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Item 4.1

City of Port Moody
Minutes
Transportation Committee
Minutes of the meeting of the Transportation Committee held
on Wednesday, June 17, 2020 via Zoom.
Present

Councillor Steve Milani, Chair
Councillor Hunter Madsen, Vice-Chair
Jim Atkinson
Yolanda Broderick
James Clarke (arrived at 7:08pm)
Darren Hailes
Andrew Hartline
Norbert Haunerland
Lori Holdenried
Jeff McLellan (arrived at 7:11pm)
Nash Milani
Kathleen Nadalin
Emma Owen

Absent

Tim Barton
Stephen Judd – Manager of Infrastructure Engineering
Services
Scott Kirkpatrick (Regrets)
Brian Wong – Constable, Port Moody Police Department
(Regrets)

In Attendance

Shashi Bandara – Project Engineer (re item 4.2)
Jennifer Mills – Committee Coordinator
Jeff Moi – General Manager of Engineering and Operations
Christopher Thompson - Staff Sergeant, Port Moody Police
Department

Call to Order

Transportation Committee
#509910

1.

Call to Order

1.1

The Chair called the meeting to order at 7:01pm.

-1-

June 17, 2020
File: 01-0360-20-06-01/2020
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2.

Adoption of Minutes

2.1

TC20/016
Moved, seconded, and CARRIED
THAT the minutes of the Transportation Committee
meeting held on Wednesday, May 20, 2020 be adopted.

3.

Unfinished Business

4.

New Business

4.1

Presentation: Scott Kirkpatrick, HUB
This item was postponed to the July meeting.

Shoreline Trail
Sanitary Sewer Project
Update

4.2

Presentation: Shashi Bandara, Project Engineer
The Project Engineer gave a presentation on Shoreline Trail
Sanitary Sewer and Trail Upgrades and the following was
noted:







the project includes the replacement of two sanitary
sewers located parallel to the Canadian Pacific railway
tracks and may provide the opportunity to undertake
upgrades to the Shoreline Trail between Alderside
Road and Murray Street;
the project is multi-phased with both sanitary sewers
scheduled for replacement or rehabilitation in the
coming years;
for the project is currently working towards completing
30% designs and funding strategies will be presented
to Council later this year for the design and
construction phases; and
the construction is scheduled to begin in February
2021.

The Project Engineer requested feedback from the Committee
to inform the design of the project and the following was
noted:




Transportation Committee
#509910

the City could work with CP Rail to develop a Traffic
Management Plan for the trail during construction to
ensure the safety of pedestrians and the protection of
infrastructure;
the trails could include more signage to inform users of
alternative routes and trails in the area;

-2-

June 17, 2020
File: 01-0360-20-06-01/2020
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the multiuse pathways cause conflict with users of
different abilities and the creation of separate
commuter and recreational cyclist routes could be
incorporated in the design;
the Shoreline Trail could benefit from providing
connectivity from Trasolini Field to Newport Village;

The General Manager of Engineering and Operations advised
that the implementation of a dedicated cycling lane on Ioco
Road could require moving or widening the entire road to take
advantage of on available land and that steep grades,
environmentally sensitive areas, and coordination with
infrastructure renewal must be considered in the design.
TC20/017
Moved and seconded, and CARRIED
THAT the City review existing painted or separated bike
routes to identify areas where additional separation
between bikes and vehicles could be created.
The General Manager of Engineering and Operations advised
that creating separation between vehicles, pedestrians, and
cyclists can be accomplished through techniques such as
spring loaded bollards, rubber curbs, or elevated bike lanes,
and that each design must consider the financial and
operational impacts.
The Committee noted the following in response:





the bike lane painting could be maintained more
frequently to ensure that bike lanes and symbols are
visible;
the entire bike lane could be painted to ensure it’s
highly visible and identifiable;
the street parking could be removed in some areas to
provide a bike lane; and
the bike lane could be positioned between the parking
lane and the sidewalk to use parked cars as protection
for cyclists and pedestrians.

Yolanda Broderick left the meeting at this point and did not
return.
The Project Engineer left the meeting at this point and did not
return.

Transportation Committee
#509910

-3-

June 17, 2020
File: 01-0360-20-06-01/2020
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Presentation: Jeff Moi, General Manager of Engineering and
Operations
The General Manager of Engineering and Operations gave a
presentation on Accessibility Issues in Walking and Transit
and the following was noted:








the considerations for walkability and accessibility can
include the ease of accessing facilities from transit
stops and the navigational cues and accommodations
on the route for commuters of all ages and abilities;
the improvements undertaken in Port Moody for
walkability and accessibility include installing more rest
places, installing audible pedestrian signals and
locators, increasing pedestrian signal crossing times,
providing pedestrian priority crossing with delayed
vehicle left turn signals, creating driveway slopes that
begin after the crosswalk, upgrading bus stops to be
accessible for wheelchair access, installing tactile
surfaces at transit locations, and upgrading ground
surfaces to smoother materials;
the implementation of raised crosswalks, such as at
Newport Village, create a prominent crosswalk for
pedestrians and eliminate the need for ramps which
creates a safer and more accessible experience for
wheelchair users; and
the normalization of intersections can include the
removal of slip lanes where the reclaimed road can be
repurposed for landscaping or pedestrian areas.

The General Manager of Engineering and Operations
requested feedback from the Committee and the following
was noted:







Transportation Committee
#509910

the intersections at Ioco Road and Guildford Way, Ioco
Road and Murray Street, and Ioco and Ungless Way
were noted as intersections that should be considered
from a traffic safety and accessibility point of view;
the Engineering staff and Council could participate in
an Accessibility Workshop to help inform accessibility
planning in public infrastructure;
the connectivity from the Port Moody SkyTrain stations
to shopping areas should be reviewed for accessibility
improvement opportunities;
the installation of continuous lighting along pathways
could provide users with more comfort;
the implementation of scrambled crosswalks could be
reviewed;

-4-

June 17, 2020
File: 01-0360-20-06-01/2020
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the intersections with setback crosswalks could be
reviewed to ensure pedestrians are as visible as
possible;

TC20/018
Moved, seconded, and CARRIED
THAT the meeting be extended for up to 30 minutes.






the sidewalks in some areas of the City require
upgrading and widening;
the bus stop locations at Sutter Brook and Newport
Village could reviewed to determine if there is an
opportunity for relocation closer to store fronts;
the reduction in speed to 15 or 20 km/hr in Newport
Village and Suter Brook Village could be reviewed;
the St. Johns Street redesign offers the opportunity for
a traffic redesign to ensure the utmost safety for
pedestrians, cyclist, and vehicles; and
the connectivity from Moody Centre Station to the West
Coast Express could be improved.

The General Manager of Engineering and Operations noted
the following in response to Committee members’ comments:






Transportation Committee
#509910

the implementation of scrambled crosswalks in
locations without high pedestrian and low vehicle use
can lead to increased traffic delays;
the physical design of each intersection effects
pedestrian safety and the crosswalk location;
the Official Community Plan and Master Transportation
Plan identifies some pedestrian network improvements
for future development which are considered in
development applications; and
the long-term vision for the Murray Street area includes
transportation of all modes and capital funding
programs may be available from TransLink to support
such City improvements.

-5-

June 17, 2020
File: 01-0360-20-06-01/2020
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5.

Information

5.1

Verbal Report: Jeff Moi, General Manager of Engineering and
Operations
The General Manager of Engineering and Operations
provided an update and the following was noted:





the Slow Zones report from the Transportation
Committee related to road reallocation and pedestrian
prioritization is scheduled for the June 23, 2020
Council Meeting;
the implementation of a slow zone on Alderside Road
has created a local traffic only zone and was prioritized
due to its heavy active transportation use; and
the City has implemented automatic pedestrian
crossing signals at 17 intersections throughout
Port Moody which are operational between 7am and
9pm.

6.

Adjournment

6.1

The Chair adjourned the meeting at 9:30pm.

Councillor Steve Milani,
Chair

Transportation Committee
#509910

-6-

Jennifer Mills,
Committee Coordinator

June 17, 2020
File: 01-0360-20-06-01/2020
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Jeff Moi
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Mayor Rob Vagramov
June-30-20 4:00 PM
Jason Ashfield
Council; Jeff Moi
Re: Chineside Traffic Concerns

Hi Jason, thank you for your email about the traffic concerns you raise.
At this stage, you have met with our Staff-led traffic working group, and I have confirmed that our Staff are
indeed working on their formal response to your presentation.
You will be contacted in the coming days by Staff.
Our Staff work within policies established by City Council, so if their response does not adequately address
your concerns, please do reach out and my office will escalate this issue to our Citizen-led Transportation
Committee. This committee - chaired by Councillor Steve Milani - is made up of everyday residents who make
recommendations to City Council.
Thanks again for writing in! I am standing by for next steps, should they be necessary.
- Mayor Rob
City of Port Moody
facebook.com/PomoRob

mayor@portmoody.ca
778 898 0ROB (0762)

On Jun 30, 2020, at 11:55 AM, Jason Ashfield FIPPA s. 22

> wrote:

