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COUNCIL CORRESPONDENCE UPDATE TO DECEMBER 13, 2019 (8:30 a.m.) 

Referred for Action 
(1) December 8, 2019, regarding “Lion’s Gate Off-ramp & New Dedicated Bus

Lane” (Referred to the Director of Engineering & Transportation Services for
consideration and response)

(2) December 9, 2019, regarding Building Height, Sidewalk Maintenance, and
Laneway Houses (Referred to the Director of Planning & Development Services for
consideration and response)

(3) December 12, 2019, regarding “4358 Ross Crescent” (Proposed Development
Variance Permit 18-037) (Referred to the Director of Planning & Development
Services for consideration and response)

Received for Information 
(4) Committee and Board Meeting Minutes – Art Museum Advisory Committee

meeting September 18, 2019; Public Art Advisory Committee meeting
October 8, 2019; Arts & Culture Advisory Committee meetings October 8 and
November 5, 2019; Arts Facilities Advisory Committee meetings October 16
and 30 and November 13, 2019; Finance Committee meeting November 5,
2019; and Design Review Committee meeting November 21, 2019

(5) November 23, 2019, regarding Proposed Development Permit
19-001 for 6404 Wellington Avenue - Tantalus Gardens

(6) 26 submissions, December 6-13, 2019, regarding Proposed Development
Variance Permit 18-037 (4358 Ross Crescent)

(7) December 6, 2019, regarding Protection of the Forrest Baker House
(8) December 7, 2019, regarding “Emergencies Imagined and Real” (Climate

Change)
(9) December 11, 2019, regarding “Birds”
(10) December 12, 2019, regarding “Council meeting, Dec 18,2019, Item 7:  Healthy

Communities Partnership”
(11) December 12, 2019, regarding “New cycling infrastructure in West Van”
(12) December 13, 2019, regarding “Merry Christmas to you and your loved ones”
Responses to Correspondence
(13) Manager of Current Planning & Urban Design, December 10, 2019, response

regarding “Retail Cannabis in West Vancouver”
(14) Director of Planning & Development Services, December 11, 2019, response

regarding “4175 Burkehikk Place, W.V.”
(15) Director of Planning & Development Services, December 11, 2019, response

regarding Building Height, Sidewalk Maintenance, and Laneway Houses
(16) Director of Engineering & Transportation Services, December 12, 2019,

response regarding “Lion’s Gate Off-ramp & New Dedicated Bus Lane”



From:
Sent: Sunday, December 8, 2019 10:39 AM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: Lion’s Gate Off-ramp & New Dedicated Bus Lane

Dear Mayor and Councillors

The new dedicated bus lane between the Lions Gate off-ramp and Taylor Way is a dangerous mistake. It forces two busy
lanes of traffic exiting off Lions Gate to merge left into one lane for 100 or so metres until reaching Taylor Way when
many drivers must then merge right across the bus lane to proceed up Taylor Way. Why is this exercise in traffic
mayhem necessary? Up to now, drivers have responsibly allowed buses to merge into the curb lane as they have the
right to do. The new traffic pattern solely serves to create a problem where one never before existed.

The creation of a dedicated bus lane for that measly 100 metres is boneheaded and dangerous. It is not unlike the
mistake from a number of years ago when drivers turning left up Taylor Way from Marine Drive were forced to merge
tight into traffic. Fortunately that stupid and dangerous mistake was corrected. I hope this mistake will also be
corrected.
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From:
Sent: Monday, December 9, 2079 9:35 AM
To: Jim Bailey; MayorandCouncil
Subject: Fwd:

Forwarded message
From:
Date: Sun, Nov 24, 2019 at 4:31 PM
Subject: Fwd:
To:

Forwarded message
From:
Date: Mon, Nov 11, 2019 at 12:05 PM
Subject:
To: <jbailey@westvancouver.ca>
Cc: <MayorandCouncil@westvancouver.ca>

Dear Mr. Bailey, council members and mayor of West Vancouver, I attended the Q & A held in the Community Centre,
Wed., Nov. 6. I had specific questions which I hope will be better addressed in my letter.

I live
We attended meetings on Nov.23 and 28, 2016, concerning the project Hollyburn Gardens at 195 - 21st Street. We
understood from printed material and blurbs from Michael Geller that the addition on Bellevue would be three stories
and the townhouse on Argyle would also be three stories. When we look at the height of the two cranes is it possible
that the heights will increase? If so, how does a developer get that permission and is the issue presented to the public
first?

Our building has many elderly resident who use canes, walkers and wheelchairs and yet are able to go outdoors,
sometimes with a caregiver. We have one exit now because of all the construction . The
sidewalk we would use has the townhouse construction going on with many double dumptrucks
working daily. There are also flag persons directing traffic. We ask that the sidewalk be swept clean of soil, cement,
rocks and other debris when it is open to foot traffic. Surely this is a small task for Ponte Brothers to see to. I would
hate to see one of the residents fall somewhere in that half block. I have phoned Kevin of the Ponte Brothers
and he claims the debris is due to the paving companies who have to repave a small section after a dig to allow Telus or
whoever to do under the surface work. We look at it every day and it is very obvious that it is caused by the
construction. The by-law officer said she would look into this problem but we have not noticed any change in the debris.
I hope Ponte Brothers are not flaunting the law or scoffing at small fines.

At the meeting one speaker brought up the issue of the very narrow amount of room to pass other pedestrians,
especially those in wheelchairs or using walkers, on the south side of Marine Drive from 19th west to the library
entrance. Why someone has not fallen into the very fast vehicle traffic in this Marine Drive section is a miracle. Mr.
Bailey mentioned funding is always an issue when a request is made and citizens are quite aware of that but surely a
short section of strong railing similar to that used in the Stanley Park Causeway would not be too costly and could
prevent an accident similar to what happened in the causeway. As you recall a cyclist fell off the sidewalk into an
oncoming bus and was killed.
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My last query is related to laneway houses. A speaker at the meeting wondered how complicated the process was if
owners of small homes on roomy lots wanted to build a laneway house. In this case it was to provide a home for a
family member, not to use as a B&B. The process sounded very detailed and lengthy. I know there must be many
problems that have to be addressed such as parking but North Vancouver has several compact and architecturally
pleasing laneway homes. Would not West Vancouver be very keen on developing these to ease the housing market for
average wage earners? We seem to have allowed an extreme number of monster homes that remain empty and add
nothing to a sense of community.

I am grateful to all those on council for running for office and I respect the city hall employees who probably are
bombarded by requests but I hope some of my concerns can be answered in an email and better still actually be dealt
with.

Sincerely,

qs4
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From: I
Sent: Thursday, December 12, 2019 11:39 AM
To: Michelle McGuire; David Hawkins; MayorandCouncil; Planning Department
Subject: 4358 Ross Crescent
Attachments: DSC_2884.jpg; West Van District.docx

The attachments relate to the proposed bylaw change and tree removal at this address.

Thanks for your time reviewing this information.
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December 12, 2019

Michelle McGuire

Manager of Current Planning and Urban Design

RE: 4358 Ross Crescent, West Vancouver.

Dear Ms. McGuire,

I have noted the proposed change of building code related to the construction of a new home at 4358

Ross Crescent.

How does this new building code protect existing home owners? It appears to do the opposite implying

less value for existing properties due to sea level rise - and declaring the area a flood plain would make

the properties difficult if not impossible to insure.

What is the district planning to protect existing homes? Prejudicing homes on the foreshore from

excessive drainage from new development up the mountain is highly questionable governance.

The proposed change for new construction as a result of environmental change is understandable to a

certain level after which it significantly affects the safety and value of existing homes on and near the

shoreline.

Based on Sections 3.5 & 3.6 of the Flood Hazard Area Land Use Management Guidelines it seems that

the proposed elevation is much higher than recommended and will decrease property values and

increase flood risk for existing homes.

If it is to be buyer beware for existing homeowners it should equitably be the same for new

homeowners unless you are actively working to protect your existing significant tax base of waterfront

properties.

I also note an application to remove a tree used daily by a pair of eagles. The report states that its

presence is not a danger to the neighbourhood at anywhere near the same extent it’s removal would be

a danger to the eagles.

And there are 5 trees on this property. What of them? Are they to stay and the tree important to the

eagles the only one removed. Or is it proposed they all come down?

I note the UBC’s current issue of TREK magazine highlights the likely extinction of over 1 million species

of wildlife mostly due to habitat loss. Removing a tree such as this certainly contributes to this problem.

And is this beach not a Federal bird sanctuary? Would that not protect these eagles? Dogs are being

prohibited on the beach to protect the birds so why are the eagles not being protected from human

intervention?



These are challenging times for governance as we face the consequences of short sighted decisions

impacting our environment and I thank you for your thought felt consideration of these important

issues; my support goes to the eagles and the existing homeowners.

Sincerely,
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THE CORPORATION OF THE DISTRICT OF WEST VANCOUVER
ART MUSEUM ADVISORY COMMITTEE (AMAC) MEETING MINUTES

PROGRAMMING ROOM, WEST VANCOUVER ART MUSEUM
WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 18, 2019

Ot--Ak’\f\C -LI
Committee Members: F. Albert-Howard; D. Becker; K. Duffek; B. Helliwell; D. LaCas; F.
Patterson; M. Price; and Councillor N. Gambioli. Absent: H. Greenwood; and R. Jafari.

Staff: D. Morrison, Museum Administrator/Curator; D. Niedermayer, Senior Manager,
Cultural Services; and L. de Jesus, Recording Clerk.

1. CALL TO ORDER

The meeting was called to order at 6:05 p.m.

2. APPROVAL OF AGENDA

It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the September 18, 2019, Art Museum Advisory Committee meeting agenda
be approved as circulated.

CARRIED

3. ADOPTION OF MINUTES

It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the July 17, 2019, Art Museum Advisory Committee meeting minutes be
adopted as circulated.

CARRIED

4. ADOPTION OF MINUTES

It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the September 6, 2019, Fundraising Subcommittee meeting minutes be
adopted as circulated.

CARRIED

REPORTS I ITEMS

5. Art Museum Update

D. Morrison informed the committee of the upcoming film screening of Poetry in
Bronze: Pa,viz Tanavoli. Copies of the corresponding exhibition publication were
distributed.

6. Arts & Culture Advisory Committee and AMAC Meeting Update and Next Steps

F. Patterson, B. Helliwell and D. LaCas had a meeting with the Arts & Culture
Advisory Committee to discuss the Art Museum’s strengths and challenges.
Meetings between committees will be ongoing as a way to keep the groups aligned.
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The Art Museum and District collection policies need to be aligned, formalized and
then adopted and approved by Council.

7. Fundraising Subcommittee Report

M. Price attended the Fundraising Subcommittee held on September 6. A Persian
feast event is being organized for February 2020. M. Price is spearheading this
event. The next steps are:

• Create a budget;

• Meet with the chef to visit the site and confirm what will be required;

• Determine appropriate location within the Art Museum to host the event;

• Secure wine service;

• Work with Art Museum staff to determine opening and/or closing times for the
gallery for set up;

• Organize promotion and finalize menu.

D. Morrison and the AMAC thank M. Price for her time and dedication to this event.
M. Price secured most of the associated costs by way of donations.

Action: D. Morrison to confirm exhibition schedule on the prospective event date.

M. Price to provide further details after meeting with the chef.

8. AMAC Participation in 2020 Harmony Arts Festival

D. LaCas will be the lead on this. Discussions ensued relative to ways to promote
the AMAC at the Harmony Arts Festival (HAF). This is a prime opportunity to
highlight the programming available at the Art Museum.

Action: AMAC and District staff to continue to develop ideas of including an
interactive feature and AMAC representation at HAF.

9. Committee Membership Reminder

The deadline to submit committee applications is end of October, beginning of
November; exact date to be confirmed. There is currently one vacancy on the
AMAC. Discussion ensued relative to what skills and experience may be useful for
the next potential member to have.

