COUNCIL CORRESPONDENCE UPDATE TO OCTOBER 11, 2023 (8:30 a.m.)

Correspondence

(1)  October 4, 2023, regarding "North Shore Waste Water Treatment Plant Stays
Right Where it Is”

(2) October 4, 2023, regarding Gleneagles Pump Station Upgrade

(3) October 6, 2023, regarding “Re: Clegg House HRA proposal” (Proposed
Heritage Revitalization Agreement, Heritage Designation, and Development
Permit for 1591 Haywood Avenue) (Referred to the October 23, 2023 public
hearing)

(4) October 8, 2023, regarding “Bylaw infractions” (Dogs)

(5) Committee and Board Meeting Minutes — Arts & Culture Advisory Committee
meeting September 5, 2023

Correspondence from Other Governments and Government Agencies
No items.
Responses to Correspondence

(6) Acting Senior Manager of Parks, October 4, 2023, response regarding
“Ambleside park playground”

(7)  Acting Senior Manager of Parks, October 4, 2023, response regarding
“Suggestion” (Public Amenities)

(8) Community Planner, October 4, 2023, response regarding Proposed Heritage
Revitalization Agreement, Heritage Designation, and Development Permit for
1591 Haywood Avenue (Referred to the October 23, 2023 public hearing)

(9) Community Planner, October 6, 2023, response regarding Proposed Heritage
Revitalization Agreement, Heritage Designation, and Development Permit for
1591 Haywood Avenue (Referred to the October 23, 2023 public hearing)

(10) Community Planner, October 6, 2023, response regarding Proposed Heritage
Revitalization Agreement, Heritage Designation, and Development Permit for
1591 Haywood Avenue (Referred to the October 23, 2023 public hearing)

(11) Engineering & Transportation Services, October 10, 2023, response regarding
Gleneagles Pump Station Upgrade
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From: s.22(1)

Sent: Wednesday, October 4, 2023 1:33 PM

To: dnvcouncil@dnv.org; CityCouncil@cnv.org; correspondence; MayorHarvie@delta.ca;
cco@squamish.net

Cc: mike@mikelittle.ca; s. 22(1)

Subject: North Shore Waste Water Treatment Plant Stays Right Where it Is

Attachments: capilano5rl (1)map.pdf; cutoff lands agreement squamish IR5 (3).pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the organization from email address ||| EEGIEEZZI - Do not click links or

open attachments unless you validate the sender and know the content is safe. If you believe this e-mail is suspicious, please report
it to IT by marking it as SPAM.

DNV Mayor Little, DNV Council, CNV Council, DWV Council, Chair of Metro, Squamish Nation and
Observers

Over the past 10 days | have involved myself at the deepest levels in researching the particulars of the
Lions Gate Waste Water Treatment Plant under the Lions Gate Bridge in what some people label as West
Vancouver, but also on lands claimed to be owned by the Squamish First Nation, and the so-called,
alleged approval to decommission the existing plant and move it to the base of Pemberton Street in
North Vancouver, the approval which | say is tenuous at best and from my ||l of reading contract

law and my multiple experiences as ||| G s ost likely non existent.
some ot mytncines ERGRRINN o ONV Counc

| did so in the context of a statement directed at 2022 Council Candidate
at the time a candidate for Council of the District of North Vancouver,
Mayor a candidacy

s. 22(1)

’

a candidate for
support incumbent His Worship Mike Litte. This
statement was directed at by Mr. Dave Stuart, CAO of the DNV and a key person in the
matter, when spoke of the failure of the plant to meet its December 2020 target
completion and original budget. At the same meeting ||| R sPoke to particulars of the plant and
made clear he was not a political candidate and held no such aspirations:

"Every election cycle candidates show up with criticisms of municipal projects. Its (the building of the
new waste water treatment plant) being managed and being managed well." At the time a revised cost
estimate had been published of $1.08 billion, no work on been done on the site for ayear, and no
completion date existed, despite the plant already being 2 years late. (Dave Stuart, June 2022).

Mr. Stuart's statement in 2022 was perplexing since in 2014 he stated that the project must be
completed before 2022 because in 2022 the pipes would fail. No pipes ever failed.

| affirm my research by embedding or appending to this email the following source material regarding the
project.

1.An April 2017 Press Release from Acciona alleging a CAD525 million dollar project was approved by
Metro.



BLOCKEDacciona[.Jcom/updates/news/acciona-to-build-new-cad-dollar-525-million-waste-water-
treatment-plant-in-vancouver/?_adin=11551547647BLOCKED

The Press Release is false. The Dun and Bradstreet database indicated the Acciona bid was USD525 or
CAD700 million.

2.A Q3 2018 report from the Squamish Nation states material false statements, regrettably including
what must be labeled an outright lie on page 9:

The Lions Gate Wastewater Treatment Plan was built on Squamish Nation lands in 1971 without the
permission of the Squamish Nation. The lands were confi scated and used to build the wastewater
treatment plant that serves all residents of West Vancouver and North Vancouver. The Squamish Nation
has long fought for the return of these lands and the removal of the Lions Gate Wastewater Treatment
Plant.

BLOCKEDsquamish[.]net/wp-content/uploads/2021/09/Q3-2018-Quarterly-Report-from-
Council_final[.]JpdfBLOCKED

No land was ever confiscated. The land has been controlled by the Squamish Nation since the original
plant was built circa 1961. The Squamish did, in fact, approve the lease for the land. The proof is affirmed
by the attached lease among Ottawa, Metro and the Squamish, signed by the Chief and all councillors,
with every page initialled by the Chief and all councillors, approving a 20-year perpetual renewing lease,
the lease which is now current and will remain current out to 2041. If, before 2041, all of the partners,
Ottawa, Metro and the Squamish provide 2-years notice or more, no later than 2039, the lease can be
cancelled. There is NO other way to cancel the lease.

By copy to the Squamish Nation, | caution that hyperbole, allegations of criminal behaviour, threats and
false information are not ways to reconcile the issue of how best to upgrade the existing plant in its
location under the Lions Gate Bridge. If the existing Chief and Council disagree with the decisions of the
previous Chiefs and Councils, that disagreement is an internal matter, not one to the resolved by having
North Shore residents pay 30-45% of the now expected $4 billion cost for unneeded new plant. | further
caution that | am solely the messenger. | get enough harassment from DNV Municipal Hall and need not
outsource such occasions to other alleged aggrieved parties.

3.There are No documents from either Ottawa nor Metro related to cancellation of the lease. None. Not
in the public domain.

4.Contary to many statements made, the origins of upgrading the existing Lions Gate Plant DID NOT flow
from legislation out of Ottawa in 2012. Instead they flowed from the 2010-2011 Metro Liquid Waste
Management Plan calling for an UPGRADE not a replacement of the Lions Gate Plant. The Plan was
approved by the Province of BC in 2011.

https://archive.news.gov.bc.ca/releases/news_releases 2009-2013/2011ENV0025-000653.htm

Metro Vancouver Liquid Waste Management Plan Approved



VICTORIA — Environment Minister Terry Lake has approved a new liquid waste management plan (LWMP)
for Metro Vancouver that deals with the pressure of an increasing population while planning to bring an
aging infrastructure up to modern standards.