Hello members Port Moody Council and Jeff Moi, General Manager of Engineering &
Operations for the city,
I am following up again today regarding my previously expressed concerns of excessive
speeding and the lack of traffic calming measures along Moray in the Chineside area. It has
been approximately 1 week since the Traffic Review and Coordination working group meeting,
and we have noticed that the Police were in the neighbourhood monitoring traffic and issuing
warnings / tickets to speeders in the morning / early afternoon on a couple of occasions since
that meeting. This intervention and the effort on the part of the Police is greatly appreciated
and can be a part of addressing the issue. There were clearly some drivers who made an
attempt to drive at the speed limit during these times, which was easy to discern as the traffic
speed along Moray is usually much faster.
Unfortunately, this measure has not had a substantial or lasting effect. As a commuting
corridor, the traffic in Chineside is heaviest and most dangerous during rush hours (4-7 pm). I
understand that monitoring traffic during these hours may not align with the working
1
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schedules of officers, however that is all the more reason why much more aside from Police
monitoring needs to be done. A substantial re-education effort will be required to calm traffic
and alert drivers that they will need to apply brakes as they drive down the hill to adhere to the
speed limit in the residential neighbourhood, and to alert drivers turning off of Saint John's that
they are entering a residential neighbourhood and cannot accelerate towards 100 km/h going
up the hill (yes, this is occurring on a daily basis). As I write this letter to you this morning, it
does not seem as though the Police are here to monitor traffic as we are observing drivers
continuing to speed excessively up and down the street. Let us not believe that we have
effected any lasting change to this point or that we have addressed the issue satisfactorily.
I realize that it is entirely possible that it was decided at the meeting to enact a number of
reasonable and easy traffic calming measures such as solar speed reader signs, signage directly
painted on the road (like in Ioco), and a crosswalk with a light with the consideration of adding
a stop sign. However, my point is that I would never know because there seems to be an issue
with communication and accountability. This lack of communication and accountability
continues to be a point of frustration for the neighbourhood on this issue and we are feeling
disrespected by the attitude and actions of those who are supposed to be helping us to deal
with this issue. Prior to beginning to advocate for change in the City's approach to speed
enforcement in the area, I had numerous conversations with neighbours in the area who said,
"you can complain, but all they will do is send the Police to sit on the corner for a couple of
days and then nothing further will be done." Issues with lack of communication and follow
through have been my experience from the outset in dealing with the city Engineering
department, and I specifically requested directly in writing to City Engineering staff that
someone follow up with me after last week's meeting. I also had a number of you from council
reach out to me by phone over the past few weeks, which I greatly appreciated, and I was told
by more than one of you that Jeff Moi would likely reach out to me before the meeting and
that certainly someone for City Engineering would be following u[ with me after the meeting.
That has not happened. I find myself seriously questioning if I were not reaching out today,
whether I would have ever heard from anyone at all and whether this issue would have
continued to receive proper attention?
Therefore, I will request again, would someone please be able to follow up with me in a
timely manner regarding last week's meeting of the Traffic Review and Coordination working
group? I would like to know what measures were discussed and adopted by the group, and
would like to understand the strategy to calm traffic in the area going forward. This is
important to us as homeowners and residents in the area, as we need to be informed of the
process to determine whether the actions proposed are sufficient or whether we as a
neighbourhood will need to go to the Traffic Review Board to appeal for effective measures to
be enacted.
Thank you, and I would appreciate better accountability and communication going forward,
Jason Ashfield
Port Moody resident
FIPPA s. 22

2
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From: Jason Ashfield
Sent: June 17, 2020 10:03 PM
To: council@portmoody.ca <council@portmoody.ca>; jmoi@portmoody.ca <jmoi@portmoody.ca>
Subject: Chineside Traffic Concerns

Dear esteemed members of the Port Moody City Council,
I am reaching out to you because I would like to bring to your attention an issue in my
neighbourhood and to enlist your assistance with it. I am a home owner in the Chineside
neighbourhood of Port Moody (approximately a 1/2 of a kilometer South of St. John's along
Moray Street before you reach Coquitlam). As I have gotten to know the neighbourhood, I have
noticed that traffic excessively speeds up and down the hill with no regard to posted speed
limits (30 km/h) in this area. This is without a doubt a busy corridor for those travelling to and
from Coquitlam. However, I have learned through conversations with my neighbours that
excessive speeding has been an ongoing issue, and many of my fellow residents are angry at
the lack of a coordinated or effective response by city staff to address this problem. It is to ask
for your help with this issue that I write to you today.
Approximately a month ago I contacted the Port Moody Police regarding the issue, and they
advised that I contact the Bylaw office. Upon contacting the Bylaw office, I was directed to Vinh
Chung in City Engineering. I sent an email to him outlining what I felt were major safety
concerns with traffic in the area for which I received no initial response. I needed to follow up
with this person a week later to simply request that they acknowledge and reply to my email,
though they did reply and say that they had brought my concerns to the Traffic Review and
Coordination working group. However, in my view no immediate or effective ways of
addressing this issue were proposed, nor did there seem to be any inclination to adopt or
consider any traffic calming measures (the current entirety of traffic calming measures in place
consist of one speed limit sign going in each direction along the entire 1/2 kilometer stretch of
residential road). I felt largely dismissed and unheard through this process. Their stance seems
to be that nothing can be done as this is an emergency route, the hill has a grade, there is no
lamp post on which to affix a speed reader board, there is not enough traffic for a cross walk
etc. As residents in the area observe drivers regularly speed up and down the hill at speeds of
over 70km/h, the response has been "to request Coquitlam Speed Watch to conduct a speed
watch to reduce speed over time..." This is a volunteer organization that is currently not
operating due to Covid, with a long backlog and whose monitoring is non-binding. A further
suggestion was that perhaps the speed limit should be increased to 50 km/h (on a road within
and leading to a residential neighbourhood in Coquitlam). I find this to be completely
unacceptable as a response and I have since followed up with a list of questions and concerns
for the next meeting of the Traffic Review and Coordination working group.
Today I reached out to council and was pleased that Councilwoman Meghan Lahti responded
quickly to my phone call and advised that I write this letter. I was seeking advice on how to best
approach advocating in this situation, as I am not well versed in city administration. Meghan
was helpful in not only empathizing with the situation, but also reassuring me that much more
could be done to resolve the situation. I also learned that Steve Milani was a part of the
Traffic Review and Coordination working group, so I would appreciate a follow up from him as
well as an opportunity to participate in a meeting of the group. I would also invite any of you to
3

TC - Agenda - 2020 07 22
12
Item 4.1a
the neighbourhood to personally observe the lack of speed calming measures and the resultant
reckless speeding in our community .
Following my signature to this email I will outline the concerns, questions and possible
solutions that I ask be addressed and considered in resolving this issue. My hope is that the lack
of response to the issue in the past has been the result of a lack of tracking of the issue through
the process, and I am dedicated to facilitating that tracking on behalf of my community. I
assure you that this is a real issue, and that my voice represents the broader voice of the
neighbourhood. We would like our neighbourhood streets to be safe for our children. I trust
that you feel the same about your neighbourhoods, and being a safe place for families is what
makes Port Moody a great place to live.
Thank you for reading my letter and taking it in to consideration. I appreciate your efforts as a
council.
Sincerely,
Jason Ashfield
Port Moody resident
FIPPA s. 22

Here, in brief, are some measures, questions, solutions etc. that I have asked be addressed:
1) Why has it not been considered to put in a stop sign- either at Portview and Moray or at
Pinda and Moray? This is the clearest way to calm traffic.
2) Why are we not asking our own police to set up a speed trap in the area to make motorists
aware of the law and why are we not taking our own more immediate measures to gather data
on traffic speed (this second point is an excellent one that was raised by Councilwoman Lahti).
3) Why are we not being more creative and proactive about increasing signage? For example, a
solar speed board? 1 sign going each way along a heavily trafficked 1/2 kilometer stretch of
residential road is clearly insufficient to calm traffic.
4) With the heavy speeding and number of people crossing the road, it should be strongly
considered to add a marked crosswalk in the area. There is no marked cross walk in the entire
section of the road along Moray in Port Moody.
5) Why is there no effort to look at the situation holistically? Despite isolated considerations we
can look at Thermal and Gatensbery and see that there are clear and multiple traffic calming
measures which are effective. Along Moray in Port Moody there are few to none, resulting in
speeding traffic.
6) There are already measures that increase traffic in to Chineside (an advanced green light
turning off of St. John's) and multiple future developments in the area that will increase traffic.
Why is this not being counterbalanced with traffic calming measures in the area?
4
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7) It has come to my attention that a youth has already been struck by a motor vehicle while
crossing the street at Moray at Pinda in the past 2 years. Even though city engineering staff
concluded, after monitoring the intersection for 8 hours on one day, that there was not enough
foot traffic for a marked cross walk, it remains a large issue that members of our community
still do not have a safe way of crossing the street.
This response is provided by Mayor Rob and may not reflect the City of Port Moody's official position
or that of Council.

5
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Jeff Moi
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Vinh Chung
July-06-20 3:57 PM
FIPPA s. 22
Stephanie Ivall; Tim Savoie; Jeff Moi; Stephen Judd
RE: Chineside Traffic Concerns

Hi Jason,
I am following up with Jeff’s email to answer the questions you asked below.
1. Why has it not been considered to put in a stop sign- either at Portview and Moray or at Pinda and

Moray? This is the clearest way to calm traffic.
The City follows the Transportation of Association of Canada (TAC) guidelines when designing and implementing
traffic control devices on our roadways. We take particular care around crosswalks and stop signs as installing
them when they are not warranted for the location can cause more safety and operational issues than they
resolve – at both specific locations and across the City. For example, if a stop sign is installed where there are
very low amounts of crossing traffic that would require a driver to stop per the sign, drivers can become
complacent to the sign over time and become used to just driving through. This can be a significant safety issue
when an occasional vehicle or pedestrian enters the intersection and drivers are used to not watching for
them. Further, if you can imagine a situation where we have stop signs in areas where they are not warranted
in many locations along a road or throughout the City, drivers may become complacent to stop signs in general
and reduce compliance at the stop signs where they are very much necessary. We do not use stop signs as
traffic calming devices for this reason. I can confirm that we have reviewed this location for the TAC warrant
criteria and a stop-controlled intersection is not warranted here.
2. Why are we not asking our own police to set up a speed trap in the area to make motorists aware of

the law and why are we not taking our own more immediate measures to gather data on traffic speed
(this second point is an excellent one that was raised by Councilwoman Lahti).
PMPD has been attending this location to conduct enforcement and have added this to their patrol routes as
resources permit. Also, the speed trailer has also been employed to capture the speeds of vehicles coming
down the hill. We will review the speed data at TRAC when it becomes available. You mentioned why the City
was not collecting speed data on Moray Street. However, this was discussed during our phone discussion.
Currently, on Moray Street, there is no City-owned infrastructure to mount a radar or speed reader boards as
the poles belong to BC Hydro. PMPD did try to mount the black cat radar on one of the poles in the past and
was issued a warning by BC Hydro staff not to do it again unless permission is given. Before the pandemic, I was
requesting quotes from consultants to conduct speed collections in and around the City. However, both
equipment has limitations; pneumatic tubes do not accurately count vehicle volume or speed on grades greater
than 5-6% due to slippage. For radar, we do not have the infrastructure to mount it. Luckily, PMPD has been
able to position the speed trailer on Moray downhill as an alternative.

3. Why are we not being more creative and proactive about increasing signage? For example, a solar
speed board? 1 sign going each way along a heavily trafficked 1/2 kilometer stretch of residential road
is clearly insufficient to calm traffic.