Action: Staff will confirm committee application deadline once it is set.

Staff to confirm AMAC membership status.

10. AMAC 2020 Work Plan

AMAC is asked to: review the 2019 Work Plan, reconvene to discuss any concerns;
and come up with any long-term fundraising strategy ideas.

Action: Staff to re-distribute AMAC’s 2019 Work Plan by email.
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Allocate sufficient time at the next AMAC meeting to discuss and finalize
the 2020 Work Plan.

11. Programming Subcommittee

A Programming Subcommittee is useful to determine parameters of programming,
exhibitions and educational classes/events.

It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the Art Museum Advisory Committee form a Programming Subcommittee.

CARRIED

12. AMAC Funding Request

A donor reception will be held at Simons this year. D. Morrison asked for AMAC’s
support and approval for a funding request in the amount of $2,500 to cover catering
and beverage costs. The event is on Thursday, November 28.

It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the Art Museum Advisory Committee contribute $2,500 towards the donor
appreciation event in November.

CARRIED

13. Other Business

F. Albert-Howard requested copies of the Art Museum and District’s collection
policies.

Staff and participating AMAC members will hold a debrief meeting regarding the
West Coast Modern Tour.

PUBLIC QUESTIONS

14. PUBLIC QUESTIONS

There were no questions.

15. ADJOURNMENT

It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the September 18, 2019, Art Museum Advisory Committee meeting (open
session) be adjourned.

CARRIED
The meeting adjourned at 7:09 p.m.

Certified Correct:

Coerk
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THE CORPORATION OF THE DISTRICT OF WEST VANCOUVER
PUBLIC ART ADVISORY COMMITTEE (PAAC) MEETING MINUTES

RAVEN ROOM, MUNICIPAL HALL
TUESDAY, OCTOBER 8, 2019 - C)/c(

Committee Members: J. Carruthers (Meeting Chair); C. Creed; E. Fiss; P. Kiss; S.
Michener; P. Patkau; D. Vaughan; and Councillor N. Gambioli. Absent: D. Morton.

Staff: D. Niedermayer, Senior Manager, Cultural Services; I. Haras, Parks Planning &
Development Manager; J. Calimente, Transportation Planner; and L. de Jesus,
Recording Clerk.

1. CALL TO ORDER

The meeting was called to order at 3:01 p.m.

2. APPROVAL OF AGENDA

It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the October 8, 2019, Public Art Advisory Committee meeting agenda be
approved as circulated.

CARRIED

3. ADOPTION OF MINUTES

It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the September 17, 2019, Public Art Advisory Committee meeting minutes be
adopted as circulated.

CARRIED

REPORTS I ITEMS

4. Annual Report to Council: 2019 Committee Highlights and 2020 Work Plan

Copies of the PAAC’s current work plan were distributed to the committee to review
and provide feedback for the council report and presentation on December 18, 2019
on the committee’s 2019 highlights and 2020 draft work plan.

Action: Staff to send a copy of the previous annual year-end council report and the
corresponding PowerPoint presentation.

The PAAC will provide 2019 highlights and be prepared to finalize draft
2020 work plan at the next meeting.

5. Committee Membership 2020

Legislative Services will be circulating the annual call for volunteers for council
committees with an application deadline of November 1. Current members at the
end of their term will need to reapply including S. Michener and E. Fiss. Members in
mid-term do not need to reapply.
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Action: Staff will send a copy of the ad to committee members to circulate to other
potential interested community members.

6. Horseshoe Bay Plan Discussion

I. Haras outlined the current status of the Horseshoe Bay Park Revitalization project.
There is a possibility for public art in certain areas in Horseshoe Bay in the future
during Phase 2. At this stage of Phase 1, there is no budget for a stand-alone piece
of public art but creative elements could be integrated into the railings, walkways,
plaza area and paving. A consultant will be retained in early winter 2019 with
construction anticipated for the fall of 2020. Committee members interested in
discussing potential creative elements into the current design will meet separately
with I. Haras and the consultant for input. Opportunities for public art in Phase 2 will
come to the committee in the future.

J. Calimente is working on Horseshoe Bay Streetscape Revitalization project. There
are areas that may be suitable locations for public art in conjunction with this
particular project.

Action: The committee to:

• further discuss what its role is in these types of projects (Horseshoe
Bay Park Revitalization and Horseshoe Bay Streetscape Revitalization):

• notify staff if interested in providing input into Phase I of Horseshoe
Bay plan on creative elements to the current plan (eg island seating
area, water fountain, playground area); and

• bring ideas forward to J. Calimente re: low scale public art piece.

7 Taylor Way I Marine Drive Gateway Project Discussion

Copies of the draft Public Art Strategy were distributed to the committee. Discussion
ensued regarding site locations the committee identified as most visible and priority
locations for public art.

It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the Public Art Advisory Committee recommends that an iconic gateway public
art project be created for the north and south sides of Marine Drive east of Taylor
Way.

CARRIED

It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the Public Art Advisory Committee also supports the other identified sites on
the Public Art Strategy and would work with the developers to provide input into
public art at those sites.

CARRIED

Action: D. Niedermayer will work with M. McGuire in preparing council report.
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8. Other Business

No other business discussed.

9. Next Meeting

The next meeting is rescheduled from November 13 to November 20 at 9 a.m.

PUBLIC QUESTIONS

10. PUBLIC QUESTIONS

There were no questions.

11. ADJOURNMENT

It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the October 8, 2019, Public Art Advisory Committee meeting (open session)
be adjourned.

CARRIED

The meeting adjourned at 4:46 p.m.

Certified Correct:

Co
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THE CORPORATION OF THE DISTRICT OF WEST VANCOUVER
ARTS & CULTURE ADVISORY COMMITTEE (ACAC) MEETING MINUTES

RAVEN ROOM, MUNICIPAL HALL
TUESDAY, OCTOBER 8, 2019

Committee Members: P. Bowles; A. Frost (Meeting Chair); P. Macleod; G. Nicholls; S.
Swan; D. Tiffany; S. Tsangarakis (Habib); T. Wardell; and Councillor M. Wong.

Staff: D. Niedermayer, Senior Manager, Cultural Services; C. Rosta, Events & Festival
Manager; and L. de Jesus, Recording Clerk. Guests: Adine Mees and Elaine McCarg,
West Vancouver Foundation

1. CALL TO ORDER

The meeting was called to order at 1:03 p.m.

2. APPROVAL OF AGENDA

It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the October 8, 2019, Arts & Culture Advisory Committee meeting agenda be
approved as circulated.

CARRIED

3. ADOPTION OF MINUTES

It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the September 17, 2019, Arts & Culture Advisory Committee meeting minutes
be adopted as circulated.

CARRIED

REPORTS I ITEMS

4. West Vancouver Community Foundation - Stakeholder Discussion

Adine Mees, Executive Director and Elaine McHarg, Vice President of Philanthropy
& Partnerships from the West Vancouver Foundation (WVF) attended the meeting to
present an overview of the foundation’s background, plans and goals. One of the
WVF’s initiatives is to provide capacity-building support for not-for-profit societies.
This could be offered in collaboration with the ACAC/District to provide that to the
cultural sector as well. The WVF Board recently had presentations from Kay Meek
(R. Gloor), the West Vancouver Art Museum (D. Morrison) and District Cultural
Services (D. Niedermayer) for an overview of issues and respective plans.

The WVF deals with funding requests that help build community, create belonging
and deal with assets in West Vancouver. The WVF is interested in understanding
priorities from a strategic framework rather than dealing with one-off grant requests.
This would assist in structuring a future conversation with the WVF Board and
ACAC.

Aside from grant making, the WVF is involved in various work:
• Producing research such as the WVF Vital Signs Report
• Working with donors and partners
• Providing capacity building workshops and investment support
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• Helping donors, philanthropists and agencies with direct funding and gifts
• Focusing on and creating a sense of community belonging
• Looking at projects that are making a shift in the system rather than addressing

a specific issue or sector

The group discussed funding budgets and funding cycle of both the WVF and
District’s community grants program; grant adjudication process; gifts received; and
WVF partners. There was consensus that timing on the grant funding process could
be better aligned and that there are opportunities for collaboration in developing
priorities for grants and grants delivery keeping in mind that the WVF has regulations
under the Canada Revenue Agency (CRA) that may differ from the District in some
areas. For example, the WVF is not in a position to fund to individual artists due to
CRA constraints.

The WVF sees partnering with ACAC to address how to build legacy funds and
promote local giving. Currently, the challenge is building awareness of the necessity
for local philanthropy in West Vancouver.

5. Arts Facilities Advisory Committee Update

D. Tiffany reported that the Arts Facilities Advisory Committee (AFAC) has started
meeting twice a month. At the September 18 AFAC meeting, Cornerstone initiated
the development of the guiding principles and site boundaries for the site
identification analysis.

At the October 2 meeting, two new AFAC members joined the committee. The West
Vancouver Community Arts Council (WVCAC) made a presentation to the
committee outlining the organization’s programs, membership and desire for a
waterfront location. The AFAC will meet with the Ambleside-Dundarave Business
Improvement Association (ADBIA) on October 15 to discuss the arts facilities site
identification analysis.

C. Rosta invited ACAC members to attend AFAC meetings. Copies of the
Community update on District of West Vancouver arts facilities planning process
(October 1, 2019) were distributed.

A Klee Wyck Subcommittee will be struck at the October 16 AFAC meeting.

A Community Workshop is set for November 20 at 6:30 p.m. in the Atrium of
Municipal Hall; the ACAC is invited to attend.

Action: Staff to email the committee with the link to the community update.

6. Status of Meetings with Other Stakeholders and Committees
Copies of the updated stakeholders list were distributed. The ACAC will meet with
the West Vancouver Community Arts Council on December 5.

The Community Grants Committee (CGC) is meeting on October 11.
D. Niedermayer will remind the CGC of the Program Request for additional funds for
arts, culture and heritage funding, the ACAC’s request to create a multi-committee
subcommittee and review the CGC’s work plan regarding alignment with the Arts &
Culture Strategy.
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Action: Staff to coordinate a meeting after the Christmas holidays between the
Chair and Executive Director of ADBIA and the Co-Chairs of the ACAC.

7. Committee Membership

There is one vacancy on the committee.
Action: Staff will send the link to the Call for Volunteers.

Councillor Wong to provide a committee evaluation form. Members are to
complete and return to D. Niedermayer and Councillor Wong.

8. Review of 2019 Work Plan and Proposed 2020 Work Plan for December 18
Report to Council

Copies of the ACAC’s 2019 Work Plan were distributed. Discussions ensued
regarding the overall timing of the granting process, from receiving applications,
adjudicating and notifying relative to the applicant’s programming schedule.

Action: ACAC to review the current work plan. Co-chairs will prepare and circulate
draft content on the 2019 achievements and 2020 draft work plan for the
report to Council in anticipation of finalizing both at the next meeting.

9. Other Business

The committee requested that letters of thanks be sent to the groups who have
taken the time to meet with the committee including West Vancouver Foundation, Art
Museum Advisory Committee and Community Grants Committee.

Staff will coordinate meetings with the Public Art Advisory Committee and Heritage
Advisory Committee.

10. Next Meeting

The next meeting is on November 5 at 1 p.m. in the Raven Room of Municipal Hall.

PUBLIC QUESTIONS

11. PUBLIC QUESTIONS

There were no questions.

12. ADJOURNMENT

It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the October 8, 2019, Arts & Culture Advisory Committee meeting (open
session) be adjourned.

CARRIED
The meeting adjourned at 2:40 p.m.

