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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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BLOCKEDacciona[.]com/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[.]pdfBLOCKED 

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,  I 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. I further 
caution that I am solely the messenger.  I 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 
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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 I am about to try and help the project  to be used 
provided a satisfactory agreement can be reached.  I am limited by this project and cannot freely 

 as are my neighbours.  We have years of upgrades to endure it 
seems with little communication from Metro (and now a possible strike). 

What I 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 I 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.  I 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, s. 22(1)

s.22(1) s.22(1)

s.22(1)

s.22(1)
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On Oct 6, 2023, at 10:22 AM, Erika Syvokas <esyvokas@westvancouver.ca> wrote: 

Hello  

Thank you for your follow up email. Please find responses to your comments below. I 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. 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.

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. A development 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, 

s. 22(1)





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 I 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: 

Hello  

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 

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)



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----- 
From: 
Sent: Wednesday, October 4, 2023 3:54 PM 
To: Erika Syvokas <esyvokas@westvancouver.ca> 
Cc: decostahouse@gmail.com; 
Subject: Clegg House HRA proposal 

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. 

Good afternoon Erika. 

 and I own  ,  of this 
proposal site, . 

I 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 I 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 I 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)

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1) s. 22(1) s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)



West Vancouver, BC 

Privileged and Confidential 

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)
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From: Jill Lawlor
Sent: Wednesday, October 4, 2023 10:56 AM
To:
Cc: correspondence
Subject: Ambleside park playground

Hi 

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. 

I 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 

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. 

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)
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From: Jill Lawlor
Sent: Wednesday, October 4, 2023 10:56 AM
To:
Cc: correspondence
Subject: Suggestion

Dear  

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 

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. 

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)
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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 quesƟons in 
red below.   

You may also wish to review the Report to Council for the proposed Heritage RevitalizaƟon Agreement, Heritage 
DesignaƟon and Development Permit here.  At the meeƟng on September 25, 2023, Council added the Clegg House to 
the Community Heritage Register and provided first reading for the proposed Heritage RevitalizaƟon Agreement Bylaw 
and Heritage DesignaƟon Bylaw.  As you are aware, the applicants are hosƟng an applicant-led public informaƟon 
meeƟng 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 meeƟng 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 

-----Original Message----- 
From: 
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 organizaƟon from email address . Do not click 
links or open aƩachments 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. 

I have just been informed of a public consultaƟon meeƟng iniƟated by the owners of 1591 Haywood of their intenƟon to 
seek a Heritage RevitalizaƟon Agreement for their property. 

It is my understanding from the informaƟon provided by the proponent that such an agreement would enable them to 
modify the house, add ancillary buildings and have access to financial incenƟves 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 retenƟon of heritage buildings 
of merit in the community and that an advisory commiƩee gives advice on such maƩers to Staff and Council before the 
maƩer is formally considered by Council.  

s. 22(1)
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s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

(8)



In order that I may be properly informed before aƩending the public consultaƟon meeƟng noted above I would 
appreciate receiving the following informaƟon.  

1 What are the criteria used by the District to determine an heritage building. Is it the intrinsic qualiƟes of the building 
and its design details or its seƫng. Or is the stature of the person who originally built the building, the reputaƟon of the 
architect responsible for its design of significance. Or is it simply the opinion of the advisory commiƩee and does the 
advisory commiƩee whose members may be acƟve 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 addiƟons to the heritage register (please find the selecƟon 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 arƟculates its character-defining elements), responding to the selecƟon 
criteria, was submiƩed with the proposal for the nominaƟon to the West Vancouver Heritage Register.  Staff and the 
Heritage Advisory CommiƩee supported the addiƟon 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 meeƟng. 

2 What are the criteria by right under the exisƟng 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 exisƟng RS5 zone allows for a maximum Floor Area RaƟo (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 convenƟonal two-lot subdivision under current policy as it is constrained by Vinson Creek traversing 
the property.   

The Heritage RevitalizaƟon Agreement tool allows a municipality to vary use, density and siƟng regulaƟons in exchange 
for restoraƟon, preservaƟon and protecƟon of the heritage resource.  To accommodate relocaƟon of the Clegg House 
and enable the subdivision and proposed development, variances are proposed to the Floor Area RaƟo for both new 
lots, setbacks, height and highest building face for the infill house, to the coach house regulaƟons, to enable 
straƟficaƟon 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 perspecƟve and provides housing diversity and 
sensiƟve infill that responds to neighbourhood context and aligns with Official Community Plan objecƟves. 

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 porƟons of the site that are least environmentally sensiƟve.
- No new development within 5 m of the top of a watercourse bank.
- No development closer to a watercourse than exisƟng development.
- No net loss of riparian habitat with the 15 m setback of the watercourse bank.

Taking into consideraƟon the zoning setbacks under the exisƟng RS5 zone and the watercourse protecƟon area, the site 
could be redeveloped in the building envelope shown in the applicant’s informaƟon package, noƟng 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 CommiƩee and Staff the overriding determinant of what is applicable to a heritage property. 



ConsideraƟon of this HRA proposal is guided primarily by Official Community Plan policies related to heritage 
conservaƟon, 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 exisƟng neighbourhood character, as well as whether the 
requested bylaw variances impact the streetscape or neighbouring properƟes. 

I am aware of the discussion of providing more “missing middle” housing in the community. I am aware that 
densificaƟon does not solve affordability it simply provides different liveability at a higher cost. I am aware of the 
Ambleside Local Area Plan which is under study and which precludes densificaƟon north of Esquimalt and I 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.  

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

, West Vancouver. 

Sent from my iPad 

s. 22(1) s. 22(1)
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From: Erika Syvokas
Sent: Friday, October 6, 2023 10:21 AM
To:
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

Hello 

Thank you for your follow up email. Please find responses to your comments below. I 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:   

 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.

 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.

 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.

 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: 

 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.

 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.

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

 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.

 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.

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

Sincerely, 

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)
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If a formal application to adjourn this ill scheduled Public Hearing is required please advise when that application might 
be heard so that I 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: 

Hello  

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). 

s. 22(1)
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From: Erika Syvokas
Sent: Friday, October 6, 2023 12:57 PM
To:
Cc: Christine Cassidy; Mark Sager; Scott Findlay; Jim Bailey; correspondence
Subject: RE: Clegg House

Hello , 

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: 
Sent: Thursday, October 5, 2023 4:44:50 PM 

s. 22(1)
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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 , 

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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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 I am about to try and help the project  to be used 
provided a satisfactory agreement can be reached.  I am limited by this project and cannot freely  

 as are my neighbours.  We have years of upgrades to endure it 
seems with little communication from Metro (and now a possible strike). 
 
What I 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 I 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.  I 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,  
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