1
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As mentioned above, there is currently no City-owned infrastructure and there are only BC Hydro poles along
the east boulevard. Police at one time tried to install a speed device to collect data but was informed by BC
Hydro that the poles are private property and are not permitted to install or put anything without prior
permission. As an alternative, we are proposing to install a new 30 km/hr sign on a pole approximately halfway
down between Brookmount Drive and St. Johns Street. Along with the new speed sign, we will be attaching a
lidar rectangular flashing device that turns on when vehicle speed are captured above 30 km/hr. The device is
similar to a speed reader board but will only have flashing lights. I noticed that the existing 30 km/hr signs have
overgrown hedges so I will create a work order to have these trimmed back to improve visibility. Further, if you
check the number of speed limit signs on Thermal Drive in Coquitlam compared to the number of speed limit
signs on Moray Street, by length of road, they are roughly similar.
Thermal Drive – approximately 1.6 km in road length, southbound toward Como Lake 4 speed limit signs or 1
per 400 metres, and northbound toward Port Moody 5 speed limit signs or 1 per 320 metres
Moray Drive – is 396 metres in road length, southbound toward Coquitlam 1 speed limit sign, and northbound
to St. Johns Street 1 speed limit sign. There is an additional posted speed limit sign on a BC hydro pole mid-way
northbound between Portview and Pinda. Therefore, northbound is about 1 posted speed limit per 198 metres.

4. With the heavy speeding and number of people crossing the road, it should be strongly considered to
add a marked crosswalk in the area. There is no marked cross walk in the entire section of the road
along Moray in Port Moody.
We completed a crosswalk warrant and safety review in September 2019 that included Pinda Drive and Moray
Street intersection. The data was collecting while school was still in session, therefore, providing relevant data
that reflects normal traffic operations on a given day. The number of pedestrians that crossed was low and did
not meet TAC’s requirements to implement a marked crosswalk or needed further improvements. Under the
Motor Vehicle Act, this is considered an unmarked crosswalk and required pedestrians to yield to oncoming
traffic before proceeding.
We are careful in reviewing requests for installing crosswalks in the City. Referencing the Ministry of
Transportation and Infrastrastructure (MoTI) Pedestrian Crossing Control Manual for British Columbia (1994)
and TAC Pedestrian Crossing Control Guide (2012), we used these guidelines and common practices during our
review process. At Moray and Pinda, installing a crosswalk where it is unwarranted can have adverse effects
similar to changing this intersection to stop-controlled. There is an alternative crossing opportunity at Moray
and St. Johns. The intersection already has a marked crosswalk with a pedestrian signal head that counts down,
informing you of the remaining crossing time. Further, “Traffic Control for Pedestrian Crossings and Near
Schools and Playgrounds” policy specifically requires that pedestrian crossings be installed in accordance with
such guidelines.

5. Why is there no effort to look at the situation holistically? Despite isolated considerations we can look
at Thermal and Gatensbery and see that there are clear and multiple traffic calming measures which
are effective. Along Moray in Port Moody there are few to none, resulting in speeding traffic.
Moray Street will be reviewed holistically for future improvements. In the meantime, the City will be completing
paving works on Moray Street this summer. During the same time, we will be looking to potentially altering the
parking along the east curb lane. In addition, the development beside the Dairy Queen will be redesigning the
Moray Place intersection to provide better traffic flow for motorists accessing Shoppers Drug Mart and for
residents returning to the development once it is complete. There will also be a protected-permitted right
arrow installed that will turn on for the northbound traffic turning right when the westbound left turn signal is
on to reduce congestion and backup on Moray Street.

2
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6. There are already measures that increase traffic in to Chineside (an advanced green light turning off of
St. John's) and multiple future developments in the area that will increase traffic. Why is this not being
counterbalanced with traffic calming measures in the area?
See 5.
7. It has come to my attention that a youth has already been struck by a motor vehicle while crossing the

street at Moray at Pinda in the past 2 years. Even though city engineering staff concluded, after
monitoring the intersection for 8 hours on one day, that there was not enough foot traffic for a
marked cross walk, it remains a large issue that members of our community still do not have a safe
way of crossing the street.
The incident involving the youth being struck by a vehicle was discussed at our meeting. If you would like to
know the specific details of the report, you can request it through the Freedom of Information Act with PMPD.
As an alternative crossing at Pinda Drive, there is a marked crosswalk at Moray Street and St. Johns Street
intersection. The pedestrian signal head, along with traffic lights, will provide safer crossing opportunities.
Engineering is currently working with a consultant to design plans for additional traffic signal heads and
improved the street lighting at this intersection to increase the visibility of pedestrians crossing.
I hope this information is helpful. Thanks.
Vinh Chung GradTech
Transportation Engineering Technologist | Engineering | City of Port Moody
604-469-4757 (t) 604-469-4530 (f)
vchung@portmoody.ca | www.portmoody.ca

From: Jeff Moi
Sent: June-30-20 4:26 PM
To: FIPPA s. 22
Cc: Stephanie Ivall <sivall@portmoody.ca>; Tim Savoie <TSavoie@portmoody.ca>; Vinh Chung
<vchung@portmoody.ca>
Subject: RE: Chineside Traffic Concerns
Hi Jason, I’m sorry for the delay in responding to your email. Today, we received another email from you expressing
concern with this delay and I can confirm that last Wednesday the City’s Traffic Review and Coordination Group (TRAC)
met to discuss this issue – Unfortunately, I have been busy with several priorities and wasn’t able to respond before
now.
Your concern was brought to the Traffic Review and Coordination Working Group meeting on June 24th. Along with Port
Moody Police, we discussed potential options to address speeding concerns while considering the other challenges that
currently exist on Moray Street.
As Vinh mentioned in previous correspondence with you, Moray Street is a collector route with two travel lanes with
parking along the southbound curb lane. With the existing grade of approximately 14%, we do not install traffic calming
devices on streets this steep in accordance with national guidelines that suggests speed humps should not be installed
on streets over 5-8% grade. A key reason speed humps are not installed on steep street is that it can have an adverse
effect on traffic and road maintenance operations where safety risk may actually be increased than lowered (for
example it can cause loss of traction and snow clearing issues). Further, on arterial and collector roads, emergency
response time can be slowed due to vehicles needing to go over the speed humps.

3
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Given the challenges above and other issues that I understand Vinh had shared with you, TRAC discussed several
options and will be investigating options for improvements on Moray, the improvements we are considering include:
- Review if we can add street parking in any areas where it is currently banned. If portions of current no parking
zones were to be amended to allow parking, we can narrow the road and also create visual friction. Creating
visual friction by using parked vehicles can create a similar effect as traffic calming to slow vehicles coming
down the hill by simulating a narrow roadway.
- Review potential to install a solar powered flashing yellow sign speed sign reinforcement device on a pilot
basis. While we do not have streetlight poles sufficient to support a speed reader board, we may be able to
affix a smaller radar activated device to a speed limit sign on a small sign post. The device would flash if drivers
are exceeding the posted speed limit by a preset amount.
- Request additional PMPD enforcement, and location of a speed reader board trailer or Tri-Cities Speed Watch
when they are reactivated.
In addition, as part of the pavement rehabilitation program, we will be repaving a large portion of Moray Street this
year. Some new traffic marking changes will be made near St. Johns Street in coordination with development projects
in the area. With the above noted parking review, we will review if there are any changes that we can make during the
repaving and repainting process to help improve traffic operations on Moray.
At this time, we do need to do further investigation and design before we can confirm any of the above changes for
Moray. Right now, the initiatives we are looking at are ones that can be done under existing operational budgets or in
coordination with projects we already have underway. As you may appreciate, more significant changes to the street
can have significant costs involved and could require more time to plan and budget for.
You have included a list of questions in your previous email that require more detailed response and I’ve asked Vinh to
reply directly to you with answers. I hope this information helps and we will provide an update as soon as we have
reviewed the above in more detail. If you have any questions in the meantime, let me know.
Regards,
Jeff Moi, P.Eng., PMP
General Manager, Engineering & Operations, City of Port Moody
604-469-4700 (t) 604-469-4530 (f)
jmoi@portmoody.ca | www.portmoody.ca

From: Jason Ashfield <FIPPA s. 22
>
Date: June 17, 2020 at 7:03:28 PM PDT
To: Council <council@portmoody.ca>, Jeff Moi <jmoi@portmoody.ca>
Subject: Chineside Traffic Concerns
Dear esteemed members of the Port Moody City Council,
I am reaching out to you because I would like to bring to your attention an issue in my
neighbourhood and to enlist your assistance with it. I am a home owner in the Chineside
neighbourhood of Port Moody (approximately a 1/2 of a kilometer South of St. John's along
Moray Street before you reach Coquitlam). As I have gotten to know the neighbourhood, I have
noticed that traffic excessively speeds up and down the hill with no regard to posted speed
limits (30 km/h) in this area. This is without a doubt a busy corridor for those travelling to and
from Coquitlam. However, I have learned through conversations with my neighbours that
4
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excessive speeding has been an ongoing issue, and many of my fellow residents are angry at
the lack of a coordinated or effective response by city staff to address this problem. It is to ask
for your help with this issue that I write to you today.
Approximately a month ago I contacted the Port Moody Police regarding the issue, and they
advised that I contact the Bylaw office. Upon contacting the Bylaw office, I was directed to Vinh
Chung in City Engineering. I sent an email to him outlining what I felt were major safety
concerns with traffic in the area for which I received no initial response. I needed to follow up
with this person a week later to simply request that they acknowledge and reply to my email,
though they did reply and say that they had brought my concerns to the Traffic Review and
Coordination working group. However, in my view no immediate or effective ways of
addressing this issue were proposed, nor did there seem to be any inclination to adopt or
consider any traffic calming measures (the current entirety of traffic calming measures in place
consist of one speed limit sign going in each direction along the entire 1/2 kilometer stretch of
residential road). I felt largely dismissed and unheard through this process. Their stance seems
to be that nothing can be done as this is an emergency route, the hill has a grade, there is no
lamp post on which to affix a speed reader board, there is not enough traffic for a cross walk
etc. As residents in the area observe drivers regularly speed up and down the hill at speeds of
over 70km/h, the response has been "to request Coquitlam Speed Watch to conduct a speed
watch to reduce speed over time..." This is a volunteer organization that is currently not
operating due to Covid, with a long backlog and whose monitoring is non-binding. A further
suggestion was that perhaps the speed limit should be increased to 50 km/h (on a road within
and leading to a residential neighbourhood in Coquitlam). I find this to be completely
unacceptable as a response and I have since followed up with a list of questions and concerns
for the next meeting of the Traffic Review and Coordination working group.
Today I reached out to council and was pleased that Councilwoman Meghan Lahti responded
quickly to my phone call and advised that I write this letter. I was seeking advice on how to best
approach advocating in this situation, as I am not well versed in city administration. Meghan
was helpful in not only empathizing with the situation, but also reassuring me that much more
could be done to resolve the situation. I also learned that Steve Milani was a part of the
Traffic Review and Coordination working group, so I would appreciate a follow up from him as
well as an opportunity to participate in a meeting of the group. I would also invite any of you to
the neighbourhood to personally observe the lack of speed calming measures and the resultant
reckless speeding in our community .
Following my signature to this email I will outline the concerns, questions and possible
solutions that I ask be addressed and considered in resolving this issue. My hope is that the lack
of response to the issue in the past has been the result of a lack of tracking of the issue through
the process, and I am dedicated to facilitating that tracking on behalf of my community. I
assure you that this is a real issue, and that my voice represents the broader voice of the
neighbourhood. We would like our neighbourhood streets to be safe for our children. I trust
that you feel the same about your neighbourhoods, and being a safe place for families is what
makes Port Moody a great place to live.