Certified Correct:

Co-Chair OommteeC4rk
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THE CORPORATION OF THE DISTRICT OF WEST VANCOUVER
ARTS & CULTURE ADVISORY COMMITTEE (ACAC) MEETING MINUTES

RAVEN ROOM, MUNICIPAL HALL
TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 5, 2019

Committee Members: P. Bowles; A. Frost; G. Nicholls (Meeting Chair); D. Tiffany; S.
Tsangarakis (Habib); I. WardeN; and Councillor M. Wong. Absent: P. Macleod; and S.
Swan.

Staff: D. Niedermayer, Senior Manager, Cultural Services; C. Rosta, Events & Festival
Manager; and L. de Jesus, Recording Clerk.

1. CALLTOORDER

The meeting was called to order at 1:05 p.m.

2. APPROVALOFAGENDA

It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the November 5, 2019, Arts & Culture Advisory Committee meeting agenda
be approved as circulated.

CARRIED

3. ADOPTION OF MINUTES

It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the October 8, 2019, Arts & Culture Advisory Committee meeting minutes be
adopted as circulated.

CARRI ED

REPORTS I ITEMS

4. Review Status of 2019 Arts & Culture Strategy Implementation

Copies of the Arts & Culture Strategy Implementation Plan were distributed to the
committee with status updates on the action items that slated for implementation in
2019. Many initiatives have been incorporated into Cultural Services staff work plans
along with new initiatives that were developed or maintained with other regional
partners (eg North Shore Arts Forum, Lunch & Learn, Cultural Mapping). District
inter-divisional communications and planning have improved and the ACAC and Arts
Facilities Advisory Committee have made significant progress.

Action: Staff to send a calendar reminder for the December 18 Council
presentation. Attendance is not mandatory but members are encouraged to
attend.

Staff to send the link to subscribe to the ArtsWEST newsletter. Staff to
coordinate another marketing campaign to raise awareness of the
newsletter to West Vancouver residents.
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5. Review ACAC Project Priorities I Issues List

The West Vancouver Community Arts Council will meet with the ACAC at the
December 3 meeting.

D. Niedermayer informed I. Gordon, Director of Financial Service, of the ACAC’s
desire to provide input into the Finance Committee’s development of guidelines for
allocation of community amenity contributions.

One of the Council approved recommendations from the Arts & Culture Facilities
Plan involves creating a facility rental database. District staff are continuing with this
work and have met with SpacefinderBC. Staff will contact a number of West
Vancouver facilities to be added to the database and once it is set up, proceed with
a communications strategy.

Action: Staff to confirm meeting date with the Public Art Advisory Committee.
Staff to confirm meeting date with David Hawkins.

6. Confirm 2019 Work Plan Highlights and 2020 Draft Priorities

Copies of the current and draft 2020 work plans were distributed.

Members suggested some minor updates and inclusions for the draft 2020 work
plan.

Action: As an agenda item for the next meeting, ACAC to form a subcommittee to
work on marketing and KPls.

7. ACAC Membership Discussion

All members present at the meeting confirmed their desire to stay on the committee.
There is one vacancy. Once Council makes the appointment, the new member will
start in January.

Action: The Meeting Chair will connect with the absent members to confirm their
continued membership.

8. Discuss Co-Chair Positions and Changes
This item will be decided at the January 2020 meeting when a new committee is
formed.

9. Community Grants Committee (CGC) and Arts & Culture Advisory Committee
(ACAC) Subcommittee Membership

Discussions ensued relative to membership in the CGC and ACAC multi-committee
subcommittee (Subcommittee).

There will be approximately four to five meetings held between January and March.
It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the Arts & Culture Advisory Committee appoints Sharon Tsangarakis (Habib)
to act as the committee representative to the Arts Facilities Advisory Committee
starting January 1, 2020.

CARRIED
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It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the Arts & Culture Advisory Committee appoints Deborah Tiffany and Paddy
Mcleod to the Community Grants Committee’s Arts & Culture Advisory Committee
Multi-Committee Subcommittee.

CARRIED

10. Status of Meetings with Stakeholders

This item was covered under Item #5.

11. Review Guiding Principles

A copy of the Guiding Principles were distributed. Discussion ensued regarding any
changes or modifications.

It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the Arts & Culture Advisory Committee accept the existing Guiding Principles
going forward for 2020.

CARRIED

12. Other Business

No other business discussed.

13. Next Meeting

The next meeting is on Tuesday, December 3 at 1 p.m. in the Raven Room of
Municipal Hall.

Action: Staff to send calendar reminder regarding the November 20 Arts Facilities
Presentation.

PUBLIC QUESTIONS

14. PUBLIC QUESTIONS

There were no questions.

15. ADJOURNMENT

It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the November 5, 2019, Arts & Culture Advisory Committee meeting (open
session) be adjourned.

CARRI ED
The meeting adjourned at 2:50 p.m.

Certified Correct:

Co-Chair C C
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THE CORPORATION OF THE DISTRICT OF WEST VANCOUVER
ARTS FACILITIES ADVISORY COMMITTEE (AFAC) MEETING MINUTES

RAVEN ROOM, MUNICIPAL HALL
WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 16, 2019

Committee Members: B. Brink; R. Brown; E. Fiss; R. Seyednejad; C. Stringer; D.
Tiffany; P. Tutsch; J. Webb (Meeting Chair); and J. Wexler. Absent: M. Evans; and
Councillor C. Cameron.

Staff: C. Rosta, Events & Festival Manager; D. Niedermayer, Senior Manager, Cultural
Services; P. Fretz, Business Manager; I. Haras, Parks Planning & Development
Manager; and L. de Jesus, Recording Clerk.

1. CALL TO ORDER

The meeting was called to order at 9:17 a.m.

2. APPROVAL OF AGENDA

It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the October 16, 2019, Arts Facilities Advisory Committee meeting agenda be
approved as circulated.

CARRI ED

3. ADOPTION OF MINUTES

It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the October 2, 2019, Arts Facilities Advisory Committee meeting minutes be
adopted as circulated.

CARRIED

REPORTS I ITEMS

4. Arts & Culture Advisory Committee Update

• D. Tiffany reported that the Arts & Culture Advisory Committee (ACAC) met with
the West Vancouver Community Foundation (WVCF) who provided an overview
of the foundation’s background, plans and goals. The ACAC and WVCF
discussed opportunities for working together on shared goals.

• A resolution was passed regarding the Community Grants Committee and ACAC
approving the formation of a multi-committee subcommittee to distribute additional
funding for the 2020 community grants cycle for arts, culture and heritage if
approved by Council.

• The ACAC has one vacancy available.

5. Membership Update

B. Burgers has resigned from the committee. C. Stringer has been appointed.
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6. Finalize Guiding Principles for Ranking Matrix

Q. Talbot-Kelly of Cornerstone Planning Group (Cornerstone) provided the
committee with a project and schedule update. To date, Cornerstone has prepared
the final draft of the Guiding Principles and, with AFAC co-chairs, met with the
Ambleside-Dundarave Business Improvement Association and the West Vancouver
Community Centres Society.

The committee discussed and confirmed the Guiding Principles.

7. Discussion re: Site Identification

Cornerstone presented the committee with the identified District-owned sites.
Discussions ensued relative to each site and the Guiding Principles. The committee
will finalize the site analysis and recommended sites in preparation of the November
20 Community Workshop. Copies of the tanking matrix were distributed and the
committee members tanked the sites identified in the matrix. Cornerstone will
analyze the responses from each member and report back on the findings at the
next AFAC meeting on October 30.

B. Brink leaves the meeting at 10:25 a.m.

Action: Cornerstone will perform site analysis, review findings and prepare draft
re port.

8. Meeting Schedule

Committee meeting dates were scheduled: October 30, November 13, December 4
and 18. Meetings start at 9:15 a.m. in the Raven Room, Municipal Hall.

9. Other Business

Further to the approved Council recommendation on June 24, 2019, a subcommittee
of the AFAC will be established to determine the future plan for the Klee Wyck site.

It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the Arts Facilities Advisory Committee form the Klee Wyck Subcommittee with
Rob Brown, Michael Evans and Jennifer Webb as members.

CARRIED

R. Smith, who is a relative of the late Dr. Ethlyn Trapp, will act as an advisor to the
Klee Wyck Subcommittee.

PUBLIC QUESTIONS

10. PUBLIC QUESTIONS

J. Chalmers inquired about massing and estimate on construction.

G. Nicholls requested clarification regarding the considered site at south end of
Pound Road where H and I Fields are located.
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P. Hill requested clarification whether the potential sites are for one or two buildings.
Council’s approved recommendation pertains to site location for both facility
development options of two separate buildings with a total of 25,000 square feet
(Option 1) and one combined building of 21,000 square feet (Option 2).

11. ADJOURNMENT

It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the October 16, 2019, Arts Facilities Advisory Committee meeting (open
session) be adjourned.

The meeting adjourned at 10:39 a.m.

Certified Correct:

CARRIED
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THE CORPORATION OF THE DISTRICT OF WEST VANCOUVER
ARTS FACILITIES ADVISORY COMMITTEE (AFAC) MEETING MINUTES

RAVEN ROOM, MUNICIPAL HALL
WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 30, 2019

Committee Members: B. Brink; M. Evans; E. Fiss; R. Seyednejad; D. Tiffany; P. Tutsch;
J. Webb (Meeting Chair); and Councillor C. Cameron. Absent: R. Brown; C. Stringer; and
J. Wexler.

Staff: C. Rosta, Events & Festival Manager; D. Niedermayer, Senior Manager, Cultural
Services; P. Fretz, Business Manager; I. Haras, Parks Planning & Development
Manager; and L. de Jesus, Recording Clerk.

1. CALL TO ORDER

The meeting was called to order at 9:14 a.m.

2. APPROVAL OF AGENDA

It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the October 30, 2019, Arts Facilities Advisory Committee meeting agenda be
approved as circulated.

CARRIED

3. ADOPTION OF MINUTES

It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the October 16, 2019, Arts Facilities Advisory Committee meeting minutes be
adopted as circulated.

CARRI ED

REPORTS/ITEMS

4. Review Site Analysis Findings

• Q. Talbot-Kelly of Cornerstone Planning Group (Cornerstone) provided the
committee with a project update. Cornerstone analyzed the AFAC’s rankings for
the District-owned sites. Cornerstone also ranked the sites separately and
reviewed the comparison between their ranking and the committee’s. Cornerstone
will continue with high-level transportation analysis and further discussion with
various District departments on the locations identified.

• The committee will determine which sites to advance with more detailed analysis.

• Cornerstone presented the top five District-owned sites as was ranked by the
committee and Cornerstone pointing out that, at this time, each category was
weighed equally:
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AFAC Ranking Cornerstone Ranking

1. Ambleside Tennis Courts Ambleside Tennis Courts

2. Ambleside H Field Ambleside H Field

3. Memorial Park John Lawson parking lot

4. West Vancouver Community Centre West Vancouver Community Centre
(Seniors’ Activity Centre, Tennis Courts, Gordon (Seniors’ Activity Centre, Tennis Courts.
House) Gordon House)

5. John Lawson parking lot Memorial Park

The top three sites determined by the committee will move forward with further
analysis including real estate assessment, class D costing, detailed parking
requirements and massing diagrams.

Committee discussed whether each site criteria should be weighed equally.

Site Potential Accommodation

1. Park Royal — Gateway Community Arts Facility or Art
(would rely on existing parking; Museum
13,000 sq ft potential)

2. 1400 block of Marine Drive Consolidated facility

3. Edmonds Appliances Sites 3 and 4 could accommodate a
(15th Street and Clyde Avenue) consolidated facility

4. KalTire
(next to Edmonds Appliances)

5. 1590 Bellevue Avenue Community Arts Facility

6. Fresh Street Market location Consolidated facility or two separate
(Marine Drive and 17th Street) buildings

7. Hollyburn Funeral Home Owner not interested in developing
(Marine Drive and 18th Street)

8. West Van Florist
(Marine Drive and 18th Street)

9. Masonic Hall Community Arts Facility or Art
(1763 Bellevue Avenue) Museum

Discussion ensued on each site, how and which facility option(s) it could
accommodate.

