development community. Concern that expectations related to amenities, 
rental housing, etc. , is greater than outlined in policy. 

• Suggest that the city revisits the requirement for ownership of on-site energy plants to be transferred to 
LIEC, which will improve financial feasibility for the developer. 

• Suggest in-stream provisions are extended from 1 to at least 2 years . 

• Request clear articulation of LEMR and market rental housing goals in order to evaluate program/policy 
success. 

• Cash in lieu contributions and construction obligations are increasing the cost of market housing . 

• Will submit a letter representing the group's perspective of the proposed policy and program 
amendments. 
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Submission received after May 4, 2021 

n lhul0.2 1 o; 139 -lOi!J.I 

M Atwal, Bal (Avison Young · CA) <bal.a tl'lal@avisonyoung.com> 

Richmond Policy Ch,nge 

To Cra!Q,\' 'll{' 

- 4 -

Gty of Richmond ~rity Wilming: This l!m4il wa~ ~nl r,om an f"xtemal )OlJICe outside !he Gly. PleMe do no l dick or open t1lt11Chrnenl.s unlw you 1t.'C0<Jnilf~ the )OUJCt> of 1hr) Pm.!lil llnd 1he conlenl i.\ Safe. 

Hi Wayne, 

Long time no talk, I hope this email finds you safe and well. I heard a few weeks ago that the City was putting forth recommendations to Council to increase the LEMR component to 15% and add a 10% 

mark•t rtntal compon,nt. I had start•d to draft an , mail to you a coupl• of w••ks ago, but unfortunat•ly got sid•track•d b•fort compl•tlng/stnding. 

I hav. n,v,r b .. n on• to lobby City policy, but as you may know, I hav. don• a lot of businm In Richmond ov,r th• la<t decad,, and f•lt I should off,r my opinion on this propostd policy chang•. 

The City is already constrained by height due to YVR and inability to go deep for underground parking. In addition to that, there are Gty policies that further constrain height in an attempt to create a skyline 
and avoid the cube-look from the sky (a pollcy which 1 don't nt!cl'.!ss;uily agree with}. Increasing the lEMR and adding market rental into the milC is simply not feasible or attractive for developers, unless the 
City can increase the density proportiona tely, which it cannot due to YVR and self·lmposed height constraints. The 0.1 FAR increase for 10% market rental is simply not enough to offset the headache of 
building three different residential types in a max 1S·l6 storey project (even less feasible or attractive on 2.0 FAR sites where height limits are 6·8 storeys), 

I get that the City (and Council) want more affordable housing options in the City Centre. But adding market rental to the mix in a height and density constrained environment will not help create more 
affordable housing, Markel rental should really be a market driven initiative, and realistically, market rental is really not that much more attractive for end users than renting privately owned condos­
unless it's~ pure milrket rent~I building. The re•I objective should be to cre~tc and incent ivizc more •fford•ble housing options, or pure milrkct rcntill buildings. The policy ch•ngcs the City is proposing will 

not accomplish thts• obj•ctivts- it will stifl• dtv•lopm•nt. lncr,as ing LEMR from 10% to 15% and adding 0.1 FAR to the allowabl• d,n,ity -yes, that will work. Adding a 3'' mid,ntial typ• in marktt 

rental to the mix will not. 

I don't claim to have all the right answers today, but I do believe there are better solutions then what the City Is proposing to accomplish their objectives. first and foremost I would consider increasing 

lower density sites in City Centre to maxim um allowable limits under YVR restrictions lie embrace the cube). Then you can better examine and implement the right affordable/rental housing strategies in the 

right areas. If that is not possible, I would recommend increasing the affordable from 10% to 15% and adding 0.1 FAR lo the allowable density. I would eliminate the proposed market rental requirement 

and let market demand dictate its dmlopment. The City's current 100% market rental policy is sufficie nt enough to entice 100% market rental, but could be further enhanced. 

In summary, under the current height limits and allowable densities, asking developers to build 15% affordable and 10% market rental is not attractive, and I don't believe it will generate more 

affordable/market rental inventory. 

I am happy to meet with you and City staff to discuss this in more detail and come up with ideas that would better serve the initiative. My main objective here is lo maintain/increase the in terest of 

developers to build in Richmond. I am less concerned about what happens to pricing- if it goes up or down, it will still cause people to transact. What I am trying to avoid is stagnation, which is not good for 
anyone. 