5.Contrary to claims that the existing Lions Gate Plant is land constrained and could not be used for
secondary and tertiary treatment, the appended map shows dozens of acres available for the 6 acres
needed for secondary and tertiary treatment.

My portfolio contains many references during the period 2007-2012 of how, what was a Costco
application for the Pemberton site in 2007, then a proposed location for a Translink bus depot morphed
in late 2012 into a proposed site for a new waste water treatment plant. None of those documents
remotely disclose any legal, environmental nor engineering reasons for the new location. The location
was simply picked by the DNV's Mayor Richard Walton and Dave Stuart to block the Costco application
and the Translink Bus Depot absent any other competing sites. Metro made no public comments about
the site until 2018 when ground was broken. CNV Mayor Darryl Mussatto supported the site solely
because it offered a free source of methane waste which could be used to power the infamous Lower
Lonsdale Energy Corporation (LLEC) a most troublesome matter. At no time was there ever a discussion
by any authority in the public domain, or any domain for that matter, of why a new site was required. For
the sake of simplicity, | do not append all of the documents.

Requests

1.The existing lease be enforced with secondary and tertiary treatment added to the existing plant on
land below the Lions Gate Bridge.

2.The $776 million spent to date be written off as an unrecoverable, sunk cost.

3.The build out of secondary and tertiary treatment be designed to mitigate unpleasant smells to ALl
local residents including residents of the DWV and the alleged Squamish Nation lands.

4.The RCMP investigate why the Acconia bid was accepted when competing bids, now available on the
Dunn and Bradstreet database, including the Ellis Don bid, indicate the Acconia bid was critically flawed
because existing technology in 2017 did not allow for the project to remotely come in at the price alleged,
which today still is not agreed from the 2017 documents, and it was impossible to complete the plant
until 2023, a fact now 100% affirmed. A simple governance vetting by junior staff in 2017 would have
ruled out the Acconia bid. There are others who will confirm the content of this paragraph. Why was a bid
accepted that was clearly not credible?

Sincerely,

s. 22(1)

North Vancouver
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THIS AGREEMEN ?de the
day of L , 1983,

BETWEEN :

HER MAJESTY THE QUEEN IN
RIGHT OF CANADA

OF THE FIRST PART

AND:
HER MAJESTY THE QUEEN IN
RIGHT OF THE PROVINCE OF
BRITISH COLUMBIA
OF THE SECOND PART
AND:

SQUAMISH INDIAN BAND
OF THE THIRD PART

AGREEMENT

RATCLIFF & COMPANY
BARRISTERS & SOLICITORS

§03 - 133 WEST 15TH STREET
NORTH VANCOUVER, B.C. V7M iR8
TELEPHONE (604) 988-5201










SCHEDULE A"

Blocks A (land 38.97 acres, water 6.70 acres, combined 45.67
acres), B (land 19.82 acres, water 19.80, combined 39,62 acres),
C (land 20.50 acres, water 7.65, combined 28,15), D (land 5.58
acres) of District Lot 5521, Group 1, New Westminster District,
including Blocks E and F contained therein, except those parts of
#lock C shown on Plan 14558 (3.18 acres) and reference Plan 10604
{.55 acres), the land being transferred thus comprising a total
of 115.29 acres, which said acreage includes such parts thereof
covered by water, all as shown outlined in red on the plan of
survey prepared by G. Mullin, B,C.L.S. and dated February 10th,
1955, which said plan is attached to this Schedule "A" as
Appendix 1, subject, however, to the rights and privileges
granted by her Majesty the Queen in Right of the Province of
British Columbia under and by virtue of the following
rights-of-way: :

1, That right-of-way ygranted for so long as reguired for sewage
pipeline purposes tc the Greater Vancouver Sewerage and
Drainage District by Order-in-Council No. 2915 approved
December 21, 1959, as shown on Reference Plan 6446,

2. That right-of-way granted for so lonyg as reqguired for sewage
pipeline purposes to the Greater Vancouver Sewerage and
Drainage District by Order-in-Council No, 1137 approved April
23, 1964, as shown on Reference Plan 7863.

3. That right-of-way granted for so long as required for sewage
pipeline purposes to the Greater vancouver Sewerage and
Drainage District by Order-in-Council No. 541 approved
March 2, 1962.

4, That licence of occupation yranted for a term of four years
and subject to renewal for further periods of one year from
March 29, 1962, for maintaining electric transmission line
purposes to the British Columbia Electric Railway Co. Ltd. by
urder-in-Council No. 811 approved March 29, 1962,
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From: s. 22(1)

Sent: Wednesday, October 4, 2023 9:56 PM

To: correspondence; Mark Sager; Nora Gambioli

Subject: Gleneagles Pump Station Upgrade - By-law Variance Application -
Industra Important Time Sensitive

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the organization from email address ||| CEZI- Do not click links or open

attachments unless you validate the sender and know the content is safe. If you believe this e-mail is suspicious, please report it to
IT by marking it as SPAM.

Dear Council and Mayor,

My name is R ! v IS i st Vancouver.
, including the pump station currently being upgraded by Metro

Vancouver.

| have lived in this house . My entire professional career was in

. | am writing today to draw your
attention to this project which is one of a series of utility upgrades slated to occur in West Van in the near future.

Metro informed us about this project a number of years ago and at that

time. Recently, we have received word that will commence October 14th, 2023. The letter we
received does contain some errors but in essence the purpose as we understand it, was to have align

with the tie in of the current sewer to the temporary pump station so that could then be used to provide space
for proper shoring for the rebuild of the current pump station .

In addition it is our understanding that this project will require most likely agree to

(assuming terms are satisfactory) as rebuilding this pump station is in our collective best interest as a municipality.

The problem:

1. severely impacted by this work and will be impacted with other future

works for water main upgrades i;

2. Metro is taking land for their use well before the project start dates;

3. Metro is not compensating fairly in our opinion and not really attempting to negotiate;

4. The current contractor Industra is a competent choice and we have no issue with this contractor and find them
great to work with;

5. Industra wishes to perform the tie in to the temporary pump station at night, they were hoping for October
14th, 2023...

6. Apparently this may not happen because West Vancouver has no By-Law provision that allows for this night
time work unless its a concrete pour;

7. The night time work is required because this is when sewage flow rates are the lowest;

8. Industra may wish to apply for a variance and it is my understanding that this variance would also include
Gallagher Place works;

9. Failure to allow Industra to perform this work at night and this month would ultimately delay this project for
months; AGAIN

10. The current pump station is aging and frequently creates problems for Metro and sometimes even for

immediate residents nearby;



11. The current pump station sometimes fails and residents nearby are exposed to multiple days and nights of lined
up vac trucks transporting raw sewage back and forth to working pump stations without any warning. Residents near
pump stations are often subjected to unwanted odours and other inconveniences without warning and it is my feeling
that most if not all nearby property residents would agree to a variance if it was requested by Industra/ Metro.Vac
trucks are very noisy and often there is bright light associated with these emergencies. These emergencies are likely,
not unlikely, and further delays in this upgrade project make no sense.