• The OCP identifies two special sites 1400 block of Marine Drive and the Fresh
Street Market location (Marine Drive and 17th Street).

M -2
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5. Review of Privately Owned Sites

• Cornerstone identified nine privately-owned sites, in no particular order. Five of
the sites have the same owner:
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• A committee member expressed concern regarding potential sites south of the
train tracks with respect to access for emergency vehicles due to potential
blocking by trains.

Action: Cornerstone will confirm process and timeline for remediating gas stations.

Cornerstone provided the committee with the ranking sheet for privately-
owned sites. Members to complete and return to Cornerstone as soon as
possible.

Cornerstone and staff to follow-up with the West Vancouver School Board.

6. Discussion re: Draft Report

Cornerstone will have a draft report prepared for the committee’s review at the next
meeting. The committee will assist with developing the material for the community
groups workshop on November 20.

Action: Cornerstone will provide the committee with a copy of the Google snapshot
of noted privately-owned sites as was presented at the meeting.

7. Other Business

A meeting between the Ambleside & Dundarave Ratepayers’ Association and the
AFAC and Cornerstone to be confirmed for either November 5 or 12. Once the date
is set, meeting details will be circulated to the committee.

PUBLIC QUESTIONS

8. PUBLIC QUESTIONS

A. Frost inquired about the Park Royal site and whether Larco is prepared to provide
funds for an arts and culture space even if additional density is not approved. A
developer cannot specify the allocation of community amenity contributions as this is
at the discretion of Council.

T. Dodd complimented the committee on the work done to date. He raised the subject
of density swaps and potential gas station sites such as the OK Tire across the street
from the West Vancouver Community Centre.

G. Nicholls inquired about the parking area located at the entrance of the south side
of Ambleside Park. He suggested that there maybe flexibility in the area and there
may be an opportunity to reconfigure the field locations.

P. Hill asked the committee if there is a significant bias or preference between Option
1 (two separate buildings with a total of 25,000. sq ft) or Option 2 (one combined
building of 21,000 sq ft). While there are capital and operational implications between
Option 1 and Option 2, there is no preference at this time has been determined and
that all available sites and options are being considered for Council to consider in
January.

B. Brink leaves the meeting at 10:48 a.m.
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9. ADJOURNMENT

It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the October 30, 2019, Arts Facilities Advisory Commiffee meeting (open
session) be adjourned.

CARRIED

The meeting adjourned at 10:50 a.m.

Certified Correct:

Co-Ch rk
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THE CORPORATION OF THE DISTRICT OF WEST VANCOUVER
ARTS FACILITIES ADVISORY COMMITTEE (AFAC) MEETING MINUTES

RAVEN ROOM, MUNICIPAL HALL
WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 13, 2019

Committee Members: B. Brink; R. Brown; M. Evans; D. Tiffany; J. Webb (Meeting Chair);
and J. Wexier. Absent: E. Fiss; R. Seyednejad; C. Stringer; P. Tutsch; and Councillor C.
Cameron.

Staff: C. Rosta, Events & Festival Manager; D. Niedermayer, Senior Manager, Cultural
Services; P. Fretz, Business Manager; I. Haras, Parks Planning & Development; L. de
Jesus, Recording Clerk.

1. CALL TO ORDER

The meeting was called to order at 9:20 a.m.

2. APPROVALOFAGENDA

It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the November 13, 2019, Arts Facilities Advisory Committee meeting agenda
be approved as circulated.

CARRIED

3. ADOPTION OF MINUTES

It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the October 30, 2019, Arts Facilities Advisory Committee meeting minutes be
adopted as circulated.

CARRIED

REPORTS I ITEMS

4. Arts & Culture Advisory Committee Update

D. Tiffany reported that the Arts & Culture Advisory Committee (ACAC) and
Community Grants Committee (CGC) have formed a multi-committee
subcommittee to adjudicate the 2020 arts, culture and heritage grant applications.
This is following the recommendation in the Arts & Culture Facilities Plan to
increase grant funding for cultural groups to rent performance, rehearsal,
workshop, administration and storage space. The recommended increase is
$25,000 but the District’s budget is not approved until approximately March 2020.

• The ACAC are developing their 2020 Work Plan which will include developing a
strategic communications plan, developing key performance indicators for the
sector, reviewing various bylaws, zoning and District policies that could advance
the goals of the Arts & Culture Strategy.

• D. Tiffany is stepping down as the ACAC representative to the AFAC effective
January 1, 2020. Sharon Tsangarakis (Habib) will be her replacement. D. Tiffany
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thanks the AFAC for the opportunity to be involved and report back between
committees.

• D. Niedermayer confirmed that District staff have met with BC Alliance for Arts +

Culture regarding SpacefinderBC, an existing rental venue directory. The District
will continue to work with the same plafform. The District is currently contacting
facilities to be added to the database; a marketing campaign will follow.

Action: A member requested the list of recent grants recipients; staff will forward
the specific link to the District website.

5. Review Privately-Owned Site Analysis Findings

• Q. Talbot-Kelly of Cornerstone Planning Group (Cornerstone) provided the
committee with a project update. Cornerstone finalized the District-owned and
privately-owned site rankings; engaged with consultants regarding cost and realty
assessment; and prepared the draft presentation of the arts facilities site
identification and feasibility analysis. Cornerstone also met with the Ambleside
Dundarave Ratepayers’ Association.

• Cornerstone presented the final rankings of the District-owned sites. After a
recalculation, the rankings have been updated:

AFAC Ranking Cornerstone Ranking

1. Ambleside Tennis Courts Ambleside Tennis Courts

2. Ambleside H Field Ambleside H Field

3. West Vancouver Community Centre John Lawson Park parking lot
(Seniors Activity Centre, Tennis Courts,
Gordon House)

4. Memorial Park Ambleside south parking lot

• It was recommended that Cornerstone also review gas stations in the Ambleside
area. It was determined that the risks associated with developing gas station
properties is high and remediation of those sites could be up to eight years.

• The siting options are as follows:

1. Ambleside Park Tennis Courts Consolidated facility

2. Ambleside H Field Consolidated facility

3. John Lawson Park parking lot Community arts and culture facility
Ambleside Park south parking lot Art Museum facility

4. 1400 block Marine Drive Consolidated facility

5. 1600 block Marine Drive Consolidated facility
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• Discussion ensued regarding sea levels versus parking requirements. P. Fretz
asked Cornerstone about actual usage of parking stalls in the H Field. I. Haras
confirmed that space is being used for the interim for special events
(approximately three times a year) and for Ledcor’s off-site parking during
construction on Bellevue Avenue between 13th and 14th Street.

• B. Haden of Human Studio and working with Cornerstone elaborated further on
siting options 1 and 2. Discussions ensued relative to possible challenges such as
access, parking and soil and water conditions.

Action: B. Haden to provide information regarding the North Vancouver Art
Museum.

Staff will obtain information from the Engineering Department regarding
servicing costs.

R. Brown left the meeting at 10:50 a.m. and did not return. As his departure resulted in
loss of quorum, the meeting was adjourned.

The meeting adjourned at 10:50 a.m.

Certified Correct:

__________

•

__________

C Committee 9erk
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THE CORPORATION OF THE DISTRICT OF WEST VANCOUVER
ARTS FACILITIES ADVISORY COMMITTEE (AFAC) MEETING NOTES

RAVEN ROOM, MUNICIPAL HALL
WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 13, 2019

Quorum was lost at 10:50 a.m. AFAC members who were present continued
discussions, as follows:

• The goal for the November 20 community presentation is to inform of the arts
facilities study’s goals, approach and process, results to date and next steps. This is
also an opportunity to collect feedback. AFAC members will receive the draft
presentation for their review on November 18.

• Members of the public were present and each took an opportunity to ask questions:

— J. Lord spoke to the needs of students at ArtMania year round. She expressed the
desire for acknowledgement that something is being taken away, however
sentimental.

— M. Martino spoke about homogenization relative to what the current waterfront
facilities have long offered.

— S. Tsangarakis (Habib) inquired if an above ground parkade has been considered
to avoid digging down. She also inquired if the AFAC has had any discussions with
the Public Art Advisory Committee. This is will occur once there is an approved
project.

— T. Dodd spoke about considering looking at separate structures instead of a
consolidated facility.

— P. Hill commented on the attractiveness of sites in smaller structures. He
expressed concern about the literary arts and ability to sell books. An AFAC
member noted that there is a bookstore in the Seniors’ Activity Centre.

— Cornerstone and District Staff will coordinate in informing owners of privately
owned sites before the community presentation.

Discussions ended at 11:16 a.m.
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THE CORPORATION OF THE DISTRICT OF WEST VANCOUVER
FINANCE COMMITTEE MEETING MINUTES

MAIN FLOOR CONFERENCE ROOM NORTH, MUNICIPAL HALL
TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 5, 2019

Ollh -t)-EIN)

Committee Members: J. MacCallum (Chair); Councillors C. Cameron, N. Gambioli and
M. Wong; D. Ayriss and J. Guenther.

Staff: N. Leemhuis, Chief Administrative Officer; I. Gordon, Director, Financial Services;
A. Mooi, Director, Parks, Culture & Community Services; R. Fung, Director, Engineering &
Transportation; A. Banks, Senior Manager of Parks; A. Kwan, Manager, Utilities; P. Bates,
Manager, Engineering Services; P. Fretz, Business Manager, Parks, Culture & Community
Services; A. Shchedrinskiy, Financial Controller; and L. Arthur, Committee Clerk.

1. CALLTOORDER

The meeting was called to order at 5:36 p.m.

2. APPROVAL OF AGENDA

It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the November 5, 2019, Finance Committee meeting agenda be amended by:

• adding to Item 4 the Larson Bay Tennis Court: Background Information;

• replacing the report for Item 5 regarding Proposed 2020 Water Utility Fees;

• replacing the report for Item 6 regarding Proposed 2020 Sewer and Drainage
Utility Fees; and

• replacing the report for Item 7 regarding Proposed 2020 Solid Waste Utility Fees;
AND THAT the agenda be approved as amended.

CARRI ED
Councillor Cameron absent at the vote

3. ADOPTION OF MINUTES

It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the October 1, 2019, Finance Committee meeting minutes be adopted as
circulated.

CARRIED
Councillor Cameron absent at the vote
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REPORTS I ITEMS

4. Larson Bay Tennis Court (verbal)

A. Mooi (Director, Parks, Culture & Community Services) and A. Banks (Senior
Manager of Parks) provided a verbal update on the decommissioning of the Larson
Bay Tennis Court. Staff stated that local residents have asked that the decision to
decommission the tennis court be revisited.

Councillor Cameron entered the meeting at 5:39 p.m.

Discussion ensued and staff responded to queries relative to:

• the location and length of time the tennis court has been out of commission;

• the cost of decommissioning the tennis court in comparison to replacement of
the tennis court and accompanying annual maintenance;

the potential for revenue generation with a new tennis court;

• the condition of the tennis courts in the vicinity;

• the number of tennis courts in West Vancouver in comparison with the
number of tennis courts in North Vancouver; and

• the District’s focus on renovating multi tennis courts for multi uses.

It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the original decision to decommission the Larson Bay Tennis Court be upheld.

CARRIED

5. Proposed 2020 Water Utility Fees

R. Fung (Director, Engineering & Transportation) spoke relative to the subject report
and responded to queries relative to contingency funds, full or partial metered water
systems, and adding a section on natural capital assets to the report.

It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the following recommendations be forwarded to Council with the Finance
Committee’s recommendation for approval:

1. THAT Water Utility fees be increased for 2020 to the amounts set out in
Schedules A and B of the proposed “Waterworks Regulation Bylaw No. 4490,
2006, Amendment Bylaw No. 5037, 2019”; and

2. Proposed “Waterworks Regulation Bylaw No. 4490, 2006, Amendment Bylaw
No. 5037, 2019” be read a first, second and third time.