5

TC - Agenda - 2020 07 22
20
Item 4.1b
Thank you for reading my letter and taking it in to consideration. I appreciate your efforts as a
council.
Sincerely,
Jason Ashfield
Port Moody resident
FIPPA s. 22

Here, in brief, are some measures, questions, solutions etc. that I have asked be addressed:
1) Why has it not been considered to put in a stop sign- either at Portview and Moray or at
Pinda and Moray? This is the clearest way to calm traffic.
2) Why are we not asking our own police to set up a speed trap in the area to make motorists
aware of the law and why are we not taking our own more immediate measures to gather data
on traffic speed (this second point is an excellent one that was raised by Councilwoman Lahti).
3) Why are we not being more creative and proactive about increasing signage? For example, a
solar speed board? 1 sign going each way along a heavily trafficked 1/2 kilometer stretch of
residential road is clearly insufficient to calm traffic.
4) With the heavy speeding and number of people crossing the road, it should be strongly
considered to add a marked crosswalk in the area. There is no marked cross walk in the entire
section of the road along Moray in Port Moody.
5) Why is there no effort to look at the situation holistically? Despite isolated considerations we
can look at Thermal and Gatensbery and see that there are clear and multiple traffic calming
measures which are effective. Along Moray in Port Moody there are few to none, resulting in
speeding traffic.
6) There are already measures that increase traffic in to Chineside (an advanced green light
turning off of St. John's) and multiple future developments in the area that will increase traffic.
Why is this not being counterbalanced with traffic calming measures in the area?
7) It has come to my attention that a youth has already been struck by a motor vehicle while
crossing the street at Moray at Pinda in the past 2 years. Even though city engineering staff
concluded, after monitoring the intersection for 8 hours on one day, that there was not enough
foot traffic for a marked cross walk, it remains a large issue that members of our community
still do not have a safe way of crossing the street.

6
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Sustainability Report Card
2020 Review
Civic Committees Review

Photo: Joep Olthuis

Purpose and Use

1
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Purpose of the Report Card
• Acknowledge that developers, builders, designers, etc. have an important
role in creating sustainable communities
• Focus on sustainable design principles
• Requirement for rezoning, development permit, and heritage alteration
permit applications
• Identifies performance measures based on community sustainability values
• Intended to be a summary of overall project sustainability
• Integrated with other development approval requirements

3

Port Moody Sustainability Pillars

Environmental

Social

Cultural

Economic

• Environmental
sustainability
aims to improve
and maintain
ecosystem
benefits through
the protection of
natural capital
(e.g. land, air,
water, minerals
etc.).

• Social
sustainability
aims to create
places that
promote
wellbeing, by
understanding
what people
need from the
places they live,
work, and play

• Cultural
sustainability
focuses on
maintaining
cultural beliefs,
cultural
practices,
heritage
conservation,
and culture as its
own entity.

• Economic
sustainability
focuses on
improving social
equality,
supporting longterm economic
growth and
improving the
standard of
living.
4

2

TC - Agenda - 2020 07 22

23

Item 4.2a

Use of the Sustainability Report Card
1. Applicant completes a report card for the
type of project and submits to the City
Planner
2. Planner reviews the report card and
forwards to staff in various departments for
feedback
3. Planner determines preliminary score and
discusses this with applicant and other staff
4. Opportunity for applicant to improve score
5. Final score is determined by Planner
6. Copy of report card and score is submitted
to Community Planning Advisory Committee
and Council with the application details
5

Background and Process

3
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Evolution of the Report Card
• Sustainability Checklist adopted in 2008
• Updated the Checklist in 2016, resulting in a new format and
renamed the Sustainability Report Card
• Report Card reviewed by civic committees
• Council approved Sustainability Report Card in 2017
• Used for several years by development applicants, City staff,
Council, and Community Planning Advisory Committee
April 2020 Council passed a motion that the Sustainability Report Card be
referred to all civic committees for their review and comments on relevant
sections
7

Continuous Improvement
The Report Card is expected to
adapt with:
• New and updated requirements
• Shifting community and City priorities
• Applicant and staff experience
• Changes in development approval
process

Staff have undertaken several
reviews of the Report Card
since 2008 and will continue to
monitor the effectiveness and
use of the Report Card that
may inform periodic updates
and revisions.

8
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2020 Report Card Review Process
June/July 2020

Committee
Review of
Report Card

August 2020

August 2020

Fall 2020

Staff review
of Report
Card

Feedback
incorporated
into draft
Report Card

Present
draft Report
Card to
Council

9

What We’ve Heard So Far

5
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Concerns Expressed – Development Applicants & Planners
• Fairness and accuracy of scoring and weighting
• Reflection of current policy e.g. some initiatives are now
requirements
• Confusion on how to fill out the report card, leading to additional
time for applicants and city staff
• Difficult format to continuously update based on new policies
• Confusion on what measures should be recorded under each pillar
• Unclear objectives of the Report Card and follow up on
commitments
• Unclear on expectations of a “passing” score
11

Suggestions Provided – Development Applicants & Planners
• Provide examples of an “ideal” completed Report Card
• Alternative grading system such as N = needs improvement, E =
excellent, M = meets expectations
• Simplify question format to be “Yes/No”
• Remove initiatives that are now required
• Review and revise, if necessary, points assigned and reporting of
overall scores
• Have the report card auto-calculate the scores

12

6
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Committee Feedback

Committee Role
Participate in the Report Card
Review as:
• Special interest group
• Subject matter expert
• Providing guidance and
feedback on:
• Community priorities
• Ease of use and comprehension
• Relevancy
14

7
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Environmental Sustainability Section Overview
• Protecting and enhancing environmentally sensitive areas and the
urban forest
• Providing habitat for species and wildlife and reducing impacts
such as light pollution
• Supporting the improvement of air quality by encouraging active
and low-carbon mobility
• Providing stormwater retention, evaporation and groundwater
protection in addition to potable water conservation
• Incorporating energy efficient design through energy systems,
envelope improvements, and green building certifications
15

Economic Sustainability Section Overview
• Increasing long-term employment on a variety of land uses
• Supporting the use of low-carbon mobility to increase accessibility
to nearby shops and services
• Increasing intensive use of land for employment purposes
• Providing a regional destination that attracts tourism
• Redevelopment of previously developed land that may be
potentially contaminated (brownfield sites)

16
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Social Sustainability Section Overview
• Providing accessible, adaptable housing units
• Minimizing shadowing and privacy impacts to nearby areas
• Incorporating a diverse mix of site uses, including different, flexible
housing types on the site
• Ensuring affordable housing and embedding crime prevention design
• Building public and private amenities (e.g. green space, child care
facility etc.)
• Providing urban vitalization by involving affected nearby land
owners/occupants
• Education and awareness of sustainable features
17

Cultural Sustainability Section Overview
• Integrating and increasing the number of and access to public art
• Encouraging creative design that supports culture
• Incorporating heritage value through design, conservation,
restoration, and rehabilitation
• Reuse and salvage of materials and artifacts with historical value
or authenticity
• Creating space for creativity in the arts (e.g. art studio, dance
space, live-work units etc.)
• Increasing street beautification beyond minimum City
requirements
18
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What we’d like from you
Your feedback will inform the next
version of the Sustainability Report Card
• Please complete the feedback form
individually or as a Committee
• Submit digital copy to
lsampliner@portmoody.ca OR
• Submit hard copy to City Hall reception

Photo source: https://www.forbes.com/sites/stephaniedenning/2019/02/28/three‐
problems‐with‐the‐feedback‐model‐at‐work/#74befac65bc9

19

Thank You

10
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Mixed-Use

Sustainability Report Card
Purpose
The Sustainability Report Card recognizes that developers, builders, designers, and others proposing changes to the built environment
have an important role in creating a sustainable community. Sustainability involves stewardship of land and environmental resources,
as well as green building and a focus on design elements that bring people together and help communities flourish economically,
socially, and culturally. Port Moody encourages innovative thinking in community design to achieve a more sustainable community.
To this end, the Report Card is a requirement for rezoning, development permit, and heritage alteration permit applications. The Report
Card identifies performance measures based on community sustainability values: these measures are used to evaluate development
proposals. The Report Card is intended to be a summary of overall project sustainability. It is a tool to be integrated with all other
development approval requirements.

Process
There are six steps to follow in completing the Sustainability Report Card process:

1. Make a development inquiry to Development Services regarding your proposed rezoning, development permit, or heritage alteration
permit. Staff will provide you with a hard copy of the Sustainability Report Card and provide a weblink to portmoody.ca/SRC where
you can find a fillable PDF version of the Report Card.
2. Attend a pre-application meeting with City staff to discuss your proposal. The Planner will determine if the Sustainability Report Card
is a document that must be submitted with your application.
3. If required, complete a Report Card by filling in the appropriate information that applies to your particular application and submit the
completed Report Card (saved version of online fillable PDF or hard copy) to the appropriate City staff (sustainabilityreportcard@
portmoody.ca or deliver to City Hall Planning Department at 100 Newport Drive), along with a completed land use application.
4. The Planner will review the Report Card for completeness and accuracy and forward to staff in various departments for feedback.
The Planner will determine your preliminary score and discuss the results of the staff review with you. You will then have an
opportunity to improve your score with respect to the sustainability of your proposal and resubmit an updated Report Card.
5. The Planner will make comments, determine your final score, and prepare the Project Report Card Summary. The Summary will
be included in the land use reports that are distributed to the Advisory Design Panel, Community Planning Advisory Committee,
and Council.
6. If your application is approved by Council, your final Report Card is maintained in the development file and a copy is provided to
the City’s Building Division.

Instructions
• Your Report Card must contain sufficient detail to ensure each measure can be evaluated. To do this, make reference to the appropriate
plans, drawings, and reports that demonstrate how the performance measure is met.

• The relevance of the questions will depend on the nature and scope of your project, so not all questions will be applicable to all projects.
• Some measures are marked ‘EARLY STAGE’. This indicates that these measures must be considered in the design phase as it is
unlikely they can be added to a proposal later on.