12. legally tied up in this and | am about to try and help the project to be used
provided a satisfactory agreement can be reached. | am limited by this project am
_ as are my neighbours. We have years of upgrades to endure it
seems with little communication from Metro (and now a possible strike).

What | am requesting is for Council to make every reasonable attempt to find a way to allow this one night of work in
the interest of moving things along. Mr. Sager, your election platform was actually based on getting things done and i
feel that in this instance efforts by you here could be helpful. We cannot wait until spring. It is my understanding that
West Vancouver Staff do not know how to allow this work to proceed.

My quiet enjoyment is directly impacted by this project. is legally impacted by this project and | am unable to do
anything about what is happening around me. A road that provides an important turn around for emergency vehicles
and a bypass for a dangerous corner on Marine Drive is closed. | ask that Council get involved here and make this one
night of work happen somehow so this project is not held up by The District, because ultimately, the District right now
appears to be the roadblock.

sincerely, RN



(3)

s.22(1)

From:

Sent: Friday, October 6, 2023 12:35 PM

To: Erika Syvokas

Cc: decostahouse@gmail.com;; Michelle McGuire; Mark Sager; Christine
Cassidy; Scott Snider; Linda Watt; Sharon Thompson; Nora Gambioli; Peter Lambur;
correspondence

Subject: Re: Clegg House HRA proposal

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the organization from email address ||| EGSEZI - Do ot click links or

open attachments unless you validate the sender and know the content is safe. If you believe this e-mail is suspicious, please report
it to IT by marking it as SPAM.

Thank you for your prompt response Erika.
In the interests of brevity | respond concisely:

1) of course the impacted community understands that this application does not fall within the proposed Ambleside LAP
, the thrust of which is to properly concentrate densification below Gordon (to encourage rational development closer
to transit and commercial corridors) and to discourage “ad hoc” spot rezoning as is proposed here;

2) the consensus view of the impacted community is that what is proposed here has absolutely nothing to do with
preserving heritage (as the repositioned renovated Clegg House simply ends up appearing as a new build craftsman,
albeit without otherwise required setbacks) and is very obviously animated simply by a desire to profit through
subdivision and densification;

3) procedurally, it is disingenuous to suggest that the impacted community should constantly check council agendas to
ensure that they are able to respond to applications such this and then for it to be given only three weeks (intersected
by two statutory holidays) to organize so as to ensure that it speaks with one voice at a Public Hearing in opposition to
this substantive spot rezoning application.

Put another way why on earth would this developer not have been required to give actual Notice to the impacted
community of it’s Sept 25 application to Council for heritage designation , relief from existing zoning requirements , tax
exemption, etc, ?

Obviously , the impact of this lack of Notice prior to Sept 25 was that Council was left to make decisions, including the
setting of a premature Public Hearing date, based only upon Staff recommendations and without the benefit of any
actual community input.

s. 22(1)

West Vancouver, BC

Privileged and Confidential



On Oct 6, 2023, at 10:22 AM, Erika Syvokas <esyvokas@westvancouver.ca> wrote:

HeIIo

Thank you for your follow up email. Please find responses to your comments below. | have copied
Michelle McGuire as well Mayor and Council as requested.

Policy 2.1.15 of the Official Community Plan (OCP) allows consideration of heritage projects within a
local area plan (LAP) boundary, prior to the adoption of a local area plan, by applying relevant District-
wide policies with the OCP. Additionally, the current study area for the Ambleside LAP, as approved by
Council does not include the subject site. On July 24, 2023, Council approved a series of resolutions
related to the Ambleside Local Area Plan, including one directing staff to proceed based on a revised LAP
study area (see the report to Council here). The revised study area, as shown on Map 1 of the report to
Council, does not include the subject site.

The proposal for 1591 Haywood Avenue is following the standard staff review and public consultation
process for this type of development application in accordance with the Preliminary Development
Proposal and Public Consultation Policy and the Development Procedures Bylaw including:

1. Priorto submitting a formal application, the applicant submitted a preliminary development
proposal and undertook preliminary public consultation to allow for initial staff review and
public input.

2. The preliminary process included the applicant notifying surrounding property owners based on
the Preliminary Development Proposal & Public Consultation Policy and hosting a Preliminary
Public Consultation Meeting.

3. The Heritage Advisory Committee reviewed the proposal at the preliminary proposal stage, as
well as part of the formal application process. Committee meetings are public meetings, and
the meeting minutes are available online.

4. The applicant is holding a Public Information Meeting on October 10, 2023, to provide the public
an opportunity to learn about the proposal and ask questions prior to the Public Hearing
scheduled for October 23, 2023.

The application has also gone through all standard and required notification and Council
meeting/consideration procedures including:

1. A project page, including information regarding the proposal and proposed plans, has been
available on the website since prior to the preliminary public consultation meeting and has
been updated throughout the process.

2. The agenda for the September 25, 2023 Council meeting where Council gave 1st reading of the
proposed bylaws and added the Clegg House to the Community Heritage Register was posted in
accordance with legislative requirements.

3. Adevelopment application sign indicating the details of the Public Information Meeting and the
details of the Public Hearing has been erected on site.

4. The applicant sent out a notice and information package regarding the applicant-led
information meeting to be held on October 10, 2023 to all properties within 100 m of the
subject property.

5. A notice of the upcoming Public Hearing on October 23, 2023 was mailed out by the District on
October 5, 2023 to all properties within 100 m of the subject property.

6. Notice of the Public Hearing will also be placed in the North Shore News on October 11 and 18,
2023.

Sincerely,



Erika Syvokas
Community Planner | Planning and Development Services | District of West Vancouver
t: 604-921-2914 | westvancouver.ca

From: s.22(1)
Sent: Thursday, October 5, 2023 12:18 PM
To: Erika Syvokas <esyvokas@westvancouver.ca>; Mark Sager <mark@westvancouver.ca>

Ce:decostaouse@gmai.cor; AN

Subject: Re: Clegg House HRA proposal

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the organization from email address || EEGSEZOI - Do not click links or
open attachments unless you validate the sender and know the content is safe. If you believe this e-mail is suspicious, please report it
to IT by marking it as SPAM.

Thank you Erika.

Again | express very emphatic surprise that this application is being aggressively fast tracked by Staff
notwithstanding that the Ambleside LAP has not been completed.

I, and | am very certain, the rest of the community that is directly impacted by this, had assumed that
this application had been put on hold pending the completion of the LAP which completely counter
indicates this application. In sum, to the best of my knowledge, no one in the directly impacted
community had any idea that this application would be discussed at the Sept 25 Council meeting.