CARRIED

NOVEMBER 5, 2019 FINANCE COMMITTEE MINUTES M-2
3957634v1



6. Proposed 2020 Sewer and Drainage Utility Fees

R. Fung (Director, Engineering & Transportation) spoke relative to the subject report
and responded to queries relative to tertiary treatment of wastewater, incentives to
encourage water conservation, and the benefits of setting funds aside now to offset
utility fee increases in future years.

It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the following recommendations be forwarded to Council with the Finance
Committee’s recommendation for approval:

1. THAT Sewer Utility fees be increased for 2020 to the amounts set out in
Schedules A and B of the proposed “Sewer and Drainage Utility Fee Bylaw No.
4538, 2007, Amendment Bylaw No. 5038, 2019”;

2. Proposed “Sewer and Drainage Utility Fee Bylaw No. 4538, 2007, Amendment
Bylaw No. 5038, 2019” be read a first time, second, and third time; and

3. Staff be directed to prepare an additional option that considers smoothing out the
increase for the sewer regional levy and other operational expenses.

CARRIED

7. Proposed 2020 Solid Waste Utility Fees

R. Fung (Director, Engineering & Transportation) spoke relative to the subject report
and responded to queries relative to contingency funds, spreading expenditures
incurred for six months over 12 months, and recovering some of the costs of dog
waste collection through an increase to dog licencing fees.

Councillor Cameron left the meeting at 6:45 p.m.

It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the following recommendations be forwarded to Council with the Finance
Committee’s recommendation for approval:

1. THAT Solid Waste Utility fees be adjusted for 2020 to the amounts set out in
Schedule A of the proposed “Solid Waste Utility Bylaw No. 4740, 2012,
Amendment Bylaw No. 5036, 2019”; and

2. Proposed “Solid Waste Utility Bylaw No. 4740, 2012, Amendment Bylaw No.
5036, 2019” be read a first, second and third time; and

3. Staff be directed to review the fees and charges bylaw for consideration of
increasing dog licence fees to recover some of the costs of dog waste collection.

CARRIED
Councillor Cameron absent at the vote
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8. Benchmarking Review Plan Update (verbal)

N. Leemhuis (Chief Administrative Officer) spoke relative to the Benchmarking
Review Plan Update and responded to queries relative to the contracting out of
services. N. Leemhuis will provide a comparison of resources by division to the
Committee in spring 2020.

It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the Benchmarking Review Plan Update be received for information.
CARRIED

Councillor Cameron absent at the vote

9. Update on Alternative Revenue and Public Benefits Policy Projects (verbal)

This item was deferred to a future meeting.

PUBLIC QUESTIONS

JO. PUBLIC QUESTIONS

There were no questions.

11. ADJOURNMENT

It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the November 5, 2019, Finance Committee meeting be adjourned.

CARRIED
Councillor Cameron absent at the vote

The meeting adjourned at 7:23 p.m.

Certified Correct:

Chair Committee Clerk
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THE CORPORATION OF THE DISTRICT OF WEST VANCOUVER 
DESIGN REVIEW COMMITTEE MEETING MINUTES 

MUNICIPAL HALL COUNCIL CHAMBER 
THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 21, 2019 

Committee Members: F. Ducote; D. Harrison; A. van Hoek; J. McDougall; L. McKenna; 
A. Matis; Councillor B. Soprovich; and Councillor S. Thompson. Absent: J. Levine; 
B. Phillips; and B. Nelson 

Staff: L. Berg, Staff Liaison and M. Emery, Committee Clerk. 

1. CALL TO ORDER 

The meeting was called to order at 4:35 p.m. 

2. APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

It was Moved and Seconded: 

THAT the November 21, 2019, Design Review Committee Meeting agenda be 
approved as circulated. 

CARRIED 

3. ADOPTION OF MINUTES 

F. Ducote noted that his name was misspelled in the minutes. 

It was Moved and Seconded: 

THAT the September 19, 2019, Design Review Committee Meeting minutes be 
approved as amended. 

CARRIED 

The Committee asked a question of staff on whether the Duplex Guidelines would 
be coming for review. L. Berg (senior Community Planner) advised that the Duplex 
Guideline workshop would appear as agenda item in the near future. 

4. OTHER ITEMS 

COMMITTEE PROCEDURE BYLAW 

L. Berg advised that the Council adopted a new Committee Procedures Bylaw, and 
that there are no significant changes to current meeting procedures. Under the new 
bylaw, the public question period is at the discretion of the chair and will continue to 
be included at the end of the agenda, limited to 2 minutes per speaker regarding 
process and disposition. 
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5. INTRODUCTION 

L. Berg outlined the meeting procedures. 

6. APPLICATIONS FOR CONSIDERATION 

707 AND 723 MAIN STREET (GATEWAY RESIDENCES) 5 STOREY ADDITION 

L. Berg introduced the proposal and spoke relative to the approved project and the 
proposed application. The approved project is for two buildings of 11 and 14 storeys 
each with a FAR of 2.25, 203 rental units, 251 parking spaces, 282 bicycle spaces 
and extensive public realm improvements. The project received approval in 2018 
and is currently under construction. The proposal is to add 95 additional secured 
rental units by increasing the building heights from 16 and 19 storeys with a FAR of 
.3.07. No additional parking or changes to the public realm are proposed. 

Project Presentation: 

M. Ehman (Architect, DA Architects) provided a presentation, including: 
• Proposal is to add 5 storeys to each tower with no design changes at the top or 

the base of the building. 
• A review of the approved building forms, unit types and uses. 
• No changes to the approved materials: cementitious panels, grey brick, curtain 

wall form, white aluminum cladding, charcoal mechanical penthouse, and wood
like material to frame major entrances. 

• View studies showing before and after conditions. 
• Increased adaptable and barrier free measures with 23 adaptable units: 7 in west 

tower and 16 in east tower. Converting four parking spaces into accessible 
parking spaces and increasing the amount of push button doors. 

• Sustainable measures including Step 3 of the BC Energy Code and LEED Gold. 
• Noted that it is an appropriate location for added density as is centrally located to 

shopping and transportation, and connections to nature. 

Committee Questions: 

The Committee went on to question the presenters, with the applicants' and staff 
responses in italics: 

• How does the taller building relate to the adjacent building? By extending .up it 
will affect all the units to a certain degree. 

• Is there dedicated parking for the day care. Yes. 
• Is there a limit to how many storeys you could add? Buildings designed for five 

extra storeys. 
• Did you consider going horizontally instead of vertically? Occupying a fair amount 

of site and did not want to impinge into the public realm. 
• Evelyn Drive potentially affected with the proposed height, have you met to 

discuss? Had public information meetings and a number of residents from Evelyn 
Drive attended, but have not discussed formally. A 2016 study showed buildings 
along the south of the shopping centre with heights that would affect the 
neighbours to the north, thus likely some time in the future taller buildings than 
this will be built (on leased land). 
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• Shadow study that shows the previous and current buildings? Some of the 
parking lot will be in shadow at certain times of the year. 

• Car share allocation to both buildings? Yes car share spaces in parkade. Have 
you expanded program to add more care share for increase in units? No. 

• What additional CAC contribution have you indicated you will provide? Currently 
gong through_process, but preliminary estimate $4-6 million dollars. 

• Are you increasing the size of childcare as part of CAC? No increase as part of 
discussion. Level two of west tower occupied by 11 units and daycare owned by 
the District. There is also a 110-space childcare facility (privately owned) at the 
north mall under construction. 

• Consideration of providing a children's play area outside of the childcare area? 
Only dedicated outdoor play area on level two. Noted that children will have 
access to public plaza with waterjets and public washroom. 

• Approaches to the at-grade space to mirror and compliment the surrounding 
natural areas? An active zone within the plaza and the water feature, but no 
additional space for more passive green space at this level. 

• Are benefits identified equal to design rationale in adding height? The building is 
well articulated, but could have had a more generous vertical proportion. It is now 
a gateway to herald the corner of a major intersection and the vertical elongated 
proportion is architecturally attractive. 

• LEED Gold certified? Intent not to certify, just following the checklist. 
• Noticed floor plate layout changed has footprint increased? Not significantly. 

Internal unit layout changes. 

Committee Comments: 

The Committee went on to provide comments on the presentation, including: 
• From a design perspective, the taller building works with viewpoint shown. May 

affect adjacent building views. Net gain of increased rental is positive. Concerned 
shading will affect the daycare outdoor play space. Generally, in support of form 
shown, encourage applicant to increase car share opportunities and provide 
amenities for pedestrian circulation. 

• The original proposal had the buildings cascading going down from east to west 
but now five additional storeys have lost that sloping effect at the entrance. Agree 
that buildings are less squat and a thinner profile makes them look airier and less 
heavy, but worry about view impact on Evelyn Drive. 

• Additional height improves building proportion and scale. Appear lighter and 
slimmer when viewed on the narrow side, but on broad face additional height 
might not improve elegance and proportions as much. The modest increase in 
height helps architecturally. The podium level 4 and 5 green roof is an 
opportunity to utilize roof top space for some active uses and level 5-roof top 
podium could have access to roof deck as a common area. Materials are 
handsome and robust, concern with durability of wood surround at the entrance. 

• Consider providing opportunities for children's play at the ground plane. 
Increasing the units makes a significant difference, encourage the District to 
maximizing community amenity contribution to make sure all units equally 
supported, as increase in. density will require additional amenities and effort put 
into the ground level. Childcare will not be finite so encourage opportunities for 
good quality childcare facilities. Think likely the way of the future is for families to 
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start in rental buildings and ability to have children close to home is a benefit. 
Support the needs for additional car share and amenities needed to support the 
additional 95 units. 

• Concerned with shadowing the daycare. Think seeing something more elegant in 
profile would be a better contribution to skyline. Would have liked to see view 
taken on downhill side rather than uphill side so can see impact on views to 
bridge and skyline of city. When reviewed previously (by the DRC), made 
mention would have liked to see a taller building but surmise it would be same 
amount of area on a smaller floor plate but in a different form. Consider shifting 
height around to improve profile and to reduce shadows on daycare. No question 
this will contribute to urbanism of Marine Drive. 

• Support of the proportion of towers and applaud increase in barrier free 
measures. Following LEED score card without having any measured starts with 
good intention but may fall aside. Step 3 of the Energy Code will offset it. 

• Consider possibility to improve the day light onto the outdoor children's play area 
without significantly change the massing. 

Having reviewed the application and heard the presentation provided by the 
applicant: 

It was Moved and Seconded: 

· THAT the Design Review Committee SUPPORT the application for a 5-storey 
addition to the Gateway Residences at 707 and 723 Main Street; subject to further 
review by the applicant with staff of the following items: 

• a review of potential expansion of the car sharing opportunities; 
• a review of the potential for active uses of the level 4 and 5 rooftop areas; 
• consideration of the robustness of the Prodema material around the high traffic 

entrance areas; 
• a review by the District and the proponent to maximize community amenity 

contributions to use in a way that supports increased density; 
• consideration of the child care spaces and potential opportunities for expansion; 
• consideration of providing opportunities for children's' play on the ground floor 

public realm. 

6.2 6421 ARGYLE AVENUE, DUPLEX 

Background: 

CARRIED 

L. Berg (Senior Community Planner) introduced the proposal and spoke relative to 
site context. Development Permit proposal in existing duplex zoned area, this will be 
the last single-family house to be developed on the north side of Argyle Avenue. The 
District is currently undertaking the Horseshoe Bay Local Area Plan review and 
housing uses and allowable forms could be modified in this area. 

Project Presentation: 

Z. Erickson (ZED Studio Design) provided a presentation, including: 
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• Reverse plan duplex with living on top floor to maximize light. No basement 
suites proposed. Terraced building to respond to the grade change from Argyle 
Avenue to the lane. 

