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Implementing the
Richmond Hill
Official Plan



Background — Previous Process Cichmond Hill
(used between 2008-2014) Vs

SYNTHESIZE COMMENTS,
REVISE PLAN, & CONFIRM IGMS

(Confirm which of 8 IGMS Criteria
are to be provided)

DEV'T APPLICATION

REVIEW COMMITTEE Approve/Deny

If Approve,
allocate all units

i (DARC)

OR

SUBMISSION REQ’TS
LETTER

Allocate certain
number of units,
and place (H)
on balance of
development



Background - Integrating Sustainability Metrics ~ ichmond Hill
(used March 2014 - present) o~

Confirm Metrics Score for
Recomm’n Report

/

SYNTHESIZE COMMENTS,
Direct to REVISE PLAN, & CONFIRM IGMS
Metrics (Confirm which of 8 IGMS Criteria
webpage/ are to be provided)
brochure

number of units,

' DEV'T APPLICATION ) . : |
' REVIEW COMMITTEE i Advise Outline ' Approve/Deny i
! (DARC) ! applicant of additional :
i | . . . If Approve, I
| | additional Metrics " allocate all units
o Metrics that could :
| | think could be | OR |
' SUBMISSION REQ'TS , achieve achieved | i
| LETTER : Letter directs to \__  / __ , Allocate certain

. Metrics webpage, and place (H)
__________________ notes as a on balance of
requirement development

| Enter Final

i Score into E

1 Monitoring |

Tool



Background — 2014 “Threshold Scores”
(approved by RH Council Feb. 24, 2014)

Richmend HilL_

PERFORMANCE ACHIEVED

THRESHOLD

RH MINIMUM
(OP/BY-LAW Requirements)

12- 20 POINTS (Draft Plan)
16-31 POINTS (Site Plan)

GOOD
(Required to “Play Ball” in RH)

21-35 POINTS (Draft Plan)
32- 45 POINTS (Site Plan)

VERY GOOD

EXCELLENT

36-55 POINTS (Draft Plan)
46-65 POINTS (Site Plan)

+56 POINTS (Draft Plan)
+66 POINTS (Site Plan)




Sustainability Metrics Tool ; .
y Wmitfx_fl'l il

(Excel tool used to quantify/rank the sustainability performance of draft plan and
site plan proposals)

Sustainability Metrics Performance Indicators
Category
Built Environment * Compact Development * Natural Green Space
* Land Use Mix & Diversity * Parking
* Green Buildings * Pedestrian Connections
* Site Accessibility * Cultural Heritage
* Housing Unit Mix *  Community Form
* Landscape and Street Tree * Tree Canopy
Planting/ Preservation * Natural Heritage
Mobility e Site Permeability
* Transit Supportive
* Active Transportation

*  Walkability
¢ Street Network / Block

Natural Environment & * Parks

targets Open Space * Stormwater
e Urban Agriculture

* Natural Heritage System
* Soils and Topography

Minimum Infrastructure & Buildings * Energy Conservation
targets * Potable Water
e Lighting

* Bird Friendly Design
* Materials & Solid Waste
Management

MandatorY * HeatlIsland
target

45 Qualitative Sustainability Metrics




2015 Capacity Building Workshop: Wm’t/aﬁ'ﬁ I

Planner as “Quarterback” & Coordinator with other Divisions

X

A+

Pushing for Metrics
(Advocating)

Informing Customers

About the Metrics

©

Improving
Sustainability
Together

Leading Change
(Planning Application
with Appropriate
Metrics Provided)

Engaging Others Synthesizing Most
(Commenting Experts) Appropriate Metrics
with Commenting
Sections / Agencies



2015 Capacity Building Workshop:

Planner as “Quarterback” & Coordinator with other Divisions

Focus on @
other Roles

Pushing for Metrics
(Advocating)

S
®

Engaging Others
(Commenting Experts)

Synthesizing Most
Appropriate Metrics
with Commenting
Sections / Agencies

Richmond 1l

Improving . @ .