Italicized words are in the Glossary at the back of this document.
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• Similarly, some measures are marked ‘BASELINE’. Although the Report Card is not a pass or fail test of development applications, it
does set a minimum score to indicate the City’s minimum expectations. Items labelled ‘BASELINE’ count toward a minimum score as
they are considered to be low cost and readily achievable.

• Italicized terms are defined in the Glossary at the end of the Report Card document.
• Refer to the Resources section for links to Internet resources relevant to measures in the Report Card.

Scoring
• Performance measures are assigned weighted scores from 1 to 10 to indicate their significance based on: (1) level of difficulty to
integrate into project design; (2) order-of-magnitude cost added to the project; (3) degree of effectiveness for increasing the overall
project sustainability; (4) identified community priority in the Official Community Plan; and (5) level of urgency for Port Moody in
terms of achieving community sustainability goals.

• City staff score the completed Report Card based on the principle of best achievable on each site for each performance measure.
Where possible, points for achieving various means are indicated. In other cases, the number of means to achieve a performance
measure may exceed the total points possible for an item. In this case, the Planner will make a fair assessment of the project’s
performance for this measure with respect to the conditions of the site as a percentage and translate this to the possible score.

• Only whole number scores will be assigned. This will be achieved by rounding to the nearest whole number. For example, if overall
performance for a measure is deemed to be about 80 per cent and the possible score is out of 4, then a score of 3 points out of 4
will be assigned.

• The Report Card is an iterative process with the applicant. The applicant has an opportunity to comment and make changes to their
proposal before the scores are considered final and shared with public advisory bodies and Council.

• Additional space is provided for the applicant to address innovations and constraints not captured elsewhere in the Report Card.
These items are not scored, but are given specific mention on the Project Report Card Summary.

• Staff will review your completed Report Card and provide feedback before your project is scored to give you the opportunity to
achieve the highest score possible.

Monitoring
In general, the information required from the applicant for the Sustainability Report Card is similar to the kind of information required
for a typical development application. However, to ensure accountability, you can expect the City to request additional information,
such as: photos of installed systems or products, design drawings, professional reports, copies of receipts, or other records that can be
used to verify the implementation of the selected sustainability measures. We encourage you to provide as much information as
possible to assist City staff in their review of your development proposal.

Public Information
The public may request a review of any completed Report Card related to a development application. Copies of the Report Card
are maintained by the Planning Division. The Development Services Department makes Report Cards available following completion
of the project.

Property and Applicant Information
Applicant

Telephone

Registered Owner

Project Address

Email

Proposed Use

Total Floorspace
City of Port Moody

m2
2

Sustainability Report Card – Mixed Use
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How will the project contribute to Port Moody’s status as ‘City of the Arts’?

Arts
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
C1

Project includes public art in publicly accessible or publicly owned space (3 points, +1 bonus point if a Public Art Consultant is used).
OR Project provides an in lieu financial contribution to the City’s Public Art Reserve Fund (3 points).
See links in Resources under “Examples of Good Public Art”.

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
Staff Comments

BASELINE + EARLY STAGE

If yes, describe:

Public Art Consultant:
Plan reference:

Bonus Score

CULTURAL SUSTAINABILITY SECTION

/1

Score

/3

How will the project contribute to Port Moody’s status as ‘City of the Arts’?

Arts
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
C2

Project supports Port Moody’s desire to be a “City of the Arts” by integrating artistic design into the site or building form or
functionality (2 points).
Examples:
• Creative stormwater management features.
• Creative interaction of the project with the public.
• Artistic panels in entry foyer.

BASELINE

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
Staff Comments

Describe:

Plan reference:

Score

City of Port Moody

3

/2

Sustainability Report Card – Mixed Use
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How will the project contribute to Port Moody’s status as ‘City of the Arts’?

Heritage
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
C3

Project includes reusing an existing heritage structure with heritage value through heritage restoration or heritage rehabilitation
(4 points).
Where the preservation of a heritage structure in its original location cannot be accommodated, this may include re-location.
See Standards and Guidelines for the Conservation of Historic Places in Canada: historicplaces.ca

BASELINE FOR HRA + EARLY STAGE

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
Staff Comments

Describe:

Plan reference:

Score

CULTURAL SUSTAINABILITY SECTION

/4

How will the project contribute to Port Moody’s status as ‘City of the Arts’?

Heritage
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
C4

Project includes a statement of significance prepared by a heritage conservation specialist where potential heritage value
is observed (2 points). Where warranted, project includes a heritage conservation plan prepared by a heritage conservation
professional (+2 bonus points, where applicable).
See Standards and Guidelines for the Conservation of Historic Places in Canada: historicplaces.ca

EARLY STAGE

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
Staff Comments

Report title:

Heritage Consultant:

Bonus Score

City of Port Moody

4

/2

Score

/2

Sustainability Report Card – Mixed Use
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How will the project contribute to Port Moody’s status as ‘City of the Arts’?

Heritage
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
C5

Project salvages materials or artefacts from a historic place, or reuses materials or artefacts from architectural/landscape salvage
in a manner which supports the authenticity of the site’s character-defining elements.

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
Staff Comments

EARLY STAGE

Details:

Plan reference:

Score

CULTURAL SUSTAINABILITY SECTION

/3

How will the project contribute to Port Moody’s status as ‘City of the Arts’?

Arts
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
C6

Project designates space for the arts or creative enterprise to be retained for the lifetime of the project.
Ex. artist studio, gallery space, dance studio, indoor/outdoor theatre, live-work units, plaza, etc.

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports

EARLY STAGE

meters2/

Staff Comments

feet2

Description of space:

Score

City of Port Moody

5

/4

Sustainability Report Card – Mixed Use
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How will the project contribute to Port Moody’s status as ‘City of the Arts’?

Complete Community Elements
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
C7

Project improves the streetscape beyond minimum City requirements by integrating lasting creative elements and demonstrating
effort to optimize the project’s beautification impact.
Examples:
• Restores the frontage of an existing building in Historic Moody Centre.
• Proposes artistic paving treatments in the public realm.
• Adds creativity to functional elements of the streetscape.
• Benches, bike rack, planter, lighting, etc. upgrades.

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
Staff Comments

Details:

Plan reference:

Score

CULTURAL SUSTAINABILITY SECTION

/2

How will the project contribute to Port Moody’s status as ‘City of the Arts’?

Heritage
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
C8

Project will apply to be added to the City’s Heritage Register.

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
Staff Comments
Yes

No

N/A

Details:

Score

City of Port Moody

6

/3

Sustainability Report Card – Mixed Use
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How will the project contribute to Port Moody’s status as ‘City of the Arts’?

Innovation
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
C9

Cultural sustainability aspects not captured above.

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
Staff Comments

CULTURAL SUSTAINABILITY SECTION

How will the project contribute to Port Moody’s status as ‘City of the Arts’?

Constraints
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
C10

Unique site aspects that limit cultural sustainability achievement.

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
Staff Comments

Cultural Sustainability Score Summary
Score
Total Cultural Pillar Points (Total Points Available – Not Including Bonus Points)
Total

Total Cultural Points Not Applicable
(Total Points for Items Not Relevant to this Application)
n/a

Maximum Achievable Score
(Total Cultural Pillar Points Minus Total Cultural Points Not Applicable)
Maximum

Cultural Pillar Minimum Score
(Sum of Applicable Baseline Items)
Cultural Baseline

Total Points Achieved
(Total Points Achieved for Applicable Items for this Application)
Total Cultural Points

Cultural Pillar Score
(Total Points Achieved/Maximum Achievable Score)
City of Port Moody

%

/
Total Cultural
Points

7

Max

Percent

Sustainability Report Card – Mixed Use
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How will the project contribute to a stronger local economy?

Land Use/Employment
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
EC1

Project increases long-term employment on land designated as Industrial, Mixed Employment, or Mixed Use in the City’s Official
Community Plan.
See Map 1: Overall Land Use in the City’s Official Community Plan: Map 1: Overall Land Use Plan

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
Existing:

Staff Comments

Use(s):

BASELINE

Number of jobs on-site relating to this use in operation:

Proposed:
Use(s):

Number of jobs estimate:
Assumptions:

Score

ECONOMIC SUSTAINABILITY SECTION

/3

How will the project contribute to a stronger local economy?

Land Use
Performance Measure Description and Scoring

BASELINE + EARLY STAGE

EC2

Project supports walking to shops and services by broadening the current retail/service mix within an 800m radius of the lot.

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
Describe the diversification and how it is appropriate to this
particular location:

Staff Comments

Score
City of Port Moody

8

/1
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How will the project contribute to a stronger local economy?

Land Use/Employment
Performance Measure Description and Scoring

BASELINE + EARLY STAGE

EC3

Project provides more intensive use of land designated as Mixed Use, Transit Oriented Development, Mixed Employment, or
Industrial in the City’s Official Community Plan that will support neighbourhood businesses (where permitted/appropriate).
See Map 1: Overall Land Use in the City’s Official Community Plan: Map 1: Overall Land Use Plan

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
Staff Comments

Existing:
Building type:
FSR:
Proposed:
Building type:
FSR:

Score

ECONOMIC SUSTAINABILITY SECTION

/3

How will the project contribute to a stronger local economy?

Tourism
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
EC4

Project provides regional destination commercial or institutional uses such as specialized training/education, specialty retail,
dining, arts, cultural, or recreational opportunities.

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
Staff Comments

EARLY STAGE

Yes

No

If Yes, explain:

Score

City of Port Moody

9

/2
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How will the project contribute to a stronger local economy?

Economic Development/Energy/Materials/Water Use Efficiency
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
EC5

Project participates in or develops an alliance between multiple, co-located uses/businesses, i.e. eco-industrial networking.

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
Staff Comments

Relationship results in (check all that apply):
Reduced energy consumption
Reduced water consumption
Reduced materials use
EARLY STAGE

Waste reduction
Other efficiency:

Description:

ECONOMIC SUSTAINABILITY SECTION

Score

/4

Score

/3

How will the project contribute to a stronger local economy?

Land Use
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
EC6

Project redevelops and rehabilitates a brownfield site.

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
Staff Comments

EARLY STAGE

Describe:

City of Port Moody

10
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Item 4.2b

How will the project contribute to a stronger local economy?

Innovation
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
EC7

Economic sustainability aspects not captured above.

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
Staff Comments

ECONOMIC SUSTAINABILITY SECTION

How will the project contribute to a stronger local economy?

Constraints
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
EC8

Unique site aspects that limit economic sustainability achievement.

