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Item 1.1

Art at Council
Tuesday, November 24, 2020
Maple is the title of tonight’s Art at Council. An acrylic painting by Evelia
Espinosa. This painting along with another titled Maple Leaf were
acquired by the City in 2011 and are on display in City Hall.
Evelia’s interest in art began when she was introduced to painting as part
of her studies to become a teacher in her home country of Mexico. After
receiving her Bachelor in Pedagogy (PR: peh-duh-gow-jee) she went on
to develop educational material on oil, watercolour, soft pastel, mixed
media and acrylic techniques for the Mexican Ministry of Education.
Evelia also taught seminars to special education teachers, contributed to
a program that focused on child development, and participated in
exhibitions at Special Education Schools so children would be exposed
to art.
Since arriving in Canada, she has set up the Evelia Espinosa Art Studio
located in Port Moody, where she offers art class for children. Evelia
also hosts the annual Children’s Art Festival in the Galleria in mid-June.
<< Note: Since Council meetings have gone electronic the artwork is
NOT physically on display in Council Chambers, and the artist was NOT
invited to attend. >>

Document: 533833
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Evelia Espinosa | Maple | Acrylic
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Item 3.2

PORT MOODY POLICE BOARD
2021 – 2025 PROVISIONAL BUDGET
24 NOVEMBER 2020

Overview
• The PMPD continues to enjoy incredible support from the community
and Council.
• Residents enjoy high service levels that they have come to expect and
rely upon. We acknowledge that public safety is one of the largest
financial items for the city.
• Pressures on police grow. Social challenges, technology, legal
changes, new provincial standards and the overall complexity of crime
increases demand on the PMPD. The Covid pandemic added more.
• We are committed to the delivery of effective & efficient services,
leveraging technology, along with cost containment.

1
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Item 3.2

Strategic Plan
•

Our expired plan (2017-2019) is concluded and work has
begun on our (2020-2023) plan. COVID-19 impacted its
completion.

•

A substantial change in direction is not anticipated;
Maintain a safe & engaged community and strengthen
organizational capabilities.

•

Police Board: Public Safety Evolution Task Force.

•

Our strategic plan guides our external & internal direction
and sets measurable goals for the department.

Role of the Police Board
• Role of municipal police boards legislated by the BC

Police Act
• Board must prepare and submit a provisional budget to

council for the following year by November 30
• Changes to the budget must be submitted by March 1
• The Director of the Police Services Branch resolves cases

where council does not approve a budgetary item

2
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Item 3.2

2021 – 2025
OPERATING AND CAPITAL PLAN
Financial Plan

Operating Plan - 2021 Driver Highlights
Driver

Cost / (Saving)

Revenues*

$46,581

Cannabis Tax Revenue (Federal/Provincial)

Nil

Labour Costs

$307,721

Operating Expenses

$136,023

Total Increased Costs

$490,325

Increase over 2020 budget

*Revenue drivers:
• Decrease in transfer from city surplus for employer
health tax (offset by increased budget allocation)
• No increase in growth allocation or traffic fine revenue

4.3%

Growth Allocation:
•
2021: unknown
•
2020: $100,000
•
2019: $87,500
•
2018: $98,050
•
2017: nil
•
2016: $80,000
•
2015: $61,000
•
2014: $60,000

3
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Item 3.2

2021 Capital Plan
Division
Police

Total
Project
Count
2021
32
202,400

2022
248,000

2023
217,600

2024
527,200

2025
538,900

• Capital Plan requirement for 2021 is $202,400
• Server Room Equipment & Licenses - $112,000
• Computers – Desktops & Tablets - $37,000
• UPS Battery - $13,400
• Vehicle replacement – police traffic motorcycle - $40,000

Capital Project Funding
Capital is funded through two reserves:
• Capital Asset Reserve – this reserve funds all capital items
(except for vehicles). The 2021 funding envelope is
$188,904
• Equipment Replacement Reserve – this reserve funds
vehicle purchases. Funding of $40,000 is planned to be used
to purchase 1 vehicle in 2021
In 2020, the PMPD received additional capital funding and as a
result, the department’s 5 Year capital plan (2021-2025) will be
managed with the funding available.