Sustainability

Togeth
SBRE Leading Change

(Planning Application
with Appropriate
Metrics Provided)



UPTAKE TO DATE

&
TOP FIVE METRICS

FOR 2014 - 2017

Sustainability Performance Metrics Tool

Overall High Scores + Overall Low Scores
- = lI
%&IM[HI ]



Sustainability Metrics Site Plans 2014-2016
2014-2016 TRENDS 9 Apps in 2014

15 Apps in 2015
11 Apps in 2016

100

90 1 $’“°Lgi“9 \ « Values are based on 35
80 \ Score of 36 submitted applications
70 \, “Good” /

| Based on 18 Applications | * Number of applications

o 4 receiving Very Good is
Q 50 P, _ b increasing
D 4 Y
PR a— g | * The median score
30 1 throughout the years is
20 increasing
10
0 Mean Median
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15  ==e=2014 47 38
Number of Applications «8=2015 46 40
-l 2016 45 45

m Good
M Very Good

Excellent

(PMWM;@L




Top Five Sustainability Metrics that Site Plans 2014-2016

have the ngheSt Uptake Overall 35 Applications
Reduced Maintain
Light Solid Waste Existing
Pollution Healthy Trees

¥ Aspirational

Mimimum

MNotarget
available

94% 96% 90%
Based on Based on Based on
34 23 29
Applications Applications Applications

’PMM@ Jill



Top Five Sustainability Metrics that Site Plans 2014-2016

have the Highest Uptake Overall 35 Applications
Number of
Bicycle Universally
Parking Accessible
(Comm/Res/Inst)  Points of Entry
50%+ are
achieving
their Min &
Asp targets
¥ Aspirational
= Minimum
MNotarget
available

58%

Based on Based on
18 35
Applications Applications

Wmo@ﬂ_\



Top Five Sustainability Metrics that Site Plans 2014-2016
have the Lowest Uptake Overall 35 Applications

Universal Design for Life

Design Cycle Housing Rainwater re-use

3

¢

?

B Aspirational

= Minimum

MNotarget
available

E
70
-

N =

®
‘ y. % Cs% g
LS
Based on 14 Based on 1 6 Based on 22
Applications Applications Applications

Wm@ jill_



Top Five Sustainability Metrics that Site Plans 2014-2016

have the L owest Uptake Overall 35 Applications
Reduce Potable

I\Enl;?\raggyement W?ter_use for
Irrigation
50%+ are not
achieving
their Min & -
B Aspirational
Asp targets = Minimum
Motarget
available

Based on 34 Based on 29

Applications Applications

Rclmend Hil1_




Sustainability Metrics Draft Plans 2014-2016
2014-2016 TRENDS 8 Apps in 2014

7 Apps in 2015
7 Apps in 2016

60
* Values based on 22
50 submitted applications
40 + 2015-16 applications
@ scored on average higher
§ 30 then 2014 applications
(72 ]
20 * The median score in 2016
was 33 (Good) which was
i higher than other years
0 Mean Median
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 ==2014 32 30
Number of Applications =®=2015 32 27
e 2016 33 33
0%
0%
H Good
M Very Good
Excellent

(PMWO@L



Top Five Sustainability Metrics that Draft Plans 2014-2016

have the Highest Uptake Overall 22 Applications
Restore Maintaining Buildings
Enhanced Existing under
Soils Healthy Trees  “Green”

rating system

39%
s 53% ¥ Aspirational
— —— B Minimum
MNotarget
available
89%
67%
59%
Based on Based on Based on
22 22 15
Applications Applications Applications

’puc/fngm;é-l)!_l_k



Top Five Sustainability Metrics that Draft Plans 2014-2016

have the H|ghest Uptake Overall 22 Applications
Promote Reduce Light
Walkable Pollution
Streets
50% + are
achieving
their Min
targets U— = Aspirational
Minimum
MNotarget
100% available

65%

Based on Based on
22 22
Applications Applications

Mm@ J11



Top Five Sustainability Metrics that Draft Plans 2014-2016

have the L owest Uptake Overall 22 Applications
Stormwater Recycled / Energy
Quantity Reclaimed Management
Materials
B Aspirational
Minimum
No target
available