• Roof top patio accessed from living space patio. To address privacy and 
minimize overlook, have screened the upper floor roof top deck and setback from 
building edge. Building setback to minimize shadowing. 

• Materials include metal panel, faux wood siding, acrylic stucco and stone split 
face. 

• South facing front yard connects to the upper floor with common path from street 
to front entry. Private back yard accessed from bedrooms, yard follows grade. 
Landscape includes sod lawn, planting along perimeter edge with two trees and 
hedges. 

Committee Questions: 

The Committee went on to question the presenters, with the applicants' and staff 
responses in italics: 
• Front pathway and stairs, have you considered keeping level for universal 

access? Mid-level entry, the 3 steps down keeps yard connected to street and 
not to have a large gap between yard and entry. 

• What are dimensions from edge of the building and the fence to neighbouring 
property? 5 ft. setback from house to property line, 2 ft. planting and 3 ft. buffer. 

• The hedge moving down slope is that going to cause difficulties with matching 
stairs and planting? Trying to follow grade as it transitions down site, some 
retaining will be required as slopes down. 

• Do neighbours on either side have roof decks? No but they have a series of 
terraced decks on upper and middle floor. Age of neighbouring properties? 
Possibly BO's and 90's designs. 

• Any chance that lower level could be rented legally? Not intent to put in a suite 
and think it would be difficult to create a bedroom that would have a window. 

• Master bedroom seem quite recessed below the deck have you considered 
shortening deck or push bedrooms out? It is a square footage issue, need 
terrace so have access on upper floor to reach roof top deck. 

• Any sustainable measures? Duplex designed to Step 3 of the BC Energy Code. 

Committee Comments: 

The Committee went on to provide comments on the presentation, including: 
• Review layout so deck above does not impact windows of master bedroom 

below. 
• Like design as it is not a mirrored image, not sure how contemporary style will fit 

into street. 
• Overall materials are of a high quality and expression of a high standard, have no 

issue with the exterior design. Consider staggering at back where one deck is 
slightly longer so not creating extra shadow for bedroom. Recommend looking at 
ways to increase amount of light to lounge area. 

• Agree with idea of staggering the deck at back, will benefit exterior and interior 
from a light point of view. Think level grade entrance would increase usability of 
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space. Question need for a fence in front yard, if read as one yard would be a 
better situation. 

• Attractive duplex and nice to see one that is thought out, well designed and 
mindfully fits into and works with the site. Nice materials will be very high quality 
dwellings and pleased to see a duplex that is not trying to put in two additional 
suites in the basement. 

Having reviewed the application and heard the presentation provided by the 
applicant: 

It was Moved and Seconded: 

THAT theOesign Review Committee SUPPORT the application for a duplex at 6421 
Argyle Avenue subject to further review of the following items with staff: 

• consideration of the staggering of the balconies at back to allow for additional 
daylight into the bedroom and bathroom; 

• consideration to bring light into the downstairs lounge area; 
• consideration of a level grade entrance through site manipulation; 
• reconsideration of the need of a fence in the middle of the front yard. 

CARRIED 
PUBLIC QUESTIONS 

7. A member of the public queried when drawings for Item 6.2 would be available for 
viewing and staff provided a response. 

NEXT MEETING 

8. The next meeting is scheduled for December 5, 2019 

ADJOURNMENT 

9. It was Moved and Seconded: 

THAT the November 21, 2019, Design Review Committee Meeting be adjourned. 

The meeting adjourned at 6:10 p.m. 

Certified Correct: 

NOVEMBER 21, 2019 DESIGN REVIEW COMMITTEE MINUTES 
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Nov 23, 2019

IO(D-b -9-o

To Mayor and Council,

I was both surprised and saddened by the Councils vote to turn down the redevelopment proposal of the
old St Monica Anglican Church site. The present owner proposed a reasonable redevelopment plan that
met, what I thought was the priority of this present Council, to improve housing diversity and affordability in
West Vancouver. This proposal would have provided housing for young families to return to West Vancouver
and for older individuals and couples who want to downsize from their present larger homes and properties.

The immediate neighbours seem to object to the loss of what they perceived as public community space.
This property has always been privately owned. The church did not have sufficient community or
congregational support to maintain it. The property was on the market for a long time and there was no
interest at that time for the community to try and support the church.

The rejection of this redevelopment proposal makes other developers reluctant to invest their money into
other plans for housing diversity. I understand no one likes changes to their neighbourhood but as a council
I think you have to look beyond the complaints of a few immediate neighbours to the overall plan and the
future of housing in West Vancouver. I understand that this property is zoned for four lots. The construction
of 4 large homes will not make the neighbours happy nor will 4 homes meet your priority of housing
diversity and affordable.

Sincerely,

West Vancouver

s. 22(1)

(5)



iDtO-D-IO37From:
Sent: Friday, December 6, 2019 9:02 AM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: Please see the attached letter supporting the development at 4358 Ross
Attachments: doc05 147620791 206085442.pdf

Original Message
From:
Sent: December 6, 2019 8:55 AM
To:
Subject:

ECOSYS M6526cidn
[00:cO:ee:3d:bl:bf]
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3-4 YEARS FOR A BUILDING PERMIT
FOR A 2200 SQ. FT. HOUSE
IS TOO LONG.

We urge Council to support the Planning Department in support of this application.

We have reviewed the proposed residence at 4358 Ross Crescent designed by Hlynsky + Davis Architects
Inc. I Landscape Design by Paul Sangha Landscape Architecture! Interior Design by HB Design and would
like to see Mayor and Council vote in support of the following variances:

O Calculations based on Flood Constwction Level including:
retaining walls, basement exemption, height and highest building face

Garage Location

O Combined Sideyard Setback

Please do not cause this project any further delays.
It only has negative impact on the value of properties in the neighborhood and causes u}bariship.

Owner’s name

West Vancouver BC
Address

Further Comments:
Th nwnr of th prnprty hvA donc vrythinp rgiistM hy th Hitrirt

of West Vancouver - including hiring a coastal engineer report for the
property

The owners have the support of the District Planning Department in
developing a design that with some minor variances best accommodates
this new FCL to fit in with the neighborhood

3 years to obtain a building permit tor a house is unacceptable

We urge Mayoi arid councI to come to a clear and decisive conclusions
and SU1JpOrt this project which as th Ianning department has done

To add text manually, please print, fill in your information and comments, and scan and email this
document to MayorandCouncilwestvancouver.ca

To add information electronically to this form, please type in your information and comments, save the
PDF, and email it to: MayorandCouncilwestvancouver.ca

s. 22(1)
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From:
Sent: Friday, December 6, 2019 9:11 AM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: Building Permit
Attachments: 201912060905.pdf

Hello,

Please review the attached signed document

s. 22(1)
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3-4 YEARS FOR A BUILDING PERMIT
FOR A 2800 SQ. FT. HOUSE
IS TOO LONG.

We urge Council to support the Planning Department in support of this application.

We have reviewed the proposed residence at 4358 Ross Crescent designed by Hlynsky + Davis ArchitectsInc. I Landscape Design by Paul Sangha Landscape Architecture! Interior Design by HB Design and would
like to see Mayor and Council vote in support of the following variances:

Calculations based on Flood Construction Level including:
retaining walls, basement exemption, height and highest building face

Garage Location

JY”Combined Sideyard Setback

Please do not cause this project any further delays.
It only has negative impact on the value of properties in the neighborhood and caus ndue ardship.

Owner’s name

West Vancouver
Address

Further Comments:

After review of the proposal, within the context of the flood challenges in
that area and the pre-existing adjacent properties, and following a
personal site visit, I believe the proposed development is satisfactory and
urge OUF Mayur arid her team to proceed with i approval.

To add text manually, please print, fill in your information and comments, and scan and email thisdocument to MayorandCouncilwestvancouver.ca

To add information electronically to this form, please type in your information and comments, save thePbF, and email it to: MayorandCouncilwestvancouver.ca

s. 22(1)
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IolO-2O-I-O37From:
Sent: Friday, December 6, 2019 9:36 AM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: 4358 Ross Crescent
Attachments: 4358 Ross Crespdf

***This e-mail message is intended only for individual(s) to whom it is addressed and may contain information
that is privileged, confidential, proprietary, or otherwise exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you
believe you have received this message in error, please advise the sender by return e-mail and delete it from
your mailbox.***
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3-4 YEARS FOR A BUILDING PERMIT
FOR A 2800 SQ. FT. HOUSE
IS TOO LONG.

We urge Council to support the Planning Department in support of this application.

We have reviewed the proposed residence at 4358 Ross Crescent designed by Hlynsky + Davis Architects
Inc. I Landscape Design by Paul Sangha Landscape Architecture! Interior Design by H3 Design and would
like to see Mayor and Council vote in support of the following variances:

Calculations based on Flood Construction Level including:
retaining walls, basement exemption, height and highest building face

Garage Location

—“ombined Sideyard Setback

Please do not cause this project any further delays.
It only has negative impact on the value of properties in the neighborhood anduses undue hardship.

Owner’s name

West Vancouver
Address

city as progressive as West Vancouver would hold up a project like this. Please move this
project forward ASAPI

To add text manually, please print, fill in your information and comments, and scan and email this
document to MvolL3 dCovncilwestvancuuver.c

To add information electronically to this form, please type in your information and comments, save the
PDF, and email it to: kvi ricJC:c)uncii vev;r o v.

s. 22(1)
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From:
Sent: Friday, December 6, 2019 10:09 AM

To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: 1 91206100719_000l .pdf
Attachments: 19120610071 9_000l .pdf; ATT00001 .txt
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3-4 YEARS FOR A BUILDING PERMIT
FOR A 2800 SQ. FT. HOUSE
IS TOO LONG.

We urge Council to support the Planning Department in support of this application.

We have reviewed the proposed residence at 4358 Ross Crescent designed by Hlynsky + Davis Architects
Inc. / Landscape Design by Paul Sangha Landscape Architecture! Interior Design by HB Design and would
like to see Mayor and Council vote in support of the following variances:

U Calculations based on Flood Construction Level including:
retaining walls, basement exemption, height and highest building face

U Garage Location

U Combined Sideyard Setback

Please do not cause this ptoject any further delays.
It only has negative impact on the value of properties in the neighborhood and causes undue hardship.

Owner’s name Signature

West Vancouver, BC,
Address \J2w’\

Further Comments:
fler Honnr2hk Mynr R Coiinnil,
I support Mayor & Council and I support you for the hard decisions that
you have to make. But rlease note this house desicin at 4358 Ross
Crescent is not a hard decision. The fact is once this house is built no one
will notice anything different about this house, other than it is a beautiful
new home and a nice addition to the neighborhood. I know the
homeowners and at every design meeting that they have had, at every
meeting, the overriding concern was to make this house fit into the
neighborhood while adhering to the new tlood construction level based on
tneir protessional engineer report of 5.8m geodetic.
Please support this projeci to move forward.
My best regards,

To add text manually, please print, fill in your information and comments, and scan and email this
document to MayorandCounci1westvancouver.ca

To add information electronically to this form, please type in your information and comments, save the
PDF, and email it to: MayorandCouncilwestvancouver.ca
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From: Ob_
Sent: Friday, December 6, 2019 12:41 PM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: Community support Letter 4358 Ross Crescent
Attachments: COMMUNITY SUPPORT LETTER .pdf

Hello Mayor & Council,

Thank you for taking the time to read my letter in support of the 4358 Ross Crescent. If you would like to
discuss my views further I am available by cell,
attached in signature below.

s. 22(1)
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3-4 YEARS FOR A BUILDING PERMIT
FOR A 2800 SQ. FT. HOUSE
IS TOO LONG.

We urge Council to support the Planning Department in support of this application.