4
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Item 3.2

COVID-19
• COVID-19 presents unique challenges for PMPD
• Additional policing responsibilities for enforcement of public health
orders
• Risk of exposure due to close contact with members of the public
• Increased budget pressures:
• Additional PPE costs;
• Increased building cleaning costs;
• Increased overtime pressures – more resources allocated to responding

to enforcement of new and evolving PHO orders;
• Potential overtime costs to maintain core policing (COVID-19 exposure)
• Negative impact to traffic fine revenue;
• 2021 Operating Budget is NOT increased due to potential COVID-19

impacts.

Reserves
• Equipment Replacement Reserve
• Utilize $40,000 of reserve in 2021 to procure 1 vehicle
• Organizational Development Reserve
• Continue to utilize reserve in 2021 for policy renewal project
• Major Incident Reserve
• Reserve previously established and funded to cap

5
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Item 3.2

Other Financial Items
• Surplus
Typically each year the Police Board makes strategic requests
once the surplus is confirmed, however given the current
financial challenges faced by the City, the Police Board does not
intend to request funds from surplus. The projected surplus is
$388,000.

• Carry-Forwards
Each year the Police Board requests a number of carry forward
items due to unfinished projects. It is expected that the carryforward requests will be very minimal, if at all, this year.

• IHIT Settlement Funding
In 2020, the PMPD received a credit of $351,000 as a result of a
settlement agreement signed between the provincial and federal
governments surrounding IHIT costs. This credit has been
transferred to the City.

THANK-YOU

6
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PoMoArts
2425 St Johns Street, Port Moody, BC V3H 2B2
t 604.931.2008
pomoarts.ca

Item 5.6

Port Moody City Council

November 23rd, 2020
RE: Agenda Item 5.6 – Warming Centre, Nov. 24th Council Meeting
Dear Mayor and Council,
We first became aware of this agenda item and its implications for us on Friday Nov. 20th - exactly 1
business day ago, when a board member happened to be reviewing the publicly released council
agenda as a private citizen. Our Board nor any member of our staff were consulted on the report that is
being presented.
We find ourselves in an impossible situation.
As responsible and compassionate citizens of this city and decent human beings, we want to support
council’s efforts to assist those that are the most vulnerable amongst us. However, we are also
responsible for ensuring the proper functioning and survival of the non-profit charitable Port Moody Arts
Centre Society, which provides vital arts education programs for our community. We find ourselves
acting not only as a creative outlet, but also as a source of much needed mental health respite for our
participants, and care relief for working parents and other care-takers who have no where else to turn
as a result of COVID-19.
Based on the recently signed agreement between us, and notification on October 14th from the city that
it did not intend to use the Kyle Centre for any of it’s programs from January-April 2021, our team has
planned our entire Winter/Spring season with Kyle Centre as a primary location; these programs are
scheduled to start on December 1. Classes have been organized, curriculum developed, art instructors
contracted, registration systems set up, etc. with the expectation of going live for registration to the
public in a week. Specifically:




We are offering 90 programs, 77 in-person and 13 (15%) online
Of the 77 in-person programs, 25 (32%) are ceramic classes housed in the PoMoArts building
and 55 (68%) are visual arts classes.
41(78%) of these visual arts classes are taking place at Kyle Centre, including our entire Spring
Break and ProD day programs.

After thoroughly reviewing the report being presented to Council, we do not feel that we will be able to
successfully operate any of our programs scheduled at the Kyle Centre (in use 7 days/week, morning
till evening), if it is to also act as an emergency shelter for the following reasons:


Attachment 1 to the report states that the median number of times from January-March (the
same proposed period as the pilot project) EWS Trinity Church Emergency Weather Shelter
was open, was 43. This is 48% of the total 89 days during this period.
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Item 5.6



The EWS Overnight 2019/2020 Season Activation Occurrences states that there were 12
separate activations (where the shelter was declared open for at least a day) comprising a total
of 62 separate nights. This means each occurrence lasted an average of 5 days. If the 24
hours required prior to the opening of the shelter is added, then Kyle Centre would be
unavailable to us for an average 7 day period at a time (it is unclear how much additional time
would be needed for the clean up once the shelter closes which would prolong this further).