It seems absurd and totally contrary to Natural Justice standards that the community would be given
actual Notice of an “Information Meeting” scheduled for Oct 10 but not be given Notice of an actual

Sept 25 Application to Council to designate the subject property as a Heritage asset, to set fast track

dates for a Public Hearing, etc.

| also note that the circular distributed on or about Oct 1 to those within 100 meters makes no reference
to an Oct 23 Public Hearing notwithstanding that it is now apparent that that date was set by Council
before the circular was distributed.

It also seems highly anomalous that your Report to Council would be so gushingly and embarrassingly
supportive of this Application prior to any meaningful public input.

In this regard | note your reference to various “inputs” in relation to a facially absurd early 2022
proposed application that included an additional coachhouse, a B+B etc. As indicated above, from the
perspective of the directly impacted community , that application appeared to have been properly
abandoned , without more. We now belatedly discover that you and your colleagues have been
burrowing away on this application in secrecy.

| also note your insistence that this application does not seek rezoning but that is the real world effect of
what is proposed—-if it looks, walks and sounds like a rezoning application then that is what it is , no
matter what costume it wears. It is thus inexplicable that there has been no calculation of the forgone
CAC that that this disguised rezoning application requests that West Vancouver taxpayers are being
asked to pay on behalf of this proponent.

Without this information, and adequate time for the impacted community to prepare to be heard , this
Public Hearing should be summarily adjourned.



As Ms McGuire’s email address is not immediately available on your website please forward this email
to her and to Mayor and Council.

If a formal application to adjourn this ill scheduled Public Hearing is required please advise when that
application might be heard so that | may arrange to attend to speak to it.

West Vancouver, BC

Privileged and Confidential

On Oct 5, 2023, at 8:24 AM, Erika Syvokas <esyvokas@westvancouver.ca> wrote:

HeIIo

Thank you for you remail regarding the proposal for 1591 Haywood Avenue.

Please find responses to your specific questions in red below.

a) the specific amendments to, or variations from, the current existing and applicable
zoning that would be require to implement the current proposal as outlined in Notice of
Development served last weekend;

The Report to Council (see link here) for the proposed Heritage Revitalization
Agreement, Heritage Designation and Development Permit describes the proposed
variances (see pages 11-12 of the PDF). Specific variances to the zoning bylaw are
identified on Page A-4 (page 99 of the PDF) of the architectural plans attached as
Appendix C to Heritage Revitalization Agreement Bylaw No. 5234, 2023.

b) the nature and amount of the financial development charges, etc, that would
otherwise be applicable to this development proposal if it was to be pursued and
approved as a rezoning application rather than as a purported heritage preservation
application.

The applicant pays development applications fees per the Fees and Charges Bylaw,
5199, 2022. Any additional or administrative costs are considered cost recoverable and
are borne by the applicant. If the proposal is approved, the applicant would also be
required to provide applicable Development Cost Charges for one new residential single
family lot at the building permit stage.

In accordance with the District’s Public Amenity Contribution Policy, developments
where a rezoning is necessary are expected to deliver a Community Amenity



Contribution (CAC). The value of the CAC is proportional to the increased potential of
land use in comparison with existing zoning and land uses onsite. CAC’s are not
applicable to HRA proposals. As such, an evaluation of the CAC that would be applicable
if this was a typical rezoning application (by a 3rd party financial consultant using a land
residual approach) has not been completed for this project.

Please note that the Public Hearing and concurrent public meeting is scheduled for
October 23, 2023 (not October 25).

Sincerely,

Erika Syvokas
Community Planner | Planning and Development Services | District of West Vancouver
t: 604-921-2914 | westvancouver.ca

From: s.22(1)
Sent: Wednesday, October 4, 2023 3:54 PM
To: Erika Syvokas <esyvokas@westvancouver.ca>

Ce: decostahouse @gmail.com; |

Subject: Clegg House HRA proposal

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the organization from email address

s.22(1) . Do not click links or open attachments unless you validate
the sender and know the content is safe. If you believe this e-mail is suspicious, please
report it to IT by marking it as SPAM.

Good afternoon Erika.

and o O o't

proposal site,

| was very surprised to see this rezoning (aka HRA) application being brought forward on
very short notice prior to the completion of the Ambleside Local Area Plan.

In light of the short notice | have been unable to retain a development consult to assist
me to conduct a full cost benefit analysis of this project prior to Oct 10 and 25.

In these circumstances and in order to permit me to assess the costs and benefits of this
proposed application and to meaningfully participate in these processes could | please
ask you to provide me with a list and description of:

a) the specific amendments to, or variations from , the current existing and applicable
zoning that would be require to implement the current proposal as outlined in Notice of
Development served last weekend;

b) the nature and amount of the financial development charges, etc, that would
otherwise be applicable to this development proposal if it was to be pursued and
approved as a rezoning application rather than as a purported heritage preservation
application.

Thank you very much in advance for your anticipated assistance.



s. 22(1)

West Vancouver, BC IERIE)

Privileged and Confidential



From: s. 22(1)
Sent: Sunday, October 8, 2023 2:15 PM
To: Bylaw Dept; correspondence
Subject: Bylaw infractions
CAUTION: This email originated from outside the organization from email address || SR Do not click links or open

attachments unless you validate the sender and know the content is safe. If you believe this e-mail is suspicious, please report it to
IT by marking it as SPAM.

We walk on Ambleside beach regularly during the summer, from one end to the other, and have been doing so for many years. This
summer has seen an 'explosion’ of dogs and the posted signs seem to have minimal effects. Yesterday we counted more than 20
dogs on the seawall and beach outside the posted area. Today at about 1 p.m. there was a similar number. Several dogs on the
beach itself and many on the seawall, some with leads, some without. We did see bylaw officers down there some days ago, and we
saw the police walking in that area once earlier in the summer, but this is the only authority that we have seen this summer. | don't
know why there is this sudden influx of dogs or why the posted instructions are now being ignored. But it was never like this over
the past many years in our experience.

s. 22(1)

West Vancouver



(9)

THE CORPORATION OF THE DISTRICT OF WEST VANCOUVER
ARTS & CULTURE ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING MINUTES
RAVEN ROOM, MUNICIPAL HALL
TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 5, 2023

Committee Members: S. Swan (Chair), P. Bowles, A. Meysami, B. Milley, K. Rosin,
S. Tsangarakis, E. Vaartnou, C. Wang; and Councillor N. Gambioli attended the meeting
in the Raven Room, Municipal Hall. Absent: J. Baxter.

Staff: D. Niedermayer, Senior Manager, Cultural Services (Staff Representative); and
A. Nomura, Cultural Services Department Secretary (Committee Clerk) attended the
meeting in the Raven Room, Municipal Hall.

1. CALL TO ORDER
The meeting was called to order at 2:32 p.m.
Chair welcomed A. Nomura, Committee Clerk.

2. APPROVAL OF AGENDA
It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the September 5, 2023 Arts & Culture Advisory Committee meeting agenda
be approved as circulated.