37%
29%
8%
Based on 19 Based on 22 Based on 21
Applications Applications Applications

’Pu%m@ jill_



Top Five Sustainability Metrics that
have the | owest Uptake

N
Canadi r

50%+ are not
achieving

their Min &
Asp targets

Draft Plans 2014-2016

Overall 22 Applications

Building Energy Number of
Efficiency Universally
Draft Plan Accessible Points
B Aspirational
= Minimum
Motarget
available
—
28%
— ] 21%
Based on 22 Based on 14
Applications Applications

Mm@ J11



Site Plan Applications chmond
How Did We Do? -

Help us save water

ﬂ = 1.1 gallons
, &

= LG gallons
&b
ﬁ'—;.

% Tree Canopy within Water Conserving ~ Stormwater Q"Ua;t'iiy -
Proximity to Building Fixture (LID)

Minimum Metric: Minimum Metric:
Provide shade for at least 50% of
the walkway

2016 45% 2016 57% 2016 22%

Aspirational Metric:
10-20% Reduction over baseline fixtures Retain 15 mm Rainfall Volume

SO200225258 100f 22 apps S000222228 130f 23 apps 0000222222 sof23apps
o0 000 000

(1] 0
2017 83% 2017 59% 2017 30%
oss oo00ee 0000000000 0000000000



Draft Plan Applications

How Did We Do?

TOP 3 ‘EASY WINS” TO PUSH FOR

Aspiration Metric:
Contain Continuous Sidewalks

2016 14%,

0000000000
esecececee 3 of 22 apps

2017 45%

soooooonee 100f22apps
esececcsce

LEED” CANADA
GOLD -OR
2012

Building Energy
Efficiency

Minimum Metric:
> 75% achieve EnerGuide 83 of higher

2016 229,

cooooooe  4ofl8apps
2017 32%
sooooosone /of22apps

% Canopy Coverage

Aspiration Metric:
Tree-lined Streets

2016 10%

0000000008 | 1r10%nns

2017 53%

soooooonee d0fl5apps
00000



Next Steps (Pu%m”}@y-\

L X
2017 and beyond 0o

o000

000

®

e00®
@

®c

Implementing the
Richmond Hill
Official Plan



Sustainability Metrics Update/Incentives Project Richmond Hil
(initiating fall 2017) o

Should RH adjust our Thresholds to be higher?
(i.e. like Brampton’s — approved March 2015 and given the recent TGS Update)

Brampton Thresholds
Baseline Silver Aspirational
Min | Max Min Max /Gold
Site Plan 21 34 53 69 70+
Block Plan 23 29 39 48 49+
Draft Plan 21 28 40 50 51+
Richmond Hill Approved Thresholds
Baseline | Very Good
Excellent
Min Ma)l Min Max
Site Plan 16 31 46 65 66+
Draft Plan 12 20 36 55 56+




Waste Dev’t Standard Update Richmond Hil
P

(re-initiating summer 2017)

3-Stream Metric

Minimum Target — Storage and collection areas for recycling and organic waste are within or
attached to the building or deep collection recycling and organic waste storage facilities are provided
(1 point). (Single family developments are exempt from minimum requirements).

Aspirational target - 3 chute system is provided ( 1 point)

Cenirgl Fare

ZcﬂéBémm]—\f‘\E “‘
soar | “d
[@610mm] “'—‘_' i
' \m____._/j ‘\‘__./ﬂ i
B A 0 | kT e
i AL, =38 I %
o SU g
.4 [750mml 5
. 118* :
J [3000mm] 3
. + -
34”
[864mm]
3 chute system
Tri-sorter (less chance for malfunction/ 23

(1 chute — generally getting this now) contamination of waste streams



New Sustainability Metrics Webform ’PMW@ il

(under development)
Current — Excel Chart Future — Webform (in process)