The numbers above only provide an estimate for the number of times the shelter would actually
be active. If the weather forecast changes, the shelter may not open, however the building
would have been shut down and we would have had to cancel classes.



We could not reliably re-schedule cancelled classes as future forecasts may also require
subsequent shut downs.

This would not be a minor disruption. Parents rely on predictable, stable access to our classes in order
to manage their schedules, particularly during this pandemic. Seniors need to know they can
participate in community programs safely and often, we’re the only source of activity outside their
homes. Instructors who rely on us for their livelihood, need to know that their employment is secure and
they can count on the income they have been contracted for.
We did not turn to the City lightly when we first requested access to Kyle Centre to safely re-open our
programs. There simply isn’t room at the PoMoArts building to safely run all of our programs. Without
access to Kyle Centre, we will either:
1. On Dec 1 we would need to cancel 78% of our in-person visual arts programs (68% of all inperson programs for the upcoming season). This will mean:
‐
‐

‐
‐

Approximately 268 people will not have access to arts classes from Jan-April
Half of our instructors would no longer have work (approximately 10 people) and at least 4
educational assistant roles for youth would be eliminated. Additional cuts to our
administrative team may also be required.
Spring Break and all Pro-D day programs would be cancelled.
We will face a program revenue loss of 65% (losing approximately $26,000 of the $40,000
expected for the season).

OR
2. Shut down two of our three core programs currently operating within the PoMoArts building, in
order to make space for some of visual arts classes booked at Kyle Centre. This will mean:
‐
‐
‐

Shutting down the gallery and making the accompanying staff cuts
Shutting down the ceramics studio and all associated programs including classes, open
studio, the Ceramic Artist in Residency program and making the accompanying staff cuts.
There is limited space at PoMoArts compared to Kyle Centre, so a re-located visual arts
program could only exist in a smaller capacity.
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PoMoArts
2425 St Johns Street, Port Moody, BC V3H 2B2
t 604.931.2008
pomoarts.ca

Item 5.6

We have considered taking the classes scheduled at Kyle Centre online instead of cancelling them as
outlined in option #1, however, online art classes simply don’t do well:


In 2019 (pre-pandemic) we offered 398 in-person programs with a run rate of 66%



In the Winter-Spring season of 2020 (Jan-April), we were on our way to beating that run rate
but the forced closure required the cancellation of spring classes, reducing the rate to 44%.
We pivoted online quickly and offered 85 zoom based programs. Only 25 or 29% ran
through the entire summer season.
Since re-opening and offering classes at Kyle Centre, our in-person class run rate is back to
65%, while the online class rate remains at 29%.




Moving to a primarily online model is demonstrably not viable. Our community is quite clear in their
response; they want in-person classes.
We ask the Council to consider the following:
1. Re-consider other facilities for use as a warming centre so that Port Moody can continue to be
the vibrant City of the Arts and a compassionate city.
2. As long as the pandemic continues and/or full community wide vaccination isn’t complete, we
will continue to face the same challenge for the foreseeable future – where to safely program
our classes.
Our agreement with the city requires the city to notify us of it’s intent to use Kyle Centre from MayAugust, by Feb. 14th 2021. The proposed pilot program ends well after that, so any re-deployment
of the Kyle Centre, even if it ends in March, would effectively make it impossible for us to plan a
summer program in that facility.
Sincerely,
Cathy Cena
PoMoArts Center, President
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Item 9.1

Regular Council Meeting
November 24, 2020
Public Input
Item Type

Date

Item
No.

Item Name

Public Input –
Karpinka, Kim

November 10, 2020
15h39

9.1

Temporary Use Permit – 2332 Clarke Street
(CityState Consulting)

Public Input –
White, Janet

November 10, 2020
16h47

9.1

Temporary Use Permit – 2332 Clarke Street
(CityState Consulting)

Public Input –
Hechenberger, David

November 16, 2020
12h52

9.1

Temporary Use Permit – 2332 Clarke Street
(CityState Consulting)

Public Input –
Milost, Vanessa

November 16, 2020
15h13

9.1

Temporary Use Permit – 2332 Clarke Street
(CityState Consulting)