CARRIED

3. ADOPTION OF MINUTES
It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the July 13, 2023 Arts & Culture Advisory Committee meeting minutes be

adopted as circulated.
CARRIED

REPORTS / ITEMS
4. Council Liaison Update

Members asked about a response from Council to ACAC’s request for an update
regarding the arts facility planning process. Councillor Gambioli informed the
Committee that she would remind Council on September 6.

It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the verbal report regarding Council Liaison Update be received for
information.

CARRIED
5. Arts & Culture Related Committees of Council Update

Staff reported collaborating with Legislative Services on the revised draft terms of
reference for the Arts & Culture Advisory Committee and presented a new draft to

SEPTEMBER 5, 2023 ARTS & CULTURE ADVISORY COMMITTEE MINUTES M-1
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members. Voting and non-voting positions have been created for this committee to
avoid any perception of conflict of interest with members from organizations with
financial relationships with the District.

The new Advisory Panels for the Art Museum, Community Grants Program, Ferry
Building Gallery, and Public Art Program will have a member of the ACAC assigned
to the panel to ensure flow of information and understanding of issues.

Discussion was had regarding the lack of representation from Indigenous
communities on the ACAC. Staff explained that efforts will be made to ensure
representation from at least one member of the Squamish Nation through the
committee recruitment process.

The draft terms of reference will be presented to Council on September 25. If
approved by Council, members would be appointed in December for a new
committee starting January 2024.

It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the Arts & Culture Advisory Committee endorses the revised Terms of
Reference for the Arts & Culture Advisory Committee as discussed.

CARRIED

6. Arts & Culture Strategy (2018-2023) Update Discussion

The current Arts & Culture Strategy (2018-2023) expires at the end of 2023. An
update to the current strategy will be conducted internally without a consultant. All
members agreed the current strategy has a solid base and just requires an update
recognizing current issues and opportunities.

There was discussion on the timing of an update if there is potentially a new ACAC
being formed for January 2024. It was agreed that staff would provide an update in
October on the current strategy’s priority action items, what was completed, what
was not completed and why (resources, no longer a priority, COVID-19 restrictions,
etc). Staff will also bring a list of potential organizations to bring together to discuss
an update to the strategy at a November meeting.

It was Moved and Seconded:
THAT the discussion involving Arts and Culture Strategy (2018-2023) Update
Discussion be received for information.

CARRIED

7. Staff Update

Staff updated the Committee on the following:

- Summer events were very successful, with Harmony Arts 2023 experiencing very
high attendance every day.

- There has been a strong return in attendance at events, festivals, indoor
programs, art camps and workshops post COVID-19 for District programs.

- The Ambleside Welcome Figure project has been completed.
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Members asked if the Planning Department would be making a presentation to the
Committee of the draft Local Area Plan for Ambleside. Staff to follow-up.

It was Moved and Seconded:
THAT the verbal report regarding Staff Update be received for information.
CARRIED

8. PUBLIC QUESTIONS

E. McHarg: Suggested that it would be useful to present the new committee
structure through an illustration. Also suggested that defining the arts and culture
vision in West Vancouver could help residents understand the impact of arts, rather
than just focusing on programming.

9. NEXT MEETING

Staff confirmed that the next Arts & Culture Advisory Committee meeting is
scheduled for October 5, 2023 at 3 p.m. and held in-person in the Raven Room at

Municipal Hall.
CARRIED

10. ADJOURNMENT

It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the September 5, 2023 Arts & Culture Advisory Committee meeting be
adjourned.

CARRIED

The meeting adjourned at 4 p.m.

Cerlifi

ommittee uier

SEPTEMBER 5, 2023 ARTS & CULTURE ADVISORY COMMITTEE MINUTES M-3
5661724v1



(6)

From: Jill Lawlor

Sent: Wednesday, October 4, 2023 10:56 AM
To:

Cc: correspondence

Subject: Ambleside park playground

Thank you for your email regarding the Ambleside Park playground. Your correspondence has been forwarded to me for
response.

The accessible swing originally in place has reached the end of life and was recently removed by Parks staff. A
replacement accessible swing is on order, however, will take time to arrive. As such Parks staff installed a belt swing in
the interim. Staff will temporarily install a child swing as suggested.

| hope this information is helpful and thank you for your suggestion.
Sincerely,
Jill

Jill Lawlor (she, her, hers)
Acting Senior Manager of Parks | District of West Vancouver
d: 604-921-3467 | c: 604-418-3657| westvancouver.ca

000

We acknowledge that we are on the traditional, ancestral and unceded territory of the Squamish Nation, Tsleil-Waututh Nation and Musqueam Nation.
We recognize and respect them as nations in this territory, as well as their historic connection to the lands and waters around us since time immemorial.
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From: s. 22(1)

Sent: Sunday, October 1, 2023 12:34 PM

To: correspondence

Subject: Ambleside park playground

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the organization from email address s. 22(1) .Do

not click links or open attachments unless you validate the sender and know the content is safe. If you believe this e-mail
is suspicious, please report it to IT by marking it as SPAM.

To whom it may concern,

The swings at the Ambleside young child playground have recently been altered by removing the handicap swing and
installing a third, regular swing for older children.

The park itself is clearly geared towards very young children, whereas John Lawson is definitely for an older crowd.

As a nearby resident and father to s.22(1) , | ask that the recently replaced “ regular” swing be replaced yet

again with a “bucket” style swing for very young kids. At the very least, replace it with what was originally there so all
abilities can use the park.

Thank you for your consideration,

s.22(1)

Ambleside Resident
s. 22(1)
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From: Jill Lawlor

Sent: Wednesday, October 4, 2023 10:56 AM
To:

Cc: correspondence

Subject: Suggestion

oear R

Thank you for email sharing your experience in Halifax, it sounds like a great community!

The District has just completed the renewal of Horseshoe Bay Park and it has reopened this summer. One of the new
features in the park is a number of permanent Adirondack chairs, please stop by and let me know what you think!

We will definitely consider your ideas for our parks moving forward.
Sincerely,
Jill

Jill Lawlor (she, her, hers)
Acting Senior Manager of Parks | District of West Vancouver
d: 604-921-3467 | c: 604-418-3657| westvancouver.ca

00

We acknowledge that we are on the traditional, ancestral and unceded territory of the Squamish Nation, Tsleil-Waututh Nation and Musqueam Nation.
We recognize and respect them as nations in this territory, as well as their historic connection to the lands and waters around us since time immemorial.
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From: s. 22(1)

Sent: Friday, September 29, 2023 3:14 PM
To: correspondence

Subject: Suggestion

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the organization from email address s.22(1) . Do not click

links or open attachments unless you validate the sender and know the content is safe. If you believe this e-mail is
suspicious, please report it to IT by marking it as SPAM.

Hello,

Halifax is super social and fun. They have dozens of permanent adirondack chairs on the downtown piers. Shipping
containers turned into grab & go shops & bars.

Would love to see that on WV’s piers, seawall and beaches. They promote so much more social interaction.