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
Staff Comments

Economic Sustainability Score Summary
Score
Total Economic Pillar Points (Total Points Available – Not Including Bonus Points)
Total

Total Economic Points Not Applicable
(Total Points for Items Not Relevant to this Application)

n/a

Maximum Achievable Score
(Total Economic Pillar Points Minus Total Economic Points Not Applicable)

Maximum

Economic Pillar Minimum Score
(Sum of Applicable Baseline Items)

Economic Baseline

Total Points Achieved
(Total Points Achieved for Applicable Items for this Application)

Total Economic Points

Economic Pillar Score
(Total Points Achieved/Maximum Achievable Score)
City of Port Moody

%

/
Total
Economic
Points

11

Max

Percent
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Item 4.2b

ENVIRONMENTAL SUSTAINABILITY SECTION How well does the project minimize the demands on the environment?

Site Context | Ecology
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
EN1

Project protects and enhances an Environmentally Sensitive Area (ESA) as designated on Map 13 in the City’s Official Community
Plan, i.e. provides positive net benefit.
See Map 13: Environmentally Sensitive Areas and Appendix 2: Development Permit Area Guidelines in the Official Community Plan.

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
Staff Comments

Type of ESA:
High ESA
Medium ESA
Low ESA
30m Stream Buffer (High Value)
Special Feature (High Value)

BASELINE + EARLY STAGE

Features/Species of Value:

Means of Protection:
Covenant
Dedication
Monitoring
Other:
Means of Improvement of ESA:

Score

City of Port Moody

12

/4
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Item 4.2b

ENVIRONMENTAL SUSTAINABILITY SECTION How well does the project minimize the demands on the environment?

Site Context | Ecology
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
EN2

Project provides bird-friendly development through landscaping that provides habitat to native species and building design that
reduces bird collisions.
See Vancouver Bird Strategy

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports

BASELINE

List all elements that reduce the impact that urbanization has on birds for Staff Comments
this project:

Score

/3

ENVIRONMENTAL SUSTAINABILITY SECTION How well does the project minimize the demands on the environment?

Site Context | Ecology
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
EN3

Design of outdoor lighting minimizes the harmful effects of light pollution with technology that ensures lighting is:
• Only on when needed
• Only lights the area that needs it
• No brighter than necessary
• Minimizes blue light emissions
• Fully shielded (pointing downward)
See International Dark Sky Association for Dark Sky Friendly Lighting.

BASELINE

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
Describe the lighting plan for the site and its dark sky friendly features:

Staff Comments

Score

City of Port Moody

13

/3
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Item 4.2b

ENVIRONMENTAL SUSTAINABILITY SECTION How well does the project minimize the demands on the environment?

Site | Air Quality – Alternative Transportation
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
EN4

Project provides alternative transportation facilities for user groups of each land use type, which contributes to reducing
Greenhouse Gas Emissions from this development.

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
Staff Comments

BASELINE + EARLY STAGE

Check all that apply:
Short-Term Bicycle parking
Long-Term Bicycle parking
End-of-Trip Bicycle Facilities:

Bike share and assigned parking
Co-op vehicle and assigned parking space provision
Electric Vehicle plug-ins and designated spaces1
Plan references:

Score

/3

ENVIRONMENTAL SUSTAINABILITY SECTION How well does the project minimize the demands on the environment?

Site | Air Quality – Alternative Transportation
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
EN5

Project incorporates measures to support pedestrians and cyclists.

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
Staff Comments

Check all that apply:
Connects to existing pedestrian/cycling routes and priority
BASELINE + EARLY STAGE

destinations
Improves local pedestrian routes, local bike networks/trails
Safe, secure, accessible, and sustainable footpaths
Pedestrian clearway sufficient to accommodate pedestrian flow
Covered outdoor waiting areas, overhangs, or awnings
Pedestrian scale lighting
Pedestrian/bike-only zones
Other:
Site circulation plan:
Other plan references:

Score

/3

1 See BC Hydro’s Electric Vehicle Charging Infrastructure Deployment Guidelines.

City of Port Moody

14
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Item 4.2b

ENVIRONMENTAL SUSTAINABILITY SECTION How well does the project minimize the demands on the environment?

Building | Waste Storage Space
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
EN6

Project allocates sufficient and accessible recycling and garbage storage space in multi-family and commercial buildings and
complexes compatible with City of Port Moody recycling, green waste, and garbage services.
Target 1: Metro Vancouver’s Technical Specifications for Recycling and Garbage Amenities in Multi-family and Commercial Developments.
Target 2: Design provides safe and universally accessible access in a secure common area.

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
BASELINE + EARLY STAGE

Total residential recycling, garbage, and green waste space proposed: Staff Comments
Recycling:
Garbage:

m2
m2
m2

Green Waste:

Total commercial recycling, garbage, and green waste space proposed:
Recycling:
Garbage:

m2
m2

Green Waste:

m2

Details regarding design for safety, security, and accessibility:

Score

/2

ENVIRONMENTAL SUSTAINABILITY SECTION How well does the project minimize the demands on the environment?

Site | Sustainable Landscaping – Urban Forestry
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
EN7

Project protects and enhances the urban forest, prioritizing native tree species.
See City of Port Moody Tree Protection Bylaw

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
Staff Comments

Check all that apply:
)

Existing mature trees protected (#
: 1)

BASELINE

Replacement tree ratio (

• Native tree species planted on site (#

)

• Native tree species planted off site (#

)

Protected/natural park areas added on site
(% of total site area:

%)

Arborist report:

Score
City of Port Moody

15

/3
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Item 4.2b

ENVIRONMENTAL SUSTAINABILITY SECTION How well does the project minimize the demands on the environment?

Site | Sustainable Landscaping – Habitat
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
EN8

Project preserves, enhances, and/or compensates for site ecology on site (4 points). Off-site compensation may be considered in
some cases, in accordance with all other City regulations and supported by staff (3 points).
Compensation in the form of a financial contribution to the City toward approved public restoration, rehabilitation, or enhancement
projects may be considered (2 points).
See City of Port Moody Naturescape Policy 13-6410-03.
See also Invasive Plant Council of BC

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
Staff Comments

Check all that apply:
Salvage replanting
Reduction to existing impervious area

m2

Removal of invasive plant species

BASELINE

Names:

Native/”naturescape” landscaping
Watercourse daylighting
Riparian area restoration
Other measures taken to enhance habitat or to compensate for
habitat loss:

Score

City of Port Moody

16

/4
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Item 4.2b

ENVIRONMENTAL SUSTAINABILITY SECTION How well does the project minimize the demands on the environment?

Site | Sustainable Landscaping – Stormwater
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
EN9

Project provides for stormwater retention and evaporation, and groundwater protection in the site stormwater management plan.
Targets:
1. Stormwater retained on-site to the same level of annual volume allowable under pre-development conditions.
2. Maximum allowable annual run-off volume is no more than 50% of the total average annual rainfall depth.
3. Remove 80% of total suspended solids based on the post-development imperviousness.
(3 points if all three targets are achieved)
See link in References to Metro Vancouver’s Stormwater Source Control Guidelines

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
Target(s) reached:

1

2

Staff Comments

3

Means of achieving (check all that apply):
Absorbent landscape
Roof downspout disconnection
Infiltration swales and/or trenches
BASELINE

Sub-surface chambers/detention tanks
Rain gardens with native plantings
Rainwater harvesting
Tree well structures
Green roof/wall
Water quality structures
Pervious paving
Daylighted streams
Constructed wetlands
Other:

References to plans and documents:

Score

City of Port Moody

17

/3
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Item 4.2b

ENVIRONMENTAL SUSTAINABILITY SECTION How well does the project minimize the demands on the environment?

Site | Sustainable Landscaping – Water Conservation
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
EN10 Project reduces potable water use for irrigation.
2 points = 5 actions (from “check all that apply” list)
1 point = 3 actions (from “check all that apply” list)

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
Staff Comments

Check all that apply:
Drought-tolerant landscaping (xeriscaping) with native species
BASELINE

Low-maintenance lawn alternatives
Non-water dependent materials/features for ground cover treatment
Irrigation system with central control and rain sensors
Captured rainwater irrigation system, e.g. using cisterns/rain barrels
Other:

Plan reference:

Score

/2

ENVIRONMENTAL SUSTAINABILITY SECTION How well does the project minimize the demands on the environment?

Site Context | Ecology
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
EN11 Project is sited and designed in order to facilitate and improve wildlife movement and access, particularly within known and
suspected habitat corridors.
Ex. Deer, bears, frogs, salmon, etc. (depending on site location).

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
Staff Comments

EARLY STAGE

Species supported:

Means of supporting:

Environmental assessment or site plan reference:

Score

City of Port Moody

18

/2
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Item 4.2b

ENVIRONMENTAL SUSTAINABILITY SECTION How well does the project minimize the demands on the environment?

Building | Green Building Rating
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
EN12 Project will achieve a recognized industry standard for sustainable design.

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
Staff Comments

Built Green Level:
• Bronze (2 points)
• Silver (5 points)
• Gold (8 points)
• Platinum (10 points)
EARLY STAGE

LEED Level:
• Certified (2 points)
• Silver (5 points)
• Gold (8 points)
• Platinum (10 points)
Canadian Passive House Institute (10 points)
Living Future Institute
• Living Building Certification (10 points)
• Petal Certification (10 points)
• Net Zero Energy Certification (10 points)
Other:

Score

/10

ENVIRONMENTAL SUSTAINABILITY SECTION How well does the project minimize the demands on the environment?

Building | Alternative/Renewable Energy
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
EN13 Project provides local, low-carbon energy systems, such as geo-exchange, heat recovery ventilation, solar or district energy.

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
Staff Comments

EARLY STAGE

Details:

Specify % of energy generated:

Score

City of Port Moody

19

/4
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Item 4.2b

ENVIRONMENTAL SUSTAINABILITY SECTION How well does the project minimize the demands on the environment?

Building | Energy Reduction and Indoor Climate
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
EN14 Building architecture employs passive design strategies appropriate to the local climate to reduce energy use and enhance
occupant comfort.
Examples:

EARLY STAGE

• Site design and building massing minimizes east and west exposures to avoid unwanted solar gains.
• Limit windows to 50% of any façade, taking into account other livability and aesthetic criteria.
• Use heat-recovery ventilation during heating season only, and design for natural ventilation and cooling by natural ventilation
throughout the rest of the year.
• See City of Vancouver Passive Design Toolkit for Large Buildings for other examples.

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
Staff Comments
Yes

No

Key passive design building elements:

Score

/3

ENVIRONMENTAL SUSTAINABILITY SECTION How well does the project minimize the demands on the environment?