Public Input –
Taylor, Randy

November 17, 2020
10h30

9.1

Temporary Use Permit – 2332 Clarke Street
(CityState Consulting)

Public Input –
Weir, Randy

November 19, 2020
11h41

9.1

Temporary Use Permit – 2332 Clarke Street
(CityState Consulting)

Public Input –
Casumpang, Chris

November 19, 2020
12h03

9.1

Temporary Use Permit – 2332 Clarke Street
(CityState Consulting)

Public Input –
Stolioni, Rolando

November 23, 2020
09h52

9.1

Temporary Use Permit – 2332 Clarke Street
(CityState Consulting)

Public Input –
Pollock, Alexander

November 24, 2020
10h45

9.1

Temporary Use Permit – 2332 Clarke Street
(CityState Consulting)

EDMS#533835

1
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Item 9.1

From: kim karpinka [mailto:__________]
Sent: November‐10‐20 3:39 PM
To: Clerks <Clerks@portmoody.ca>
Subject: Temporary use permit 3080‐20‐12

My name is Kim Karpinka.
We are the owners of __________. 2332 Clarke Street is on the ____
_ of our property and
also extends to the _________. We are not against progress but this is not progress, it is a terrible
use of this land. It would be an eye sore on this vibrant street and would affect property value.
All the shops on the south side of Clarke would be also be facing it. I know the City is trying to
make this part of Port Moody charming. Having trailers, campers, cars, trucks, etc. stored in
plain view is not a good plan.
We are completely opposed to this plan.
Could you please reply and confirm receipt of this email.

Thank you
Kim Karpinka
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Item 9.1

From: __________ [mailto: __________]
Sent: November‐10‐20 4:47 PM
To: Clerks <Clerks@portmoody.ca>
Subject: RE: Temporary Use Permit:3080‐20‐12

To: City of Port Moody
RE: Temporary Use Permit: 3080-20-12
We are the owners of _____ Clarke.
We are very concerned with the proposed land use for 2332 Clarke Street.
Currently we lease our building to a flower shop. The house to the west of our building is a
restaurant and to the east is a heritage building being converted into a bakery. Their street view
would be a storage yard filled with trailers, boats, cars, camper...etc. We think this proposal is a
very poor use of this land considering the location. We feel this permit should not be
considered. We are not against other proposals, but something of this nature does not fit.
We are opposed to this temporary permit.
Could you please reply to this email.
Aspen Ventures Ltd.
Janet White

RC - On-Table - 2020 11 24

17

Item 9.1

From: David Hechenberger
Sent: November‐16‐20 12:52 PM
To: Clerks <Clerks@portmoody.ca>
Subject: Opposition to Temporary Use Permit Application # 3080‐20‐12 ‐ 2332 Clarke Street
City of Port Moody By‐Law Department:
I am writing to express my deep concern with regard to application # 3080‐20‐12 which would permit a
long term vehicle storage facility at 2332 Clarke Street.
I live across the street from this location.
The businesses immediately west of this proposed are a positive example considerate municipal
planning. However, a large RV parking lot in my view and those of my neighbours would not enhance
the ongoing city efforts to beautify our historical area.
A lot such as the one proposed would be as out of place in this neighbourhood as it would be in Noon's
Creek or Heritage Mountain. As you know, the vast majority of these type of lots are situated in non‐
residential areas.
I can assure you our neighbourhood is not an industrial area.
This is also another issue of equal concern. We are already a neighbourhood under siege with increasing
noise pollution. If the city allows a storage facility for these vehicles our serenity will be abruptly
interrupted by noisy one ton diesel trucks capable of towing trailers and boats.
One can imagine several scenarios: a fisherman trying to get his boat out for first light at 4am or a diesel
powered RV rolling in late at night during holidays.
The city and its officials should respect our community neighbourhood and deny this permit application.
Sincerely yours,
David Hechenberger
____ Clarke Street
Port Moody, BC, V3h ___
604 ________
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Item 9.1