Warmly,

s. 22(1)

West Vancouver

“Inclusion without proper support is exclusion.” - Anonymous
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From: Erika Syvokas

Sent: Wednesday, October 4, 2023 3:32 PM
To:

Cc: correspondence

Subject: The Clegg House - 1591 Haywood

Hello

Thank you for your email regarding the proposal for 1591 Haywood Avenue. Please find responses to your questions in
red below.

You may also wish to review the Report to Council for the proposed Heritage Revitalization Agreement, Heritage
Designation and Development Permit here. At the meeting on September 25, 2023, Council added the Clegg House to
the Community Heritage Register and provided first reading for the proposed Heritage Revitalization Agreement Bylaw
and Heritage Designation Bylaw. As you are aware, the applicants are hosting an applicant-led public information
meeting on October 10, 2023, to give the public an opportunity to learn about the proposal prior to the Public Hearing.
The Public Hearing and concurrent public meeting to consider the proposed Development Permit is scheduled for
October 23, 2023.

Sincerely,

Erika Syvokas
Community Planner | Planning and Development Services | District of West Vancouver
t: 604-921-2914 | westvancouver.ca

From: s. 22(1)

Sent: Monday, October 2, 2023 7:24 AM

To: Planning Department <planning@westvancouver.ca>
Subject: The Clegg House

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the organization from email address. Do not click
links or open attachments unless you validate the sender and know the content is safe. If you believe this e-mail is
suspicious, please report it to IT by marking it as SPAM.

| have just been informed of a public consultation meeting initiated by the owners of 1591 Haywood of their intention to
seek a Heritage Revitalization Agreement for their property.

It is my understanding from the information provided by the proponent that such an agreement would enable them to
modify the house, add ancillary buildings and have access to financial incentives such as fees, charges and tax benefits
which would not be available to an owner wishing to simply build a new building under the zoning bylaw or to come
forward with a more dense housing project.

It is further my understanding that the purpose of such an agreement is to encourage the retention of heritage buildings
of merit in the community and that an advisory committee gives advice on such matters to Staff and Council before the
matter is formally considered by Council.



In order that | may be properly informed before attending the public consultation meeting noted above | would
appreciate receiving the following information.

1 What are the criteria used by the District to determine an heritage building. Is it the intrinsic qualities of the building
and its design details or its setting. Or is the stature of the person who originally built the building, the reputation of the
architect responsible for its design of significance. Or is it simply the opinion of the advisory committee and does the
advisory committee whose members may be active in development in the District have a conflict of interest.

The Clegg House is noted in the 1988 “West Vancouver Heritage Inventory” as a ‘support’ category heritage building.
The District uses a values based approach for additions to the heritage register (please find the selection criteria on page
3 of the Community Heritage Register brochure here). A Statement of Significance (a brief document which describes an
historic place, defines its heritage value, and articulates its character-defining elements), responding to the selection
criteria, was submitted with the proposal for the nomination to the West Vancouver Heritage Register. Staff and the
Heritage Advisory Committee supported the addition of the Clegg House to the Heritage Register, however the decision
to add the Clegg House to the Heritage Register was made by Council at the September 25, 2023 meeting.

2 What are the criteria by right under the existing zoning bylaw and what are the criteria used to evaluate the the
proposed scheme which comprises the Heritage Agreement and are these different or in conflict with those of the
current zoning bylaw. Presumably what is meaningful for one is meaningful for the other.

The site is zoned RS5. The existing RS5 zone allows for a maximum Floor Area Ratio (FAR) of 0.30, up to a floor area
maximum of 293 m2, not including an in-ground basement or other exempted floor area such as a garage. The
minimum lot area within the RS5 zone is 488 m2. Although the lot meets the minimum lot area to subdivide, it is not
able to qualify for a conventional two-lot subdivision under current policy as it is constrained by Vinson Creek traversing
the property.

The Heritage Revitalization Agreement tool allows a municipality to vary use, density and siting regulations in exchange
for restoration, preservation and protection of the heritage resource. To accommodate relocation of the Clegg House
and enable the subdivision and proposed development, variances are proposed to the Floor Area Ratio for both new
lots, setbacks, height and highest building face for the infill house, to the coach house regulations, to enable
stratification of the garden suite in the Clegg House, and to allow for two driveways on the proposed southern lot.

The proposal was reviewed from a site planning and urban planning perspective and provides housing diversity and
sensitive infill that responds to neighbourhood context and aligns with Official Community Plan objectives.

3 What is the impact of Vinson Creek on the site development. Would it result in a new home under the zoning bylaw
with a triangular plan as is implied by the proponent

The District requires that development proposals which involve work within 15 m of the top of a watercourse bank
comply with the following guidelines:

- Locate development on portions of the site that are least environmentally sensitive.

- No new development within 5 m of the top of a watercourse bank.

- No development closer to a watercourse than existing development.

- No net loss of riparian habitat with the 15 m setback of the watercourse bank.

Taking into consideration the zoning setbacks under the existing RS5 zone and the watercourse protection area, the site

could be redeveloped in the building envelope shown in the applicant’s information package, noting however that some
encroachment into the 5-15 m watercourse setback could be considered through an Environmental Development Permit
if the proposal demonstrated a net habitat balance.

4 Are policies such as the Boulevard Bylaw, Neighbourhood Character and other relevant bylaws of import or is the
opinion of the Advisory Committee and Staff the overriding determinant of what is applicable to a heritage property.



Consideration of this HRA proposal is guided primarily by Official Community Plan policies related to heritage
conservation, the form and character of coach houses, and development next to watercourses. However, the proposal
is also reviewed in context of how it respects or enhances existing neighbourhood character, as well as whether the
requested bylaw variances impact the streetscape or neighbouring properties.

| am aware of the discussion of providing more “missing middle” housing in the community. | am aware that
densification does not solve affordability it simply provides different liveability at a higher cost. | am aware of the
Ambleside Local Area Plan which is under study and which precludes densification north of Esquimalt and | am aware of
the housing concerns of the current Provincial government and the need for appropriate policies by Council should
these concerns bring about changes in the law.

| look forward to your comments to help me assess this scheme and my response to the the owners of the property at
their meeting. | would be happy to meet you if this is useful.

s.22(1) , West Vancouver.

Sent from my iPad
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From: Erika Syvokas

Sent: Friday, October 6, 2023 10:21 AM

To: s. 22(1)

Cc: decostahouse@gmail.com;; Michelle McGuire; Mark Sager; Christine
Cassidy; Scott Snider; Linda Watt; Sharon Thompson; Nora Gambioli; Peter Lambur;
correspondence

Subject: RE: Clegg House HRA proposal

HeIIo

Thank you for your follow up email. Please find responses to your comments below. | have copied Michelle McGuire as
well Mayor and Council as requested.