Smart Technology
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
EN15 Project uses smart technology to optimize sustainable use of resources.
Ex. Automated lighting, shading, HVAC, energy/water consumption, security, etc.

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
Staff Comments

EARLY STAGE

Details:

Score
City of Port Moody

20

/2
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Item 4.2b

ENVIRONMENTAL SUSTAINABILITY SECTION How well does the project minimize the demands on the environment?

Site | Sustainable Landscaping
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
EN16 Project provides or designates space for growing food in private or common areas including on-site composting to support
the gardening activities.

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
Staff Comments

Details:

Landscape Plan Reference:

Score

/2

ENVIRONMENTAL SUSTAINABILITY SECTION How well does the project minimize the demands on the environment?

Building Energy Performance
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
EN17 Building design incorporates Port Moody Building Energy Performance Design Guidelines.

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
Staff Comments

BC Energy Step Code:
Tier 1 (1 point)
Tier 2 (2 points)
Tier 3 (3 points)
Tier 4 (4 points)
Attach a copy of Port Moody Building Energy Performance Design
Guidelines Checklist.

Score

City of Port Moody

21

/4
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Item 4.2b

ENVIRONMENTAL SUSTAINABILITY SECTION How well does the project minimize the demands on the environment?

Stormwater and Ecology/Water Conservation
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
EN18 Project incorporates landscaped roofs or living walls that also provide food/habitat for native species.
OR
Project includes on-site grey water reuse.
2 BONUS POINTS EACH

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
Staff Comments

BONUS

Details:

Bonus Score

/2

ENVIRONMENTAL SUSTAINABILITY SECTION How well does the project minimize the demands on the environment?

Environmental Monitoring
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
EN19 Project contracts with an Environmental Monitor(s) to oversee implementation of environmental sustainability measures,
i.e. sustainable landscaping measures.
OR
Project employs an energy efficiency consultant.
2 BONUS POINTS EACH

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
Staff Comments

BONUS

Details of Work Overseen/Contribution:

Bonus Score

City of Port Moody

22

/2
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Item 4.2b

ENVIRONMENTAL SUSTAINABILITY SECTION How well does the project minimize the demands on the environment?

Innovation
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
EN20 Environmental sustainability aspects not captured above.

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
Staff Comments

ENVIRONMENTAL SUSTAINABILITY SECTION How well does the project minimize the demands on the environment?

Constraints
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
EN21 Unique site aspects that limit environmental sustainability achievement.

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
Staff Comments

Environmental Sustainability Score Summary
Score
Total Environmental Pillar Points (Total Points Available – Not Including Bonus Points)
Total

Total Environmental Points Not Applicable
(Total Points for Items Not Relevant to this Application)

n/a

Maximum Achievable Score
(Total Environmental Pillar Points Minus Total Environmental Points Not Applicable)

Maximum

Environmental Pillar Minimum Score
(Sum of Applicable Baseline Items)

Enviro Baseline

Total Points Achieved
(Total Points Achieved for Applicable Items for this Application)

Total Environmental
Points

Environmental Pillar Score
(Total Points Achieved/Maximum Achievable Score)
City of Port Moody

Total
Environmental
Points

23

%

/
Max

Percent
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Item 4.2b

How well does the project address community health and wellness?

Accessibility
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
S1

For single-storey units in multi-family residential development:
(a) a minimum of 40% are adaptable units (2 points) and, of those units,
(b) accessible unit(s) providing full wheelchair accessibility are provided (2 points).
Project incorporates adaptable and accessible design features in the site/building circulation and bathrooms in all other uses (2 points).

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
Staff Comments

Residential
% of Adaptable Units:

BASELINE + EARLY STAGE

Details:

Number of Accessible Units:
Details:

Residential Site/Common Areas and Commercial/Industrial/
Institutional Uses:

Details:

Score

City of Port Moody

24

/6
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Item 4.2b

How well does the project address community health and wellness?

Complete Community Design
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
S2

Project design is adapted to minimize shadow or privacy impacts to adjacent buildings.
AND/OR
Project design integrates the results of a viewscape study with respect to water and mountain views.

BASELINE + EARLY STAGE

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
Staff Comments

Details:

Plan/document references:

Score

SOCIAL SUSTAINABILITY SECTION

/1

How well does the project address community health and wellness?

Diversity of Use
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
S3

Development provides diversification by increasing the mix of uses for the particular site and its neighbourhood.

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
Staff Comments

EARLY STAGE

Existing use(s):

Proposed uses:
% Total Floorspace/Site Area
Residential
Commercial
Industrial
Institutional
Park (Note Type)
Gathering Space

Score

City of Port Moody

25

/3
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SOCIAL SUSTAINABILITY SECTION

Item 4.2b

How well does the project address community health and wellness?

Housing Diversity
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
S4

Development includes a mix of housing types.

EARLY STAGE

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
Staff Comments

Number of Units
Live-work units
Ground-oriented units
Apartment units

Score

SOCIAL SUSTAINABILITY SECTION

/3

How well does the project address community health and wellness?

Housing Diversity
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
S5

Project includes a range of unit sizes for a variety of household types, and the design is flexible to allow for changes,
i.e. den can easily become another bedroom.
Targets:
2-bedroom minimum 25% of units
3-bedroom minimum 10% of units

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports

EARLY STAGE

Number of Units

% of Units

Staff Comments

Bachelor/1-bedroom
2-bedroom

(1 pt)

3+ -bedroom

(2 pts)

Flexible design features:

Score

City of Port Moody

26

/3
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Item 4.2b

How well does the project address community health and wellness?

SOCIAL SUSTAINABILITY SECTION

Performance Measure Description and Scoring
S6

Project provides new purpose-built market rental housing (2 points) or affordable market rental housing (3 points)
or non-market rental housing (4 points).
OR
Development contributes to the City’s Affordable Housing Reserve Fund in lieu of provision of affordable housing (2 points).

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
EARLY STAGE

Types:
Description:

% of total housing units:

%

Plan reference:

Score

SOCIAL SUSTAINABILITY SECTION

/4

How well does the project address community health and wellness?

Amenities
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
S7

Project provides voluntary public amenities.
Examples:
• Child care facility
• Space for growing food
• Child play areas
• Gathering place/space
• Park/greenspace
• Public contribution in lieu (CACs), i.e., school, library, arts, etc.

EARLY STAGE

(5 Points = any approved option)

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
Details:

Plan reference:

Score
City of Port Moody

27
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Item 4.2b

How well does the project address community health and wellness?

Amenities
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
S8

Project provides voluntary private amenities.
Examples:
• Accessible green roof
• Communal garden
• Dog runs
• Play areas
• Social gathering place
(1 point per approved amenity item – maximum of 3 points)

EARLY STAGE

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
Staff Comments

Details:

Plan reference:

Score

SOCIAL SUSTAINABILITY SECTION

/3

How well does the project address community health and wellness?

Inclusive Community
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
S9

The proposal supports aging-in-place with adult care, assisted living space, and/or independent senior living space.

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
Staff Comments

EARLY STAGE

Details:

Score

City of Port Moody

28
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Item 4.2b

How well does the project address community health and wellness?

Community Building
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
S10

Project provides urban vitalization by involving land owners and occupants, community groups, and end user groups who may
be affected by the proposal in the planning process to identify and showcase Port Moody’s unique assets, i.e. goes above and
beyond standard notification and consultation.
Examples:
• Host a community-building workshop with the neighbourhood at the time of a project’s inception to determine values and
identify unique assets to leverage through design.
Staff will advise on notification requirements and appropriate stakeholder consultation

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
Staff Comments

EARLY STAGE

Please identify stakeholders and explain their involvement:

Identify actions taken in response to stakeholder input:

Plan references:

Score

City of Port Moody
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Item 4.2b

How well does the project address community health and wellness?

Safety
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
S11

The design of the site incorporates Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design principles (CPTED).

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
Staff Comments

Please explain:

Plan references:

Score

SOCIAL SUSTAINABILITY SECTION

/1

How well does the project address community health and wellness?

Education and Awareness
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
S12

Project provides education and awareness of the sustainable features of the project for owners/occupants.
Examples:
• Document is given to new owners at time of sale, covenant on title, inclusion/protection of features in strata bylaws
• Signage/display/art recognizing design, etc.

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
Staff Comments

Describe:

Score

City of Port Moody

30

/1
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Item 4.2b

How well does the project address community health and wellness?

Innovation
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
S13

Social sustainability aspects not captured above.

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
Staff Comments

SOCIAL SUSTAINABILITY SECTION

How well does the project address community health and wellness?

Constraints
Performance Measure Description and Scoring
S14

Unique site aspects that limit social sustainability achievement.

Applicant Explanation and Reference to Plans, Drawings, and Reports
Staff Comments

Social Sustainability Score Summary
Score
Total Social Pillar Points (Total Points Available – Not Including Bonus Points)
Total

Total Social Points Not Applicable
(Total Points for Items Not Relevant to this Application)

n/a

Maximum Achievable Score
(Total Social Pillar Points Minus Total Social Points Not Applicable)

Maximum

Social Pillar Minimum Score
(Sum of Applicable Baseline Items)

Social Baseline

Total Points Achieved
(Total Points Achieved for Applicable Items for this Application)

Total Social Points

Social Pillar Score
(Total Points Achieved/Maximum Achievable Score)
City of Port Moody

Total Social
Points

31

%

/
Max

Percent
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Item 4.2b

Project Report Card Summary
FOR CITY USE ONLY – TO BE FILLED OUT BY THE PLANNER
Project Address/Name:

PROJECT SCORE SUMMARY

File No:

Cultural

23

Environmental

Social

16

57

Cultural na

Economic na

Enviro na

Social na

Maximum Cultural Achievable

Maximum Economic Achievable

Maximum Enviro Achievable

Maximum Social Achievable

Minimum Cultural Score

Minimum Economic Score

Minimum Enviro Score

Minimum Social Score

Missed Cultural Points

Missed Economic Points

Missed EnviroPoints

Missed Social Points

Total Pillar Points Available
Sum Of Items Not Applicable
Maximum Achievable Score

Economic

38

(Total Pillar Points – Sum of Items N/A)
Minimum Score
(Sum of Applicable Baseline Items)
Missed Points
(Sum of Applicable Items Not Achieved)
TOTAL PILLAR SCORE ACHIEVED
(Total Points Achieved out of
Applicable Items)

/

/

Total Cultural # Possible Cultural #

Total Economic # Possible Economic #

%

Total Enviro #

%

Total Cultural Percent

Total Economic Percent

/

Possible Enviro #

Total Social #

/

Possible Social #

%

%

Total Enviro Percent

Total Social Percent

OVERALL SUSTAINABILITY SCORE
(Sum of Four Pillars)

SUSTAINABILITY HIGHLIGHTS

+

 riority Items (Score ≥3) Achieved
P
and Confirmed Innovations

–

Priority Items (Score ≥3) Missed
and Confirmed Constraints

City of Port Moody

Overall #

Cultural

/

%

Overall Possible #

Economic

Overall Percent

Environmental

Social

+ Cultural

+ Economic

+ Environmental

+ Social

– Cultural

– Economic

– Environmental

– Social

32
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Item 4.2b

Report Card Glossary
Accessible housing – Housing designed and constructed to be universally accessible to people of diverse ages and abilities.
Adaptable unit – A dwelling unit that provides flexible design features that meet BC Building Code minimum requirements;
it can be adapted to meet the changing needs of any occupant for reasons of disability, lack of stamina, and progressing
through different life stages to support independent living.
Accessible housing/unit – Housing with fixed design features to enable independent living for persons with disabilities,
such as those in wheelchairs.