We have reviewed the proposed residence at 4358 Ross Crescent designed by Hlynsky + Davis Architects
Inc. I Landscape Design by Paul Sangha Landscape Architecture I Interior Design by HB Design and would
like to see Mayor and Council vote in support of the following variances:

Calculations based on Flood Construction Level including:
retaining walls, basement exemption, height and highest building face

Garage Location

Combined Sideyard Setback

Please do not cause this project any further delays.
It only has negative impact on the value of properties in the neighborhood and causes undue hardship.

Owner’s name - Signature

West Vancouver

Address

As a resident and professional of West Vancouver, I have followed the 4358 Ross Crescent project as
it has navigated the systems (or lack there of) of the planning department and the district /council of
West Vancouver. My main concern of this application process has been from a Professional
standpoint.

My career revolves around . As
I work primarily in West Vancouver, on which often fall in low

bank areas. For clients/builders/architects/landscape architects and designers to have to wait 3
years to be able to apply for a development permit is absurd. This has a hugely negative impact on

, as well, negatively detracts potential clients from wanting to build a new home
on the waterfront.

The inactivity of the governing bodies is directly affecting the property values in West Vancouver, the
livelihoods of the entire construction industry and being unfair to hard working citizens of the
community. in a new development on the waterfront and
the process was transparent and explained in the disclosure documentation - the developers
addressed the most recent FCL requirements, met and exceeded them. This does not need to be
such an arduous process.

It seems the community currently believes they can dictate or influence the professional analysis of
the engineers who want to protect and plan for a future of climate shifts and the ramifications. I
believe if the council came out with a decision and solid indisputable plan, the community would
adapt and move on, as they would have no other choice. This process has been drawn on too long
-please move forward in implementing whichever FCL and rules and regulations need to be passed
so the process of building gets back to a normal timeline.

To add text manually, please print, fill in your information and comments, and scan and email this
document to MayorandCounciI(westvancouverca

To add information electronically to this form, please type in your information and comments, save the
PDF, and email it to: MayorandCouncilwestvancouverca

s. 22(1)
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From:
Sent: Friday, December 6, 2019 1:59 PM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: 4358, Ross Crescent. West Vancouver.

We have reviewed the plans and variances submitted by the applicant, for his proposed home at 4358,
Ross Crescent. As residents of West Vancouver we strongly support this application, the variances requested are in
keeping with the neighbourhood and take into account the Provincial report requiring homes to raise the main floor in
low lying areas because of possible flooding.

We urge Council and the Planning Department to support this application.

Respectfully submitted,

Residence:

West Vancouver.

s. 22(1)
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ltJIo--1g-o37
From:
Sent: Friday, December 6, 2019 2:26 PM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: 6S8CAAD2-4745-450B-AB5F-BBA83ACJ 6356.pdf
Attachments: 68SCAAD2-4745-450B-AB5 F- BBA83AC 1 6356.pdf; ATT00001 .txt

Please find the attached letter of support.

Regards,

s. 22(1)
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From:
Sent: Friday, December 6, 2019 4:26 PM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject:
Attachments: Scan.jpeg
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3 -4 YEARS FOR A BUILDING PERMIT
FOR A 2800 SQ. FT. HOUSE
IS TOO LONG.

We irge CDunU to support the Planrnng Department in support of this appcation

We have revewed the proposed residence at 4358 Ross Crescent desgned by Hlynsky + Davs Arch:tecls
Inc (Landscape Desgn by Paul Sangha Landscape Architecture I Interior Destgn by FIB Design and would
bke to see Mayor and CouncI vote n support of the foowng vanances

D Calcuahons based on Flood Construction Level nckdng
retaimng walls basement exemptiorL heght and highest building face

D Garage Location

Combined 5deyard Setback

West Vancouver
Address - -

sofWest Vancouver for years, we find the sequence of
events surrounding the attempts to gain approval tot a building
permit difficult to accepL We know
as wdll as thcir architect Katie Hlynsky and arc well aware of their
prnfsinnl wnrk Whifr being Iif lnng m,cdc1nt nf Wct Van, Kti ann
her fathers Firmfone of the longest existing professional firms in West
Van), are renowned in their professional work for such clients as UBC,
SFU, various churches, professional buitdings and residential homes in
West Vancouver. We know Katie, and her Firm, would never be associated
with a project which was-riot totally in-accordance with all legal gnu
lanninQ requirements. Please proceed to approve these poor, battered.
long time West Vancouver resident permit without delay and bring their
dillicult treatment to an end,

To add text manually please prtnt f1 in your nformaton and comments and scan and email ths
2curent to M’crgndCounc westv ::er :a

To add informahon &ectronoaly to this fomi please type n your nformation and comments save the
PDF and email it to ca

Owners name

Please do not cause this project any further delays
It ony has negahve mpact on the value of properties n the neighborhood and causes

s. 22(1)
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\OOo--o7From:
Sent: Friday, December 6, 2019 4:53 PM
To: MayorandCouncil
Cc:
Subject: 4358 Ross Crescent
Attachments: Scanned Document.pdf

Mayor and Council of West Vancouver

Support letter attached for 4358 Ross Crescent design and variances.

Regards

West Vancouver, B.C.
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s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

(6)(i)



3-4 YEARS FOR A BUILDING PERMIT
FOR A 2800 SQ. FT. HOUSE
IS TOO LONG.

We urge Council to support the Planning Department in support of this application.

We have reviewed the proposed residence at 4358 Ross Crescent designed by Hlynsky + Davis Architects
Inc. / Landscape Design by Paul Sangha Landscape Architecture I Interior Design by HB Design and would
like to see Mayor and Council vote in support of the following variances:

0 Calculations based on Flood Construction Level including:
retaining walls, basement exemption, height and highest building face

II Garage Location

O Combined Sideyard Setback

Please do not cause this project any further delays.
It only has negative impact on the value of properties in the neighborhood and causes undue hardship.

Owner’s name Signatu

‘NV

Address

Further Comments:

To add text manually, please print, fill in your information and comments, and scan and email this
document to f. YE ;,tJfl,uUct ca

To add information electronically to this form, please type in your information and comments, save the
PDF and email it to in J ..j Ca

s. 22(1)
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From: - I - J

Sent: Saturday, December 7, 2019 11:08 AM
To: MayorandCouncil
Cc:
Subject: 3 to 4 years for a building permit is too long
Attachments: ScanOO29.pdf
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3-4 YEARS FOR A BUILDING PERMIT
FOR A 2600 SQ. FT. HOUSE
IS TOO LONG.

We urge Council to support the Planning Department in support of this application.

We have reviewed the proposed residence at 4358 Ross Crescent designed by Hlynsky + Davis Architects
Inc. I Landscape Design by Paul Sangha Landscape Architecture! Interior Design by I-lB Design and would
like to see Mayor and Council vote in support of the following variances:

alcuIations based on Flood Construction Level including:
retaining walls, basement exemption, height and highest building face

Garage Location

Combined Sideyard Setback

Please do not cause this project any further delays.
It only has negative impact on the value of properties in the neighborhood and causes undue hardship.

Owner’s nae -

A dress

Further Comments:
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To add text manually, please print, fill in your information and comments, and scan and email this
document to MayorandCouncil@westvancouver.ca

To add information electronically to this form, please type in your information and comments, save the
PDF, and email it to: MayorandCouncilcwestvancouver.ca
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3-4 YEARS FOR A BUILDING PERMIT
FOR A 2800 SQ. FT. HOUSE
IS TOO LONG.

We urge Council to support the Planning Department in support of this application.

We have reviewed the proposed residence at 4358 Ross Crescent designed by Hlynsky ÷ Davis Architects
Inc. I Landscape Design by Paul Sangha Landscape Architecture! Interior Design by HB Design and would
like to see Mayor and Council vote in support of the following variances:

F! Calculations based on Flood Construction Level including:
retaining walls, basement exemption, height and highest building face

Garage Location

Combined Sideyard Setback

Please do not cause this project any further delays.
It only has negative impact on the value of properties in the neighborhood and causes undue hardship.

Owners

1k) EZV coo )
Address

Further Comments:
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To add text manually, please print, fill in your information and comments, and scan and email this
document to MayorandCouncil@westvancouver.ca

To add information electronically to this form, please type in your information and comments, save the
PDF, and email it to: MayorandCouncilwestvancouver ca
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From: (0- OO7

Sent: Sunday, December 8, 2019 1:11 PM
To: MayorandCouncil
Cc:
Subject: 4358 Ross Crescent, WV/DVP 18-037
Attachments: 191129 COMMUNITY SUPPORT LETTER - HEFFEL RESIDENCE[2].pdf

Dear Mayor Booth and Council,

Thank you for all of your hard work for our community.

Please find attached my letter in support of the application for a DVP (18-037) to build a home on Ross
Crescent.

I have and don’t think we have finer or more community minded residents
in West Van. It seems to me that they have been thoughtful and patient throughout this process and have
worked constructively with our Planning department, their neighbours and the public generally and have
arrived at a happy place — a beautiful design which seems fully compliant with the essential concern of the
relatively new FCL regime.

I’m not sure what else they could possibly have done? If this design can’t be approved, I struggle to see how any
new home can be built on our waterfront. Scary! Hopefully all of this hard work — by everyone - can make
future applications a little bit easier; and if the resulting homes are as well suited to their sites and neighbours
as this home is - then we all win. If this DVP is a precedent - it’s a good one, in my estimation.

Thank you.

Respectfully submitted for your consideration,

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)
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3 -4 YEARS FOR A BUILDING PERMIT
FOR A 2800 SQ. FT. HOUSE
IS TOO LONG.

We urge Council to support the Planning Department in support of this application.

We have reviewed the proposed residence at 4358 Ross Crescent designed by Hlynsky + Davis Architects
Inc. I Landscape Design by Paul Sangha Landscape Architecture! Interior Design by HB Design and would
like to see Mayor and Council vote in support of the following variances:

j Calculations based on Flood Construction Level including:
retaining walls, basement exemption, height and highest building face

Garage Location

E Combined Sideyard Setback

Please do not cause this project any further delays.
It only has negative impact on the value of properties in the neighborhood and causes undue hardship.

Owner’s name Signature

, west vancouver
Address

Further Comments:
flAr Mynr Rnnth nd Côiinnil

Thank you for all of your hard work for our community.

I am writing to express support for approval of this application.
have been very thoughtful and patient throughout this

relatively new FCL regime. It’s time to stop the torture and let them build
their beautiful home. It seems that the process has been robust and then
some - but it has concluded now (thanktully) with support trom your
Planning team.

To add text manually, please print, fill in your information and comments, and scan and email this
document to MayorandCouncilwestvancouver.ca

To add information electronically to this form, please type in your information and comments, save the
PDF, and email it to: MayorandCouncilwestvancouver.ca

s. 22(1)
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IQ-o-t-O37From:
Sent: Monday, December 9, 2019 8:30 AM
To: MayorandCouncil
Cc:
Subject: 4358 Ross Crescent
Attachments: 4358 Ross Cresecent letter .pdf

For attention of the Mayor and Council

Kindly see attached a letter of support for the variances as applied for on 4358 Ross Crescent. Feel free to
contact me if you have any questions.

Kind regards

s. 22(1)
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3-4 YEARS FOR A BUILDING PERMIT
FOR A 2800 SQ. FT. HOUSE
IS TOO LONG.
We urge Council to support the Planning Department in support of this application.

We have reviewed the proposed residence at 4358 Ross Crescent designed by Hlynsky + Davis Architects
Inc. I Landscape Design by Paul Sangha Landscape Architecture I Interior Design by HB Design and would
like to see Mayor and Council vote in support of the following variances:

O Calculations based on Flood Construction Level including:
retaining walls, basement exemption, height and highest building face

O Garage Location

O Combined Sideyard Setback

Please do not cause this project any further delays.
It only has negative impact on the value of properties in the neighborhood and causes undue hardship.