Policy 2.1.15 of the Official Community Plan (OCP) allows consideration of heritage projects within a local area plan (LAP)
boundary, prior to the adoption of a local area plan, by applying relevant District-wide policies with the OCP.
Additionally, the current study area for the Ambleside LAP, as approved by Council does not include the subject site. On
July 24, 2023, Council approved a series of resolutions related to the Ambleside Local Area Plan, including one directing
staff to proceed based on a revised LAP study area (see the report to Council here). The revised study area, as shown on
Map 1 of the report to Council, does not include the subject site.

The proposal for 1591 Haywood Avenue is following the standard staff review and public consultation process for this
type of development application in accordance with the Preliminary Development Proposal and Public Consultation
Policy and the Development Procedures Bylaw including:

e Prior to submitting a formal application, the applicant submitted a preliminary development proposal and
undertook preliminary public consultation to allow for initial staff review and public input.

e The preliminary process included the applicant notifying surrounding property owners based on the Preliminary
Development Proposal & Public Consultation Policy and hosting a Preliminary Public Consultation Meeting.

e The Heritage Advisory Committee reviewed the proposal at the preliminary proposal stage, as well as part of the
formal application process. Committee meetings are public meetings, and the meeting minutes are available
online.

e The applicant is holding a Public Information Meeting on October 10, 2023, to provide the public an opportunity
to learn about the proposal and ask questions prior to the Public Hearing scheduled for October 23, 2023.

The application has also gone through all standard and required notification and Council meeting/consideration
procedures including:

e A project page, including information regarding the proposal and proposed plans, has been available on the
website since prior to the preliminary public consultation meeting and has been updated throughout the
process.

e The agenda for the September 25, 2023 Council meeting where Council gave 1st reading of the proposed
bylaws and added the Clegg House to the Community Heritage Register was posted in accordance with
legislative requirements.

e A development application sign indicating the details of the Public Information Meeting and the details of the
Public Hearing has been erected on site.

e The applicant sent out a notice and information package regarding the applicant-led information meeting to be
held on October 10, 2023 to all properties within 100 m of the subject property.

e A notice of the upcoming Public Hearing on October 23, 2023 was mailed out by the District on October 5, 2023
to all properties within 100 m of the subject property.

e Notice of the Public Hearing will also be placed in the North Shore News on October 11 and 18, 2023.

Sincerely,



Erika Syvokas
Community Planner | Planning and Development Services | District of West Vancouver
t: 604-921-2914 | westvancouver.ca

From: s.22(1)

Sent: Thursday, October 5, 2023 12:18 PM

To: Erika Syvokas <esyvokas@westvancouver.ca>; Mark Sager <mark@westvancouver.ca>
Cc: decostahouse @gmail.com; s. 22(1)

Subject: Re: Clegg House HRA proposal

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the organization from email address ||| EGIEEZI Do not click links or
open attachments unless you validate the sender and know the content is safe. If you believe this e-mail is suspicious, please report it
to IT by marking it as SPAM.

Thank you Erika.

Again | express very emphatic surprise that this application is being aggressively fast tracked by Staff notwithstanding
that the Ambleside LAP has not been completed.

I, and | am very certain, the rest of the community that is directly impacted by this, had assumed that this application
had been put on hold pending the completion of the LAP which completely counter indicates this application. In sum, to
the best of my knowledge, no one in the directly impacted community had any idea that this application would be
discussed at the Sept 25 Council meeting.

It seems absurd and totally contrary to Natural Justice standards that the community would be given actual Notice of an
“Information Meeting” scheduled for Oct 10 but not be given Notice of an actual Sept 25 Application to Council to
designate the subject property as a Heritage asset, to set fast track dates for a Public Hearing, etc.

| also note that the circular distributed on or about Oct 1 to those within 100 meters makes no reference to an Oct 23
Public Hearing notwithstanding that it is now apparent that that date was set by Council before the circular was
distributed.

It also seems highly anomalous that your Report to Council would be so gushingly and embarrassingly supportive of this
Application prior to any meaningful public input.

In this regard | note your reference to various “inputs” in relation to a facially absurd early 2022 proposed application
that included an additional coachhouse, a B+B etc. As indicated above, from the perspective of the directly impacted
community , that application appeared to have been properly abandoned , without more. We now belatedly discover
that you and your colleagues have been burrowing away on this application in secrecy.

| also note your insistence that this application does not seek rezoning but that is the real world effect of what is
proposed—-if it looks, walks and sounds like a rezoning application then that is what it is, no matter what costume it
wears. It is thus inexplicable that there has been no calculation of the forgone CAC that that this disguised rezoning
application requests that West Vancouver taxpayers are being asked to pay on behalf of this proponent.

Without this information, and adequate time for the impacted community to prepare to be heard , this Public Hearing
should be summarily adjourned.

As Ms McGuire’s email address is not immediately available on your website please forward this email to her and to
Mayor and Council.



If a formal application to adjourn this ill scheduled Public Hearing is required please advise when that application might
be heard so that | may arrange to attend to speak to it.

West Vancouver, BC

Privileged and Confidential

On Oct 5, 2023, at 8:24 AM, Erika Syvokas <esyvokas@westvancouver.ca> wrote:

HeIIo

Thank you for you remail regarding the proposal for 1591 Haywood Avenue.

Please find responses to your specific questions in red below.

a) the specific amendments to, or variations from, the current existing and applicable zoning that would
be require to implement the current proposal as outlined in Notice of Development served last
weekend;

The Report to Council (see link here) for the proposed Heritage Revitalization Agreement, Heritage
Designation and Development Permit describes the proposed variances (see pages 11-12 of the

PDF). Specific variances to the zoning bylaw are identified on Page A-4 (page 99 of the PDF) of the
architectural plans attached as Appendix C to Heritage Revitalization Agreement Bylaw No. 5234, 2023.

b) the nature and amount of the financial development charges, etc, that would otherwise be
applicable to this development proposal if it was to be pursued and approved as a rezoning application
rather than as a purported heritage preservation application.

The applicant pays development applications fees per the Fees and Charges Bylaw, 5199, 2022. Any
additional or administrative costs are considered cost recoverable and are borne by the applicant. If the
proposal is approved, the applicant would also be required to provide applicable Development Cost
Charges for one new residential single family lot at the building permit stage.

In accordance with the District’s Public Amenity Contribution Policy, developments where a rezoning is
necessary are expected to deliver a Community Amenity Contribution (CAC). The value of the CAC is
proportional to the increased potential of land use in comparison with existing zoning and land uses
onsite. CAC’s are not applicable to HRA proposals. As such, an evaluation of the CAC that would be
applicable if this was a typical rezoning application (by a 3rd party financial consultant using a land
residual approach) has not been completed for this project.

Please note that the Public Hearing and concurrent public meeting is scheduled for October 23, 2023
(not October 25).