From: Vanessa Milost
Sent: November‐16‐20 3:13 PM
To: Clerks <Clerks@portmoody.ca>
Subject: Complaint about application # 3080‐20‐12
City of Port Moody By‐Law Department:
I am writing to express my deep concern with regard to application # 3080‐20‐12 which would permit a
long term vehicle storage facility at 2332 Clarke Street.
I live across the street from this location.
Today, during the times of a pandemic, two representatives from CityState Consulting knocked on my
door with a flyer on the proposed concept of this storage facility. It's without a doubt a project that
would not only depreciate the beauty and sense of community of this historical area, but also add to the
noise and visual pollution that surrounds this block. An RV, boat, bus+ storage would:
•
Block the views of the train track and mountain (in a block where views have been increasingly
taken away)
•
Increase noise pollution, as one can assume vehicles would be coming in and out at early and
late hours of the day
•
Increase visual pollution, as not only would vehicles be an eyesore, but the proposal of a local
art display conflicts with the historical significance of this neighbourhood
•
Clearly be a way to profiteer off an empty block space without any concern for the community
or long‐term value creation for the area
I trust that the city and its officials will respect our community neighbourhood and deny this permit
application.
Sincerely yours,
Vanessa Milost
____ Clarke Street
Port Moody, BC, V3H ___
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Item 9.1

November 17, 2020
City of Port Moody
100 Newport Drive,
Port Moody, BC
V3H 5C3
Re: Temporary Use Permit 3080‐20‐12

I am writing to express my grave concern regarding this proposal.
My wife and I live at ____ Clarke across the street from this site. We have no wish to see campers,
trailers, boats, busses, boats, trucks etc, parked in our neighbourhood. This is a residential area
regardless of the zoning that appears on a city municipal planning map.
Placing a long‐term storage facility in the same block as a wellness facility, art gallery, flower shop and
two restaurants is patently absurd.
Regretfully, some on Port Moody council seem to regard this historic area of the city not as it is, but as it
was‐‐thirty years ago.
As for the ‘temporary’ nature of this permit, my experience has been that ‘temporary’ has a way of
becoming permanent.
I appreciate being able to express my opinion and thank you for the notification.

Randy Taylor
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Item 9.1

From: Randy Weir
Sent: November‐19‐20 11:41 AM
To: Clerks <Clerks@portmoody.ca>
Subject: TUP 2332
I Randy Weir owner of ____ Clarke Street Port Moody l am in favour of the temporary use permit at
2332 Clarke Street in Port Moody. In fact I am in favour of increased activity in this area. Randy Weir
Sent from my iPhone
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Item 9.1

From: Chris Casumpang
Sent: November‐19‐20 12:03 PM
To: Clerks <Clerks@portmoody.ca>
Subject: TUP 2332 Clarke Road Support
To whom it may concern:
We are on a long term lease at ____ Clarke Street, Port Moody BC and have no objections for the
temporary use permit at 2332 Clarke Street, Port Moody BC.
Best regards,
Christopher Casumpang
Sales Representative
Canam Group Inc.
T (604)_______
____________________________
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Item 9.1

From: Rolando Stolioni [mailto: __________]
Sent: November-23-20 9:52 PM
To: Clerks <Clerks@portmoody.ca>
Subject: Tup 2332 Clarke rd Port Moody
I Rory Stowell owner of sinister skin business and building at 2520 st johns Port Moody support this TUP
Application
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------Temporary Use Permit - 2332 Clarke Street
When: Tuesday, November 24, 2020 at 7pm
Where: Electronic Meeting, livestreamed at portmoody.ca/watchlive
Port Moody Council is holding a Public Hearing to consider the following Temporary use permit:
2332 Clarke Street Location Map
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From: Alexander Pollock [mailto: __________]
Sent: November-24-20 10:45 AM
To: Clerks <Clerks@portmoody.ca>
Subject: In support of issuing Temporary Use Permit - 2332 Clarke Street

Dear Mayor, Council & City Staff,
I am writing in support of the application to issue of a temporary use permit for 2332 Clarke
Street, which is to allow for a long-term vehicle storage facility consisting of cars, trucks, buses,
recreational vehicles (including campers and trailers) and boats.
While I currently live in North Vancouver, I have purchased a condo in beautiful Port Moody
(Suter Brook Village) and I visit the village very often on the weekends. I love the city and drive
along Clarke and Saint Johns all the time. I noticed that there are several vacant industrial lots
along these corridors which look quite run down and like a waste of space. This does not do
anything good for the City of Port Moody, especially when these corridors are so frequently
traveled by visitors heading to relax at Rocky Point! There might be future redevelopment
potential for these sites but the planning approval for this would take years. It seems to me like a
temporary use to park vehicles and boats is much more valuable for the time being, and I am
therefore in full support of the application.
Thank you,
Alex Pollock
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Item 9.1