P . Rhond ... Built Environment +
oication Date 5110312015 - e —)
pproval Date: T wowvommromsmee ] Mobility -
[ 155 Papiatonsl Pon Achewed ]
Developer Name: 9183183 Canada Corp RESULTS POINTS ACHIEVED . N o
P 0183183 Canada Corp OVERALL (Application) 2 of 152 9% Al fields marked with an * are reguired to submit the form.
Project Name: 0 KING ROAD ‘OVERALL (Community) 35 of 175 e— 20%
Municipaiits: Richmond Hill ENERGY (Applicaion] orss ox Mobility
Tepe of Development Site: Intensification | wervitcason ENERGY (Community) o3 0%
Plan Type: Site Plan - Fion W ATER (Application) 4orzs "
Type of Development Properti Low Rise (3 floors or lower) No e WATER (Community] 4of29 ™ .
Multi-Family Buildings (4 floors or higher) Yes - VALKABLITY (Applcaton) 2orst a2x 2B.1 Street Networks/Blocks - Block Perimeter/Length
‘Commercial/Retail/Institutional No e WALKABILITY (Community) 180f53 3%
HATURAL SYSTENS (Appication) sors o
NATURAL SYSTERS (Commat) e " Verify the following statement, 75% of block parimeters do not exceed 550m and Elease seler - 2 Points (M)

75% of block lengths do not exceed 250m.

141 |Compact Development Floor Space Index
‘Wil the Municipal Official Plan Floor Space Index (FSI) or Floor Area Ratio requirements be satisfied? Tves [ Mandatory
e [ . ) ) ) , . :
) Verify the following statement, 100% of block perimeters do not exceed 550m and Elease seler - 2 Points (A)
| 100% of block lengths do not exceed 250m. Pieage
161 [Land use Diversity Mix Proximity to Basic Ameniti N . . N L ~ R .
[ [Plesse Populate Both Cases Is the site within 800m walking distance to an existing or planned commuter rail, 3 Points (M)
For rerdental-anly 5nd mived vas spplications, celect T2 sweting plamed or approved smeniies that wil be wihin B00m walking dietance of S0% or mare of the Bweling Units BU] light rail, bus rapid transit or subway with fraquent service? Alternatively, is the site
For applications that only include ICI projects, select the existing, planned or approved amenities that will be within an 800m walking distance to the application ? - ) 3 " .
2 Points awarded per amenity, with a maximum of  amenities considered for points) within 400m walking distance to 1 or more bus stops with frequent service? (This
Gl = I g'f:;"”t:/’;f”(”‘ g‘a'f‘t = oo o6 pons 2 Minimum Target must be met in order to eam Aspirational Points)
Pharmacy No J| eachm
Library No. ]
For residential-only and mixed use applications, select the existing, planned or approved amenities that will be within 400m walking distance of75% or more of the Dwelling Units (DU). IS the SitE Wlthln 4DD|T| wa |k|ng diStanDE to an EKiSting or pla nned commuter I'Eil, PlEaSE SEIEC' . 3 pclms [A:l
For applications that only include ICI projects, select the existing, planned or approved amenities that will be vithin 2 400m walking distance to the applicstion. N ; . 5 3 . : N :
2 Points awarded per amenity, with a maximum of  amenities considered for points) light rail, bus rapid transit, or subway with frequent service? Alternatively, is the site
R e e o oo poms 2 within 200m walking distance to 1 or more bus stops with frequent service?
Pharmacy = o eachim
Library ) |
162 [Land use Diversity Mixc Proximity to Lifestyl m 201 Active Tt p ion - P imity to Cycle
Please Populate Al Cases
‘“5;‘ '_'”“”“““”‘3' [Will all the Municipal Official Plan Requirements be satisfied? = ‘ Mandstory
o = ] Does IILZSE\'EIopmem plan include any anticipated or existing trails or cycling Dlease selec « Qualifier
Restsurant/pub ve o networks?
Other (Please Specify) <enter field>. ] <eslect>
1c1
ke
i 2E1 Walkability - Promote Walkable Streets
12 [Londk d Shreet Ti i — Mainkain Fxisting Healthy T
Are there any trees on site? = | Qualfier
Has an Arborist's Report been generated that identifies and evaluates where on-site healthy mature trees will be protected (in-situ or moved) or removed? ::: N Mandatory . A[E a” Sidewal kS in ECCQ‘[danCe Wlth a IiCEuE Ml.ll'lici al S'[EI'Id ards? SidEWEIkS . ME nda‘tﬂ
Siill counts even if Please selec
When healthy mature trees are removed, wil new trees be provided on site (or 35 determined by the municipslity) to mitigate the lost canopy coverage? (doss not include steet trees) | 2o | s rmust be at least 1.5 m in width.
Will 75% of the healthy mature trees greater than 20cm DBH be preserved in situ on site? <select> | 3 points
1c3 [Landscape and Street Tree Planting/Presenvation - Soil Quantity and Quality
[Will Municipal Tree Planting Standards be satisfied? Yes Mandatory - - P e .
|All Pits, trenches and/or planting beds within the application will have 2 topsoil layer greater than 60cm with an organic matter content of 10% to 15 % by dry weight and & pH of 60 to 80. | Yes. o >“"‘HZ‘:“H"B‘;E”: " Wha_t percemage G_f streets have continuous 5|dewalk§, &y 'Equwalem prp\ Isions, Fleasze selec Up o4 points [M
[the subsail will have a total uncompacted soil depth of 80 cm. There will be minimum soil volume of 30 cubic meters per tree. i provided on both sides of streets? l.‘_at least 75% = 2 points, 100% = 4 points) (Must and A)
101 |Green puildings - Buildingls) Designed and/or Certified Under an Accredited “Green™ Rating System P . P :
[Are there more than five buidings in this development phase of the application” ST R meet minimum target of 75% 1o eamn aspirational peints)
Have sil municipal buldings over S00m2 been designed to LEED Siter or equialent? WA [ Tenstoy
How many buildings will be certified under third party B Please Select | <sclect> |eE=E | - roms 00 5“"‘m:“n"ﬂ‘;f;z "
Green Standards? (2 Points f One or More) Applicable Certfication Standards - unsatisfied Have pedestrian amenities been provided to further encourage walkable streets? Eleaze seler « 2 points (4)
‘What percentage of buildings will be Bl Select] <select> Energy Star
certied under thd pary Green Standrds? 100% oot conpene R Sl . | F—
(2 Points if 50-75% 4 Points If 76-100% Site must have 5 or more buildings) ppiicable Ceriication Standarcy