Look forward to your rtply. 

Bal Atwal', BCom 

Principal I Capital Markets Group 
Investment and Development Properties 

604-647-5090 Mobile 778-889-2707 
bal.atwal@avisonyoung.com I avisonyoung.com 

1055 West Georgia Street, Suite 2900, Vancouver, BC V6E 3P3 Canada 

AVISON Twintr I~ 
YOUNG nokedlo I ""'''"m 
A:,{100 Y01.r19 (ommtl'c.iil FHI Erti~f Str, ':f'J , U' j l~;•I o;K/,imtr 

' fclA1w:J R,...ll r1·.,·"<JVrw;ni.in 
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ATTACHMENT 5 

Highlighted Changes to Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7170 and 9000, Amendment 

Bylaw 10255 (Market Rental and Low End Market Rental Housing Amendments) 

City of 
Richmond 

Bylaw 10255 

Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100 and 9000, 
Amendment Bylaw 10255 

(Market Rental and Low End Market Rental Housing Amendments) 

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

1. Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 9000, as amended, is fmiher amended at Schedule 
1 (Official Community Plan), Section 3.3, Objective 4 [Encourage the development of new 
purpose-built market rental housing units] by: 

6685207 

a) Deleting subsection a) and replacing it with the following: 

"a) support the provision of new market rental housing units and replacement 
market rental housing units, where relevant, and secure all rental units in 
perpetuity by utilizing residential rental tenure zoning, where applicable, one 
or more legal agreements, and/or an alternative approach to the satisfaction of 
the City;"; 

b) Deleting subsections c ), d), e) and f) and replacing them with the following: 

"c) a minimum of 40% of market rental housing units in a development should 
include two or more bedrooms that are suitable for families with children and 
market rental housing units should incorporate basic universal housing 
features; 

d) for new development, city-wide market rental provisions include the 
following: 

• for new development that includes more than 60 apaiiment units, the 
owner shall provide purpose-built market rental housing units in the 
building. The combined habitable space of the market rental housing 
units will comprise at least 10% of the total residential floor area ratio in 
the building and will be secured by utilising residential rental tenure 
zoning, where applicable. The associated density bonus is 0.1 floor area 
ratio above the base density set out in the OCP or Area Plan, which is 
applied to the site; 
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• for new townhouse development with 5 or more townhouse units, and 
for new apartment development with 5 to 60 units: 

o a community amenity contribution may be accepted through a 
rezoning application. Community amenity contributions will 
be collected in the Affordable Housing Reserve Fund and 
calculated on the total residential floor area of the 
development, excluding residential floor area secured as 
affordable housing, as follows: 

for townhouse development: $18.84 per 111
2 ($1.75 per ft2

); 

for apartment development inside of the City Centre Area 
Plan: $37.67 per m2 ($3.50 per ft2

) ; and 
for apartment development outside of the City Centre Area 
Plan: $21.53 per m2 ($2.00 per ft2

); or 
o the owner will provide purpose-built market rental housing 

units in the building. The combined habitable space of the 
market rental housing units will comprise at least 10% of the 
total residential floor area ratio in the building and will be 
secured by utilising residential rental tenure zoning, where 
applicable. The associated density bonus is 0.1 floor area ratio 
above the base density set out in the OCP or Area Plan, which 
is applied to the site; 

o by February 28, 2023 , and then every two years thereafter, the 
community amenity contribution rates are to be revised by 
adding the annual inflation for the preceding two calendar 
years by using the Statistics Canada Vancouver Consumer 
Price Index - All Items inflation rate; with revised rates 
published in a City Bulletin; 

• for new mixed tenure development that provides additional rental 
housing to address community need, the density bonus may be 
increased on a site-specific basis; 

• the secured market rental housing component in the development is 
eligible for the following incentives: 

o reduced parking requirements; and 
o exemption from public at1 and community planning 

contributions; 

e) for new development that provides 100% of the residential use at the site 
as secured market rental housing, the following considerations apply: 

• the following density bonusing provisions may apply: 
o for ground oriented townhouses and wood frame apartment 

(inside or outside of the City Centre Area Plan) : 0.20 FAR 
above the base density set out in the OCP or Area Plan; 

o for concrete buildings (inside or outside) of the City Centre 
Area Plan: 0.25 above the base density set out in the OCP or 
Area Plan; 
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o for new development that provides additional rental housing to 
address community need, the density bonus may be increased 
on a site-specific basis. 