Affordable market housing – Housing that is affordable to moderate income households achieved through tenure, location,
reduced parking, modesty in unit size, level of finishing, and design and durability over time as the buildings age.

BC Energy Step Code – BC Energy Step Code is a voluntary roadmap that establishes progressive performance targets
(i.e., steps) that support market transformation from the current energy-efficiency requirements in the BC Building Code to
net zero energy ready buildings.

Beautification – The process of making visual improvements appropriate to a specific place, including but not limited to
building facades, landscaping, decorative or historic-style street elements, selection of paving/fencing materials and their
treatment, etc. Improvements contribute to Port Moody’s reputation as City of the Arts in a sustainable manner.

Brownfield – A term used in urban planning to describe land previously used for industrial purposes or some commercial
uses where the expansion, redevelopment, or reuse of the property may be complicated by the potential presence of a
hazardous substance, pollutant, or contaminant.

Car/Bike share network – Arrangements between two or more persons to share the use of a vehicle or bicycle for a specified
cost and period of time.

Character-defining elements – The materials, forms, location, spatial configurations, uses, and cultural associations or
meanings that contribute to the heritage value of a historic place, which must be retained to preserve its heritage value.
Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design (CPTED) – The design and effective use of the built environment
to reduce the incidence of crime and improve the quality of life.

District energy systems – A system that uses renewable energy to pipe energy to buildings within a specified area for space
heating, hot water, and air conditioning.
Ecological inventory – An inventory that identifies the ecological values in a natural habitat, and is usually the first step in
an environmental impact assessment.
Electric vehicle (EV) – An automobile that uses one or more electric motors or traction motors for propulsion. An electric
vehicle may be powered through a collector system by electricity from off-vehicle sources, or may be self-contained with
a battery or generator to convert fuel to electricity.

Environmentally Sensitive Areas – Land designated as areas that need special protection because of its
environmental attributes, such as rare ecosystems, habitats for species at risk and areas that are easily disturbed by human
activities. Refer to Map 13 of OCP.
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Report Card Glossary – continued

Greenfield – Undeveloped land in a city or rural area either used for agriculture or landscape design, or left to evolve naturally.
These areas of land are usually agricultural or amenity properties being considered for urban development.

Greyfield – Economically obsolescent, out-dated, declining, and/or underutilized land, often with the presence of abundant
surface parking.

Greywater – Wastewater from lavatories, showers, sinks, and washing machines that do not contain food wastes and that
can be reused for purposes such as irrigation or flushing toilets.
Habitat corridor – Habitat areas, generally consisting of native vegetation, linking with larger areas of similar wildlife habitat.
Corridors are critical for the maintenance of ecological processes, providing food, and allowing for the movement of animals
and the continuation of viable populations.

Heat island effect – Heat islands form as vegetation is replaced by hard surfaces to accommodate growing populations.
These surfaces absorb, rather than reflect, the sun’s heat, causing surface temperatures and overall ambient temperatures
to rise.

Heritage rehabilitation – The action or process of making possible a continuing or compatible contemporary use of a
historic place through repair, alterations, and/or additions while protecting its heritage value.
Heritage restoration – Returning a historic place back to how it looked at any time in its past.
Invasive plant species – An invasive plant is a non-native species whose interaction causes economic harm, harm to
human health, and/or environmental harm.
Light pollution – Brightening of the night sky caused by street lights and other man-made sources, which has a disruptive
effect on natural cycles and inhibits the observation of stars and planets.

Market rental housing – Private, market rental rate housing units.
Naturescape planting – Landscaping with species that are naturally adapted to local climate, soils, predators, pollinators,
and disease and, once established, require minimal maintenance.

Non-market rental housing – Subsidized rental housing for those unable to pay market-level rents including, but not
limited to, public housing owned and operated by government agencies, non-profit housing owned and operated by
public and private non-profit groups, and co-operative housing owned and managed by co-operative associations of
the residents.
On-site power generation – The ability to generate power without transporting it from its source to where it can be utilized.
On-site renewable energy generation – The generation of naturally replenished sources of energy, such as solar, wind
power, falling water, and geothermal energy.

Passive design – An approach to building design that uses the building architecture to minimize energy consumption and
improve thermal comfort.

Public space – A social space that is generally open and accessible to people.
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Report Card Glossary – continued

R-2000-Certified New Home – Best-in-class, energy-efficient homes with even higher levels of energy efficiency than
ENERGY STAR-qualified new homes, as well as clean air and environmental features.

Smart technology – Technologies that allow sensors, databases, and/or wireless access to collaboratively sense, adapt to,
and provide for users within the environment.
Statement of significance – The first essential step in any conservation project, which involves identifying and describing
the character-defining elements; it is important in defining the overall heritage value of the historic place. Refer to the
Standards and Guidelines for the Conservation of Historic Places in Canada (see Resources glossary).

Streetscape – The visual elements of a street, including the road, adjoining buildings, sidewalks, street furniture, trees, and
open spaces that combine to form the street’s character.

Storm water management plan – The management of water occurring as a result of development or precipitation that
flows over the surface into a sewer system.
Transit oriented development (TOD) – A mixed-use residential and commercial area designed to maximize access to
public transportation; it often incorporates features to encourage transit ridership. A TOD neighbourhood typically has a
centre with a transit station or stop (train station, metro station, tram stop, or bus stop), surrounded by relatively high-density
development with progressively lower-density development spreading outward from the centre. TODs generally are located
within a radius of 400 to 800 metres from a transit stop, as this is considered to be an appropriate distance for walkability.
Universal access – This term refers to broad-spectrum ideas meant to produce buildings, products, and environments that
are inherently accessible to both people without disabilities and people with disabilities.
Urban infill – An urban planning term that refers to new development that is sited on vacant or undeveloped land within
an existing community, and that is enclosed by other types of development.
Urban forest – The total collection of trees and associated plants growing in a city or town. It includes trees in parks and
yards, along roadways and paths, and in other areas, both on public and private lands.
Urban vitalization – The urban planning process of rehabilitating a place or “taking a place to a higher level” using a
community-building process (early stage community involvement) to define the key characteristics that make a place unique
or special; and applying the concepts of urban conservation to leverage a community’s assets, most often in accordance with
approved City plans.
Viewscape – The natural and built environment that is visible from a viewing point.
Walkability – The extent to which the built environment is friendly to the presence of people living, shopping, visiting,
enjoying, or spending time in an area; improvements in walkability lead to health, economic, and environmental benefits.
Xeriscaping – This terms refers to landscaping and gardening in ways that reduce or eliminate the need for supplemental
water from irrigation. Xeriscaping refers to a method of landscape design that minimizes water use.
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Resources
Access Near Aquatic Areas: A Guide to Sensitive Planning, Design and Management
atfiles.org

BC Climate Exchange
bcclimateexchange.ca

BC Energy Step Code Technical Requirements
bclaws.ca

Best Management Practices for Amphibians and Reptiles in Urban and Rural Environments
in British Columbia
env.gov.bc.ca

Bird-Friendly Development Guidelines – City of Toronto
toronto.ca/lightsout/guidelines

Canada Green Building Council
cagbc.org

City of Port Moody: Official Community Plan (2014)
portmoody.ca

Stream and Drainage System Protection Bylaw No. 2470
portmoody.ca

City of Port Moody Waste Management Bylaw No. 2822
portmoody.ca

City of Vancouver Passive Design Toolkit for Large Buildings
vancouver.ca

Community Green Ways Linking Communities to Country and People to Nature
evergreen.ca

Design Centre for CPTED (Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design)
designcentreforcpted.org

Develop with Care: Environmental Guidelines for Urban and Rural Land Development in British Columbia
env.gov.bc.ca/wld/documents/bmp/devwithcare/

EnerGuide Rating System
nrcan.gc.ca/energy/efficiency/housing/new-homes/5035

Environmentally Sensitive Areas, Best Practices
env.gov.bc.ca
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Resources – continued

Examples of Good Public Art
City of Port Moody Public Art

Fatal Light Awareness Program (FLAP)
flap.org

Invasive Species Council of Metro Vancouver
iscmv.ca

International Dark Sky Association
darksky.org

Metro Vancouver’s DLC Waste Management Toolkit
metrovancouver.org

Metro Vancouver Technical Specifications for Recycling and Garbage Amenities
in Multi-family and Commercial Developments
metrovancouver.org/services

Metro Vancouver’s Stormwater Source Control Guideline
metrovancouver.org/services

Naturescape BC
naturescapebc.ca

Project for Public Spaces
pps.org

Riparian Areas Regulation Assessment Methods
gov.bc.ca

Standards and Best Management Practices for Instream Works
env.gov.bc.ca

Standards and Guidelines for the Conservation of Historic Places in Canada
historicplaces.ca

Stream Stewardship: A Guide for Planners and Developers
stewardshipcentrebc.ca

Translink: Transit Oriented Communities
translink.ca/transit-oriented-communities

Vancouver Bird Strategy – City of Vancouver (2015)
vancouver.ca
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Impaired 2020 Campaign – Stakeholder Package
In BC, more than half of impaired-related crashes happen on a Friday, Saturday, or Sunday.
If you’re going out this weekend, remember to plan ahead and #GetHomeSafeBC

People aged 16-25 represent 12% of all BC drivers, yet account for ¼ of impaired drivers in
BC crashes. This summer, call a taxi or have a designated driver and #GetHomeSafeBC

Stay cool this summer, don’t drink and drive. ICBC and police across the province are
encouraging drivers to be responsible. Don’t chance it; police will be looking for impaired
drivers at CounterAttack roadchecks. #GetHomeSafeBC
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