2332 Clarke Street
Temporary Use Permit
Council Consideration
November 24, 2020

Site Plan

2

1
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Item 9.1

Recommendation
THAT the requirement to refer Temporary Use Permit 3080‐20‐12 to the CPAC be waived;
AND THAT Temporary Use Permit 3080‐20‐12 be issued, conditional to the following but not limited to:
• Submission of a turning radius analysis;
• No shipping containers be permitted on the site;
• Tree protection fencing be installed and maintained for the duration of the TUP
• No person shall occupy or live in any vehicles; and
• Vehicles within Metro Vancouver SRW be limited to vehicles under 5,000 lbs GVW, in operable
condition, and parked in an orderly arrangement so they do not block each other.
AND THAT the Mayor and Corporate Officer be authorized to execute the necessary legal documents
required in support of this application.

3

THANK YOU

2
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Item 9.1

Legal Survey

5

3
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Item 9.3

Lots 17-20 Henry Street
Housing Agreement Bylaw
November 24, 2020

Photo: Scott Anderson

Proposal re-cap
• 11-storey building, with a FAR of 1.82
• 173 residential units
• compliance with riparian setback
requirements
• dedication of 8,005m² of land to the
City as park
• Affordable housing component:
• residential floor area to be provided to a
non-profit;
• rent-to-own units; and
• units with lock-off suites.

2

1
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Item 9.3

Implementation
• Official Community Plan Amendment – Bylaw No. 3258 and Rezoning – Bylaw No.
3259
o First and Second Reading on June 2, 2020
o Public Hearing and Third Reading on July 28, 2020

• Housing Agreement Bylaw
• Development Permit
o Form and Character
o Hazardous Conditions
o Environmentally Sensitive Areas

3

Affordable Housing Proposal

Community Amenity Contribution
(AHRF)
Additional CAC Contribution by
Proponent (AHRF)
Contribution to Affordable Housing
on site by the Proponent
Contribution to Affordable Housing
on site by Kinsight
Total Value of Contribution
Affordable Housing Unit
Rent -to-own units
Lock-off suite units

Applicant Fee Waiver
Request Overview
$344,000 (based on 172
units)

Alternate Option
Overview
$346,000 (based on
173 units)
$200,000

$200,000
$256,000
$800,000

$546,000

1
17
6

20
7

4

2
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Item 9.3

Affordable Housing Unit
Key details related to the provision of the Kinsight unit include the following:
• A 1,600 sq.ft. unit, which could house up to six persons, consisting of a twobedroom, one-bathroom suite with full kitchen and laundry facilities, with two
‘lock off’ studios, each of which would have their own basic food preparation
area, living/sleeping area, and bathroom/shower;
• The unit will be entitled to two parking stalls and access to and use of common
amenity space;
• Rental rate not in excess of BC Housing Income Limits (HILs) rates. However,
Kinsight’s intent in housing individuals with developmental disabilities is to
apply shelter rates; and
• The applicant is also proposing, as part of the rent-to-own program, to give
Kinsight priority, should they wish, to purchase up to two of the rent-to-own
units.
5

CAC Waiver Request
The CAC Corporate Policy states that Council may, at its discretion,
waive some or all of the Community Amenity Contribution as part of a
rezoning where affordable housing or another public amenity is being
directly provided by the applicant.

6

3
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Conclusion
Recommendation:
THAT the housing proposal for Lots 17-20 Henry Street be endorsed, and a
Community Amenity Contribution fee waiver in the amount of $344,000 be
approved to facilitate the purchase of a unit by Kinsight as recommended in the
report dated October 26, 2020 from the Community Development Department –
Development Planning Division regarding Housing Agreement – Lots 17-20
Henry Street (Ankenman Marchand).
Next Steps:
The bringing forward of a Housing Agreement Bylaw for Council consideration.