Sincerely,

Erika Syvokas
Community Planner | Planning and Development Services | District of West Vancouver
t: 604-921-2914 | westvancouver.ca

-----Original Message-----

o

Sent: Wednesday, October 4, 2023 3:54 PM
To: Erika Syvokas <esyvokas@westvancouver.ca>

Ce:decostahouse @gmaL.com, (RN

Subject: Clegg House HRA proposal

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the organization from email address

s.22(1) . Do not click links or open attachments unless you validate the sender and
know the content is safe. If you believe this e-mail is suspicious, please report it to IT by marking it as
SPAM.

Good afternoon Erika.

and | own , of this proposal site,

| was very surprised to see this rezoning (aka HRA) application being brought forward on very short
notice prior to the completion of the Ambleside Local Area Plan.

In light of the short notice | have been unable to retain a development consult to assist me to conduct a
full cost benefit analysis of this project prior to Oct 10 and 25.

In these circumstances and in order to permit me to assess the costs and benefits of this proposed
application and to meaningfully participate in these processes could | please ask you to provide me with
a list and description of:

a) the specific amendments to, or variations from , the current existing and applicable zoning that would
be require to implement the current proposal as outlined in Notice of Development served last
weekend;

b) the nature and amount of the financial development charges, etc, that would otherwise be
applicable to this development proposal if it was to be pursued and approved as a rezoning application

rather than as a purported heritage preservation application.

Thank you very much in advance for your anticipated assistance.

West Vancouver, BC
s. 22(1)

Privileged and Confidential
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From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

et SRR

Erika Syvokas

Friday, October 6, 2023 12:57 PM

Christine Cassidy; Mark Sager; Scott Findlay; Jim Bailey; correspondence

RE: Clegg House

Thank you for your inquiry regarding the new hedge planted on the boulevard at 1591 Haywood Avenue. Your email has
been forwarded to staff for response.

Hedges are permitted to be planted on the District boulevard in compliance with Section 6.4.3 of the Boulevard Bylaw
(at least 3 m from the edge of the roadway). An encroachment permit is not required for hedges which comply with
Section 6.4.3. The new hedge appears to comply with the Boulevard Bylaw and be in alignment with the proposed
landscaping for the HRA proposal (see snip from the site plan below).

Sincerely,

Erika Syvokas

Community Planner | Planning and Development Services | District of West Vancouver

t: 604-921-2914 | westvancouver.ca

From: s.22(1)

Sent: Thursday, October 5, 2023 4:44:50 PM
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To: Christine Cassidy <ccassidy@westvancouver.ca>
Subject: Clegg House

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the organization from email address || IIEEZZOI - Do not click links or
open attachments unless you validate the sender and know the content is safe. If you believe this e-mail is suspicious, please report it

to IT by marking it as SPAM.

Ms. Cassidy,

| was looking at the development proposal sign at this property. It seems like they are planting a new hedge about 11
feet (exactly twice) encroaching into the boulevard judging by the property stake. Is this part of the
development proposal?

Is it allowed?

20
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From: Engineering Department

Sent: Tuesday, October 10, 2023 3:07 PM

To:

Cc: correspondence

Subject: District of West Vancouver Engineering Public Enquiry - Gleneagles Pump

Station Upgrade - Noise Bylaw Exemption

Hello KRR,

Thank you for your enquiry.

The District’s Bylaw department is in the process of obtaining the relevant information to prepare a report to
submit to Council for consideration of approval for the noise exemption request by Metro Vancouver for the
Kensington Pump Station Project. If you have any further questions, please contact Matthew O’Connor, Acting
Manager, Bylaw & Licensing Services at moconnor@westvancouver.ca.

Engineering &Transportation Services | District of West Vancouver
engineeringdept@westvancouver.ca | 604-925-7020
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From: s. 22(1)

Sent: Wednesday, October 4, 2023 9:56 PM

To: correspondence; Mark Sager; Nora Gambioli

Subject: Gleneagles Pump Station Upgrade - By-law Variance Application -
Industra Important Time Sensitive

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the organization from email address ||| CEZI- Do not click links or open

attachments unless you validate the sender and know the content is safe. If you believe this e-mail is suspicious, please report it to
IT by marking it as SPAM.

Dear Council and Mayor,

My name is R ! v RIS i st Vancouver.
, including the pump station currently being upgraded by Metro

Vancouver.

| have lived in this house . My entire professional career was in

. | am writing today to draw your
attention to this project which is one of a series of utility upgrades slated to occur in West Van in the near future.

Metro informed us about this project a number of years ago and at that

time. Recently, we have received word that will commence October 14th, 2023. The letter we
received does contain some errors but in essence the purpose as we understand it, was to have align

with the tie in of the current sewer to the temporary pump station so that could then be used to provide space
for proper shoring for the rebuild of the current pump station I

In addition it is our understanding that this project will require most likely agree to

(assuming terms are satisfactory) as rebuilding this pump station is in our collective best interest as a municipality.

The problem:

1 3 severely impacted by this work and will be impacted with other future

works for water main upgrades i;

2 Metro is taking land for their use well before the project start dates;

3. Metro is not compensating fairly in our opinion and not really attempting to negotiate;

4. The current contractor Industra is a competent choice and we have no issue with this contractor and find them
great to work with;

5. Industra wishes to perform the tie in to the temporary pump station at night, they were hoping for October
14th, 2023...

6. Apparently this may not happen because West Vancouver has no By-Law provision that allows for this night
time work unless its a concrete pour;

7 The night time work is required because this is when sewage flow rates are the lowest;

8. Industra may wish to apply for a variance and it is my understanding that this variance would also include
Gallagher Place works;

9. Failure to allow Industra to perform this work at night and this month would ultimately delay this project for
months; AGAIN

10. The current pump station is aging and frequently creates problems for Metro and sometimes even for

immediate residents nearby;



11. The current pump station sometimes fails and residents nearby are exposed to multiple days and nights of lined
up vac trucks transporting raw sewage back and forth to working pump stations without any warning. Residents near
pump stations are often subjected to unwanted odours and other inconveniences without warning and it is my feeling
that most if not all nearby property residents would agree to a variance if it was requested by Industra/ Metro.Vac
trucks are very noisy and often there is bright light associated with these emergencies. These emergencies are likely,
not unlikely, and further delays in this upgrade project make no sense.

12. legally tied up in this and | am about to try and help the project to be used
provided a satisfactory agreement can be reached. | am limited by this project am
_ as are my neighbours. We have years of upgrades to endure it
seems with little communication from Metro (and now a possible strike).

What | am requesting is for Council to make every reasonable attempt to find a way to allow this one night of work in
the interest of moving things along. Mr. Sager, your election platform was actually based on getting things done and i
feel that in this instance efforts by you here could be helpful. We cannot wait until spring. It is my understanding that
West Vancouver Staff do not know how to allow this work to proceed.

My quiet enjoyment is directly impacted by this project. is legally impacted by this project and | am unable to do
anything about what is happening around me. A road that provides an important turn around for emergency vehicles
and a bypass for a dangerous corner on Marine Drive is closed. | ask that Council get involved here and make this one
night of work happen somehow so this project is not held up by The District, because ultimately, the District right now
appears to be the roadblock.

sincerely, RN
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