• new developments are subject to the following: 
o priority locations include sites that are located inside of the 

City Centre Area Plan or within the neighbourhood centres 
identified in the OCP. Other locations that are within 400 m of 
a Frequent Transit Network (key transit corridors with higher 
levels of all day demand in both directions) may also be 
considered; 

o developments meet or exceed the city's sustainability 
objectives related to building energy and emissions 
performance; 

o proposed developments demonstrate that they would integrate 
well with the neighbourhood and comply with OCP 
Development Permit Guidelines; 

o community consultation is undertaken. 
• new developments are eligible for the following incentives: 

o reduced parking requirements; 
o exemption from affordable housing requirements in recognition 

of the significant community benefit provided by the market 
rental housing units; 

o exemption from public art and community planning 
contributions; 

o expedited rezoning and development permit application review 
ahead of in-stream applications." 

2. Richmond Official Cmmnunity Plan Bylaw 9000, as amended, is further amended at 
Schedule 1 (Official Co1mnunity Plan), Section 3.6.1 [Aiterial Road Land Use Policy], 
Aiterial Road Townhouse Development Requirements, by inserting the following as a 
new Section 12 and Section 13 under the heading "Additional Density" and renumbering 
the subsequent section accordingly: 

"12. Additional density along arterial roads may also be considered for the 
provision of secured market rental housing units provided that: 
a) the additional density is used for the provision of built market rental 

housing units secured by utilizing residential rental tenure zoning, where 
applicable. The built market rental housing mlits comprise at least 10% of 
the total residential floor area ratio in the development. The associated 
density bonus is 0.1 floor area ratio above the base density, which is 
applied to the site; 

b) the proposed development demonstrates it integrates well with the 
neighbourhood and complies with OCP policies for the provision of 
market rental housing units; 

13 . The secured market rental housing component in a townhouse development is 
eligible for the following incentives: 
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o reduced parking requirements; and 
o exemption from public ait contributions.". 

f¼j Inserting the follo\ving as a new section d) and renumbering the remaining sections 
accordingly: 

"d) for new development, City wide market rental provisions include the 
follO\ving: 

• for ne\V development that includes more than 60 apartment units, the owner 
shall provide purpose built market rental housing units in the building. The 
combined habitable space of the market rental housing units 1.vill comprise at 
least 10% of the total residential floor area ratio in the building by utilising 
residential rental tenure zoning, where applicable. The associated density 
bonus is 0.1 floor area ratio above the base density set out in the OCP or 
Area Plan, 1,vhich is applied to the site. 
• for new tov,rnhouse development with 5 or more townhouse units, and 

for new apartment developments with 5 to 60 units: 
e- a community amenity contribution may be accepted tlu-ough a 

rezoning application. Community amenity contributions will 
be collected in the Affordable Housing Reserve Fund and 
calculated on the total residential floor area of the 
development, excluding residential floor area secured as 
affordable housing, as follows: 
- for townhouse development: $18.84 per m;i ($1.75 per ft;i};-
- for apartment development inside of the City Centre ,,\rea 

Plan: $37.67 per m;i ($3.50 per ft;iy,--aHEl 
- for apartment development outside of the City Centre Area 

Plan: $21.53 per m;i ($2.00 per ft;i)t-er 
e- The owner \Vill provide purpose built market rental housing 

units in the building. The combined habitable space of the 
market rental housing units will comprise at least 10% of the 
total residential floor area ratio in the building by utilising 
residential rental ternH"e zoning, 1.vhere applicable. The associated 
density bonus is 0.1 floor area ratio above the base density set 
out in the OCP or Area Plan, which is applied to the site."; 

e) Deleting the third bullet under fom1er section e) and now renumbered section f); and 
e) Deleting the third bullet under former Section f) and now reIBHnbered Section g) and 

replacing it with the following: 

" • for ne1.v developments that secure 100% of the residential use at the site as 
market rental, e~cemption from all or a portion of the affordable housing 
requirements in recognition of the significant community benefit provided by the 
proposed market rental housing units;". 

3. Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 9000, as amended, is further amended at Schedule 
2.14 (Hamilton Area Plan) by: 
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a) At Section 3.3, Objective 12: Density Bonusing and Community Amenities, Provision 
of Community Amenities at the second bullet under Section a) deleting the words "5% 
of the gross residential floor area of apartment and mixed-use developments with over 
80 units" and replacing them with "10% of the gross residential floor area of apartment 
and mixed-use developments with over 60 units"; 

b) At Section 3 .3, Objective 12: Density Bonusing and Community Amenities, Provision 
of Community Amenities adding the following as a new bullet under subsection a): 

• 
" A density bonus approach will apply to new development that includes 
market rental housing that satisfies the requirements of the OCP market rental housing 
density bonus provisions, over and above that permitted by the development site's 
designation in the Land Use Map."; and 

c) Deleting the notation that is included in the Land Use Map on page 12-4, "The 
densities (in FAR) for each land use designation below are the maximums permitted 
based on the net parcel area and including any density bonus that may be permitted 
under the Plan's policies.", and replacing it with the following text: 

"The densities (in FAR) for each land use designation below are the maximums 
pennitted based on the net parcel area including any density bonus that may be 
pennitted under the Plan's policies, except any density bonus for market rental 
housing in a new development that satisfies the requirements of the OCP market rental 
housing density bonus provisions.". 

4. Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100, as amended, is further amended at Schedule 
2.10 (City Centre Area Plan), Section 4.0 [Implementation & Phasing Strategies] by deleting 
policy 4.1 (n) and replacing it with the following: 

"n) Density Bonusing- Affordable Housing & Market Rental Housing 
The density bonus approach will be used for rezoning applications in the City Centre 
that satisfy the requirements of the: 

• Richmond Affordable Housing Strategy (i.e., permitting use of the CCAP 
Affordable Housing Bonus application to the development site); or 

• OCP market rental housing density bonus provisions (i.e., permitting use of 
additional density, as specified in the OCP, over and above that permitted by 
the development site's CCAP Land Use Map Designation). 

Furthermore, as determined to the satisfaction of the City, the applicable density 
bonus may be increased on a site-specific basis for rezoning applications that 
provide additional affordable housing and/or market rental housing to address 
community need.". 

5. Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100, as amended, is further amended at Schedule 
2.2A (Thompson Area Dover Crossing Sub-Area Plan) by inserting the following footnote on 
the Land Use Map on page 21: 
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"A density bonus approach will apply to new development that includes market rental 
housing that satisfies the requirements of the OCP market rental housing density bonus 
provisions.". 

6. Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100, as amended, is further amended at Schedule 
2.4 (Steveston Area Plan) by inserting the following footnote on the Steveston Village Land 
Use Density and Building Height Map on page 9-69: 

"A density bonus approach will apply to new development that satisfies the requirements of 
the OCP market rental housing density bonus provisions.". 

7. Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100, as amended, is further amended at Schedule 
2.1 0C (McLennan North Sub-Area Plan) by inserting the following footnote on the Land Use 
Map on page 23: 

"A density bonus approach will apply to new development that satisfies the requirements of 
the OCP market rental housing density bonus provisions.". 

8. Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100, as amended, is further amended at Schedule 
2.12 (Bridgeport Area Plan) by inserting the following footnote on the Land Use Map -
Bridgeport on page 27: 

"For area designated Residential Mixed-Use, a density bonus approach will apply to new 
development that satisfies the requirements of the OCP market rental housing density bonus 
provisions.". 

9. This Bylaw may be cited as "Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100 and Bylaw 
9000, Amendment Bylaw 10255". 

6685207 
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City of 
Richmond 

Bylaw 10255 

Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100 and 9000, 
Amendment Bylaw 10255 

(Market Rental and Low End Market Rental Housing Amendments) 

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

1. Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 9000, as amended, is further amended at Schedule 
1 (Official Community Plan), Section 3.3, Objective 4 [Encourage the development of new 
purpose-built market rental housing units] by: 

6688910 

a) Deleting subsection a) and replacing it with the following: 

"a) support the provision of new market rental housing units and replacement 
market rental housing units, where relevant, and secure all rental units in 
perpetuity by utilizing residential rental tenure zoning, where applicable, one 
or more legal agreements, and/or an alternative approach to the satisfaction of 
the City;"; 

b) Deleting subsections c ), d), e) and f) and replacing them with the following: 