7

THANK YOU

4
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Item 9.4

44, 48, 52, 56, and 60 Seaview Drive
OCP Amendment & Rezoning
Bylaw Introduction
November 24, 2020

Existing View

2

1
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Item 9.4

Official Community Plan

3

Proposal - Site Plan and Variances
As part of the DP, the following
variances to the Zoning Bylaw are
being proposed:
• Increase to the maximum
tandem parking from 50% to
71%;
• Increase in maximum lot
coverage from 40% to 44%; and
• Reduction of minimum front
setback from 4.0m (13.1ft) to
3.4m (11.2ft).

4

2
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Elevations

5

Community Contributions
• Commitment to BUILT GREEN ® Gold certification by Built Green Canada;
• CAC contribution of $138,000, per CAC Policy;
• Additional contribution of $1,000 per unit ($28,000 total) to the Affordable
Housing Reserve on top of CAC contribution; and
• Contribution of $34,000 to the Public Art Reserve Fund based on 0.5% of
construction cost, per Public Art Policy.

6

3
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Item 9.4

Recommendation
THAT the OCP and rezoning bylaws be read a first time.

7

THANK YOU
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Item 9.5

Recap
• Staff presented the recommended options for rehabilitating two
sanitary sewer mains in Shoreline Park on November 3, 2020
• Council directed staff to report back on financial implications of
replacing the two sewers via open-cut method concurrently and
installing a wider 4.8m wide pathway

1

Gravity Main – Open-cut Approach
• Replace the gravity main in-situ (in original location)
• A number of factors were considered including:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Constructability
Proximity to Canadian Pacific Railway (CPR)
Environmental Impact
Archaeological Impact
Longevity
Cost

2
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Item 9.5

Gravity Main – Open-cut Approach - Constructability
• Depth of the sewer to achieve slopes required for gravity hydraulics
• Unsuitable sections for open-cut including:
• Under major watercourses
• Proximity to a watermain near Old Orchard Park
• Steep slopes near the head of the Burrard Inlet that requires significant
retaining walls

• Tie-ins to existing service connections under CPR ROW
3

Low Pressure Main – Open-cut Approach
• Proposed to construct new main next to the existing main so that
existing main is operating during construction to save costs on
bypass pumping
• Close proximity to existing main so higher risk of damaging the
existing live main during construction

4
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Item 9.5

4.8m wide Pathway
• More significant environmental impacts
• Separate mode multi-use paths do not always mitigate conflict
issues unless the separation is physical
• Likely to encourage faster cycling through the pathway by
commuter cyclists

5

Open-cut Approach and 4.8m Pathway – Environmental Impact
• Vegetation removal of approximately 6.0m width footprint
• Removal of an additional 80 trees in addition to 200 trees from
open-cut method, so total 280 trees removed
• Can result in changes to movement patterns and behavior of wildlife in the area
• Trenchless methodology is still recommended around the heron
colony buffers in order to comply with the provincial best
management guidelines
6
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Item 9.5

Open-cut Approach and 4.8m Pathway – Environmental Impact
cont’d
• Increased construction environmental impact
• Inconsistent with a number of City guidelines and policies including:
•
•
•
•
•

Tree management on City Property
OCP
ESA Management Strategy
Parks and Rec Master Plan
Climate Action Plan

7

Cost Comparison

Asset

Open-Cut Methodology
Both Mains Concurrent &
4.8m wide trail

100% Trenchless
Methodology Both Mains
& 3.3m wide trail
(Staff Recommended
Option)

Gravity Sewer Main

$3.5M

$2.1M

Low Pressure Sewer Main

$6.0M

$8.0M

Trail

$4.7M

$3.5M

Trail enhancements such as furniture,
signage, wayfinding, etc.

$0.6M

$0.6M

Total

$14.8M

$14.2M
8
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Item 9.5

Request for Council Consideration

• Endorse the recommended options of rehabilitating the sewers via
Trenchless methodology and installing a 3.3m wide pathway at a
cost of $14.2M
• Approve additional funding for the sewer and pathway portions of
the project for the recommended option:
• $5.21M to be allocated from the sanitary sewer reserve
• $4.1M to be allocated from the density bonusing reserve

9

Thank You
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