Please list pedestrian amenities provided: Wind Breaks

Mandatory Seating

Pedestrian Oriented Lighting
Wide Sidewalks (Urban Areas)

Have 10% of multi-residential units been designed to provide a barrier-free path of travel from the suite entrance door to the doorway of at least one bedroom at the same level, and at | No.
least one bathroom in accordance with QBC?
Up to 2 points

What percentage of DUs are designed in accordance with Universal Design and Accessibility guidelines (ie. ICC/ANSI A1171 or equivalent) (1 paint for 20% and 2 points for 30%) e
(M and 4)

160 ;
Will 100% of Primry Entrances be Universally Accessible? Mandatory Shading
will 100% of Emergency Exits be Universally Accessible? ather (F‘l case Spec:ify‘l
Will 100% of the remsining entres/exits be Accessible? Lot () L

[ cusing it i - Desian for Life Cucle Housing - Site la

161
Ownership Housing Type
sordsblenon m e we vor] 0% -
Matural Environment and Open Space
Input the percentage of housing types within the application that will fall under Mym Detached| 0% Secondary sutte| 0%
the following categeries (based on % of Gross Floor Area (GFA). All totals under Uo7 Paints R
each eategory (Ownership, Accomodation Housing Type) should each 3dd up to Tounhomes/Stacked o wied s ,M,"me o | Infrastructure and Buildings
100%. i
SFU/Other
Mid/Hi-Rise| 0% 1 0%

Instructions | Dynamic Tool . Report Card 0K [ [




Looking forward:
Helping others to “Regionalize” Green Development Standards

Today

Future

MUNICIPALITIES with Consistent Sustainability Metrics

(. BRAMPTON icfoond i1 i Y| FvaucHaN

wompiona FlOWET City

Greater Toronto Area

| East Guillimbury
|

Mewmarket

Lake Ontario