"c) a minimum of 40% of market rental housing units in a development should 
include two or more bedrooms that are suitable for families with children and 
market rental housing units should incorporate basic universal housing 
features; 

d) for new development, city-wide market rental provisions include the 
following: 

• for new development that includes more than 60 apartment units, the 
owner shall provide purpose-built market rental housing units in the 
building. The combined habitable space of the market rental housing 
units will comprise at least 10% of the total residential floor area ratio in 
the building and will be secured by utilising residential rental tenure 
zoning, where applicable. The associated density bonus is 0.1 floor area 
ratio above the base density set out in the OCP or Area Plan, which is 
applied to the site; 

• for new townhouse development with 5 or more townhouse units, and 
for new apartment development with 5 to 60 units: 

o a community amenity contribution may be accepted through a 
rezoning application. Community amenity contributions will 
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be collected in the Affordable Housing Reserve Fund and 
calculated on the total residential floor area of the 
development, excluding residential floor area secured as 
affordable housing, as follows: 

for townhouse development: $18.84 per m2 ($1. 7 5 per ft2); 
for apartment development inside of the City Centre Area 
Plan: $37.67 per m2 ($3.50 per ft:2); and 
for apartment development outside of the City Centre Area 
Plan: $21.53 per m2 ($2.00 per ft:2); or 

o the owner will provide purpose-built market rental housing 
units in the building. The combined habitable space of the 
market rental housing units will comprise at least 10% of the 
total residential floor area ratio in the building and will be 
secured by utilising residential rental tenure zoning, where 
applicable. The associated density bonus is 0.1 floor area ratio 
above the base density set out in the OCP or Area Plan, which 
is applied to the site; 

o by February 28, 2023, and then every two years thereafter, the 
community amenity contribution rates are to be revised by 
adding the annual inflation for the preceding two calendar 
years by using the Statistics Canada Vancouver Consumer 
Price Index - All Items inflation rate; with revised rates 
published in a City Bulletin; 

• for new mixed tenure development that provides additional rental 
housing to address community need, the density bonus may be 
increased on a site-specific basis; 

• the secured market rental housing component in the development is 
eligible for the following incentives: 

o reduced parking requirements; and 
o exemption from public art and community planning 

contributions; 

e) for new development that provides 100% of the residential use at the site 
as secured market rental housing, the following considerations apply: 

• 

• 

the following density bonusing provisions may apply: 
o for ground oriented townhouses and wood frame apartment 

(inside or outside of the City Centre Area Plan): 0.20 FAR 
above the base density set out in the OCP or Area Plan; 

o for concrete buildings (inside or outside) of the City Centre 
Area Plan: 0.25 above the base density set out in the OCP or 
Area Plan; 

o for new development that provides additional rental housing to 
address community need, the density bonus may be increased 
on a site-specific basis. 

new developments are subject to the following: 
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o priority locations include sites that are located inside of the 
City Centre Area Plan or within the neighbourhood centres 
identified in the OCP. Other locations that are within 400 m of 
a Frequent Transit Network (key transit corridors with higher 
levels of all day demand in both directions) may also be 
considered; 

o developments meet or exceed the city's sustainability 
objectives related to building energy and emissions 
performance; 

o proposed developments demonstrate that they would integrate 
well with the neighbourhood and comply with OCP 
Development Permit Guidelines; 

o community consultation is undertaken. 
• new developments are eligible for the following incentives: 

o reduced parking requirements; 
o exemption from affordable housing requirements in recognition 

of the significant community benefit provided by the market 
rental housing units; 

o exemption from public art and community planning 
contributions; 

o expedited rezoning and development permit application review 
ahead of in-stream applications." 

2. Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 9000, as amended, is further amended at 
Schedule 1 (Official Community Plan), Section 3.6.1 [Arterial Road Land Use Policy], 
Arterial Road Townhouse Development Requirements, by inserting the following as a 
new Section 12 and Section 13 under the heading "Additional Density" and renumbering 
the subsequent section accordingly: 

"12. Additional density along arterial roads may also be considered for the 
provision of secured market rental housing units provided that: 
a) the additional density is used for the provision of built market rental 

housing units secured by utilizing residential rental tenure zoning, where 
applicable. The built market rental housing units comprise at least 10% of 
the total residential floor area ratio in the development. The associated 
density bonus is 0.1 floor area ratio above the base density, which is 
applied to the site; 

b) the proposed development demonstrates it integrates well with the 
neighbourhood and complies with OCP policies for the provision of 
market rental housing units; 

13. The secured market rental housing component in a townhouse development is 
eligible for the following incentives: 

o reduced parking requirements; and 
o exemption from public art contributions.". 
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3. Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 9000, as amended, is further amended at Schedule 
2.14 (Hamilton Area Plan) by: 

a) At Section 3.3, Objective 12: Density Bonusing and Community Amenities, Provision 
of Community Amenities at the second bullet under Section a) deleting the words "5% 
of the gross residential floor area of apartment and mixed-use developments with over 
80 units" and replacing them with" 10% of the gross residential floor area of apartment 
and mixed-use developments with over 60 units"; 

b) At Section 3.3, Objective 12: Density Bonusing and Community Amenities, Provision 
of Community Amenities adding the following as a new bullet under subsection a): 

" . A density bonus approach will apply to new development that includes 
market rental housing that satisfies the requirements of the OCP market 
rental housing density bonus provisions, over and above that pennitted by 
the development site's designation in the Land Use Map."; and 

c) Deleting the notation that is included in the Land Use Map on page 12-4, "The 
densities (in FAR) for each land use designation below are the maximums permitted 
based on the net parcel area and including any density bonus that may be pennitted 
under the Plan's policies.", and replacing it with the following text: 

"The densities (in FAR) for each land use designation below are the maximums 
permitted based on the net parcel area including any density bonus that may be 
pennitted under the Plan's policies, except any density bonus for market rental 
housing in a new development that satisfies the requirements of the OCP market rental 
housing density bonus provisions.". 

4. Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100, as amended, is further amended at Schedule 
2.10 (City Centre Area Plan), Section 4.0 [Implementation & Phasing Strategies] by deleting 
policy 4.1 (n) and replacing it with the following: 

"n) Density Bonusing- Affordable Housing & Market Rental Housing 
The density bonus approach will be used for rezoning applications in the City Centre 
that satisfy the requirements of the: 

• Richmond Affordable Housing Strategy (i.e. permitting use of the CCAP 
Affordable Housing Bonus application to the development site); or 

• OCP market rental housing density bonus provisions (i.e. permitting use of 
additional density, as specified in the OCP, over and above that permitted by 
the development site's CCAP Land Use Map Designation). 

Furthermore, as determined to the satisfaction of the City, the applicable density 
bonus may be increased on a site-specific basis for rezoning applications that 
provide additional affordable housing and/or market rental housing to address 
community need.". 

5. Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100, as amended, is further amended at Schedule 
2.2A (Thompson Area Dover Crossing Sub-Area Plan) by inserting the following footnote on 
the Land Use Map on page 21: 
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"A density bonus approach will apply to new development that includes market rental 
housing that satisfies the requirements of the OCP market rental housing density bonus 
provisions.". 

6. Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100, as amended, is further amended at Schedule 
2.4 (Steveston Area Plan) by inserting the following footnote on the Steveston Village Land 
Use Density and Building Height Map on page 9-69: 

"A density bonus approach will apply to new development that satisfies the requirements of 
the OCP market rental housing density bonus provisions.". 

7. Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100, as amended, is further amended at Schedule 
2.1 0C (McLennan North Sub-Area Plan) by inserting the following footnote on the Land Use 
Map on page 23: 

"A density bonus approach will apply to new development that satisfies the requirements of 
the OCP market rental housing density bonus provisions.". 

8. Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100, as amended, is further amended at Schedule 
2.12 (Bridgeport Area Plan) by inserting the following footnote on the Land Use Map -
Bridgeport on page 27: 

"For area designated Residential Mixed-Use, a density bonus approach will apply to new 
development that satisfies the requirements of the OCP market rental housing density bonus 
provisions.". 

9. This Bylaw may be cited as "Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100 and Bylaw 
9000, Amendment Bylaw 10255". 

FIRST READING 

PUBLIC HEARING 

SECOND READING 

THIRD READING 

ADOPTED 

MAYOR 
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CITY OF 
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