Owner’s name Signature

West Vancouver,
Address

with the architects, Hlynsky + Davis, on another project
for which variances were required. The firm is exceedingly responsible,
mindtul of the Council requirements and work diligently to comply with the
Planning guidelines.

As far as we can determine it looks like the architects again, for 4358
Rocs Creccent, go out of their way to comply and we have no hecitation to
support this application.

s. 22(1)
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lOIO-’o-/-c7From:
Sent: Monday, December 9, 2019 1:19 PM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: 4358 Ross Cr
Attachments: 201912091 31203562.pdf
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3-4 YEARS FOR A BUILDING PERMIT
FOR A 2800 SQ. FT. HOUSE
IS TOO LONG.

We urge Council to support the Planning Department in support of this application.

We have reviewed the proposed residence at 4358 Ross Crescent designed by Hlynsky ÷ Davis Architects
Inc. / Landscape Design by Paul Sangha Landscape Architecture / Interior Design by H8 Design and would
like to see Mayor and Council vote in support of the following variances:

U Calculations based on Flood Construction Level including:
retaining walls, basement exemption, height and highest building face

U Garage Location

U Combined Sideyard Setback

Please do not cause this project any further delays.
It only has negative impact on the value of properties in the neighborh
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To add text manually, please print, fill in your information and comments, and scan and email this
document to MayorandCouncilwestvancouver.ca

To add information electronically to this form, please type in your information and comments, save the
PDF, and email it to: MayorandCouncilwestvancouver.ca

undue hardship.

FurtherComments: t

s. 22(1)
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From: I X - 037
Sent: Tuesday, December 10, 2019 9:10 AM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: Ross Crescent Building Permit Application
Attachments: Ross Crescent Building Permit Application.pdf
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3-4 YEARS FOR A BUILDtNG PERMIT
FOR A 2800 SQ. FT. HOUSE
IS TOO LONG.

We urge Council to support the Planning Department in support of this application.

We have reviewed the proposed residence at 4358 Ross Crescent designed by Hlynsky ÷ Davis Architects
Inc. I Landscape Design by Paul Sangha Landscape Architecture / Interior Design by HB Design and would
like to see Mayor and Council vote in support of the following variances:

çj” Calculations based on Flood Construction Level including:
retaining walls, basement exemption, height and highest building face

Garage Location

R”Combined Sideyard Setback

Please do not cause this project any further delays.
It only has negative impact on the value of properties in the ne’ rhood and ndue hardship.

Ownets name Signature

, West Vancouver
Address

Further Comments:
Whr h 01 it nivility gpnc? I lrnecLyctrdy tht invitcH lI
neighbours to attend an information session on their property with their
architects and other professionals; apparently I individual showed up.
Mayor and Council, and Planning, are not only responsible for the
pfotracted and very expensive delays on waterfront building permits, but I
would hold all of the above responsible for pitting neighbour against
neighbour. How can one imagine living where one dreamed to live?
This design proposal is stunning, put together by the very best in their
protesslons in our community, and deserves to move torward immediately.

To add text manually, please print, fIll in your information and comments, and scan and email this
document to MpyprandCpyncilt8westvpncpuver.cp

To add information electronically to this form, please type in your information and comments, save thePDF, and email it to: MayorpndCouncil()westvancouver.ca
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Attachments: building permit application.pdf
iDlO- DI-O37

From:
Sent: Tuesday, December 10, 2019 11:40 AM

To: MayorandCouncil <MayorandCouncil@westvancouver.ca>
Subject: building permit application

s. 22(1)
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3-4 YEARS FOR A BUiLDING PERMIT
FOR A 2800 SQ. FT. HOUSE
IS TOO LONG.

We urge Council to support the Planning Department in support of this application.

We have reviewed the proposed residence at 4358 Ross Crescent designed by Hlynsky + Davis Architects
Inc. / Landscape Design by Paul Sangha Landscape Architecture / Interior Design by HB Design and would
like to see Mayor and Council vote in support of the following variances:

jCalculations based on Flood Construction Level including:
retaining walls, basement exemption, height and highest building face

Location

d Combined Sideyard Sethack

Owne?s name

Address

Further Comments:

-a- p1 5&J .
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To add text manually, please print, fill in your information and comments, and scan and email this
document to MayorandCounciltwestvancouverca

To add information electronically to this form, please type in your information and comments, save the
PDF, and email it to: MayorandCounciIwestvancouver.ca

Please do not cause this project any further delays.
It only has negative impact on the value of properties in the neighborhood and cause due hardship.

Signature

S,cii
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OiO-D-I-OT7From:
Sent: Tuesday, December 10, 2019 2:39 PM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: 4358 Ross Crescent

Dear Council members I write in support of this application at 435$ Ross Crescent for a new building. My
family has lived in West Vancouver generations. During that time period we have built new homes,
renovations and additions among the ly members over the generations. We have always found West Van
council, staff and permitting to be fair and prudent. We also find that the architect is extremely well respected in
the community and has a deep grasp of what that community needs and wants. I suggest we have to continually
refresh our community with new ideas and homes and businesses as we maintain West Van as a vibrant and
wonderful community.

Yours truly,

West Vancouver

s. 22(1)
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From: Anne Eady
I0b O—( Q27

Sent: Tuesday, December 10, 2019 2:44 PM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: 4358 Ross Crescent/Climate Change Emergency

Good afternoon Mayor and Councillors,

Now that Mayor and Council have declared a Climate Change Emergency for West Vancouver it is
difficult to understand how the precedent-setting Development Variance Permit for 4358 Ross
Crescent could be considered, given the very major negative environmental impacts it will
cause. If this DVP is allowed, then it will become the norm for the entire lowbank waterfront of
West Vancouver. And all done with no LAP, no long term community consultation, no impact
studies on future effects on surrounding neighbourhoods, and no apparent environmental concerns.

Unfortunately declaring a Climate Change Emergency does not allow one to pick and choose which
aspects of a project or development fit into the Climate Change Emergency criteria. Everything is
relevant from GHGs, building codes, bylaws to the dedicated protection and enhancement of the
urban forest - especially the incredibly environmentally valuable old growth trees. Climate change
is real, but its companion is environmental protection, and I believe the District’s proposed solution
to potential sea level increases will cause major environmental degradation such as:

• eventual loss of all large old-growth trees on the waterfront. Trees are the lungs of the world
and their well-being and preservation should be uppermost in all District decisions if Council
is to be credible with the Climate Change Emergency Declaration.

• huge dump truckemissions. At the public information meeting on July 3rd, the applicant
projected 80 - 90 dump truck loads would be required to fill this small waterfront property to
5.8 geodetic. Can one imagine the impact of filling the two larger vacant properties on Ross
and Erwin to this same level? It would easily be 200 plus dump trucks per lot. And all these
exhaust spewing trucks traveling on what are basically single vehicle country style lanes
with no sidewalks for pedestrian protection.

These two items alone are red flags as to why this DVP should not be granted. Add to these, the
incredibly negative well-documented impacts on the immediate neighbours, surrounding
neighbours, to say nothing of the variety of esthetic variances that are being requested.

And speaking of variances, it is difficult to understand how a DVP can be considered that is in
flagrant contravention of the Evaluation Criteria on the West Vancouver District Variance Permit
Guidelines - truly a troubling thought for all property owners in West Vancouver whose homes are
their largest investment.

Sincerely,

s. 22(1)
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Anne Eady

West Vancouver,

(do not redact name)

s. 22(1)
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I0I0-()-I-O7
From: Anne Eady
Sent: Tuesday, December 10, 2019 3:02 PM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: 4358 Ross Crescent and Lowbank Waterfront

Good Afternoon Madam Mayor and Council,

As a lifelong resident of the I have some personal thoughts and
questions I want to share with you.

Living on any waterfront property is a privilege and on lowbank waterfront there is both a
responsibility and a risk that should be assumed by owners

• Because of topography and location at bottom of our mountains, the water table in this area is
high all year round. and in particular from fall to spring, thus making it very susceptible to even
the slightest increase in outside pressures.

• Despite Staff assurances, storm water management here is tenuous at best and area flooding
will occur whenever there is a combination of higher rainfall, creek mn-off volume, high tides
or total creek Flood Control failure as occurred on Ross Crescent in 2016.

• Basements should not be allowed for any future lowbank waterfront homes as they increase
pressure on the water table (bigger basements larger water displacement)) that has the effect of
raising the surrounding area’s water table. Further, they are susceptible to flooding and hence
are a great liability issue for both owners and District if latter can be proved to have an
inadequate storm water control systems — something that is definitely the case in our area.

• Any substantial grade level increase to waterfront properties in this area will have a potential
negative effect on the already high water table. Formal hydrology testing in this area has just
commenced and results are not due for several months.

• As the issue of major increased site grading for FCL was encountered on Erwin Drive more
than 6 years ago, the District has had ample time and opportunity to come up with a community
wide or local area plan to deal with projected sea level rise. This lack of due diligence and
planning is the reason we are in this current polarizing situation.

• Incremental filling of the entire neighbourhood waterfront properties have occurred between
1968 and present as homes were replaced. This brings us to the current fill level of 3.7 geodetic
— achieved on a gradual basis with no detrimental effects on the neighbourhood whatsoever.
There is definitely room for more grade level rise on a gradual basis.

s. 22(1)
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• Longevity of waterfront homes. It was stated by the applicant’s architect at the public
information meeting on July 3td 2019 that today’s very wealthy waterfront real estate
purchasers usually want to build to their own taste, so even significant existing waterfront
homes may not have a very long life — certainly well under the 40 — 50 years mentioned in the
Charrette report. If so, why are we so worried about SLR 100 years from now — we are not
building long term commercial infrastructure?

For all the above reasons, as well as the previously documented environmental degradation
caused by the eventual death of all large old growth trees in areas filled to the 5.8 (plus) grade
level and enormous GHGs from the hundreds of dump trucks of fill need to achieve this level, I
firmly believe:

A 5.8 (plus) geodetic grade fill level should never be considered an option for Flood
Control in this lowbank waterfront area. However a grade fill level in the vicinity of 4.6
geodetic can probably be achieved in this area without undue harm to topography,
environment or neighbouring properties. If a higher FCL (such as 5.8) is required then
newly built houses will need to have their main floor elevated to the required level.

Some Reflections on 435$ Ross — both property and DVP

• The lot at 435$ Ross now owned by is a very small, narrow rather inconspicuous lot
by waterfront standards and is at the original geodetic level of this entire area of somewhere
around 2 — 2.5

• While I very much appreciate the fact the development plans had to be altered to accommodate
the new suggested 5.8 (plus) geodetic level, and am very sorry for (and any other
applicants) that they had to try and jump through these hoops due to District’s lack of planning,
the house is totally out of keeping with surrounding homes and the District’s own DVP
Evaluation Criteria.

• The building plans are full of variances which are quite frankly based on esthetic desires to
build a signature home on a lot that is really too small to support a development of this
magnitude. Such an important home maybe needs a larger property more suited to the
requirements of the owner. With the limitations of a small building envelope one cannot always
achieve one’s dream home no matter how many variances are requested.

• Certainly much of the display/photos/artist’s rendering of this project are misleading and quite
frankly disingenuous. From artist’s rendering that shows the bulky house with all the old
growth trees in the background (when in fact they plan to remove them) to the photos of the
flooding property on Erwin (which is actually below 2 geodetic as basement of old home has
been removed) all conspires to encourage the 5.8 (plus) level.

• I am pleased to see the new in depth arborist report recommends retaining the large grande fir
eagle perching tree and I hope its company cedar is also retained as the District’s Interim Tree
Bylaw should be diligently enforced for all developments with no exceptions granted.

s. 22(1)
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Sincerely,

Anne Eady (please do not redact name)

k flC,uve(
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From:
Sent: Tuesday, December 10, 2019 3:43 PM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: 4358 Ross Crescent, West Vancouver - Support Letter
Attachments: 191129 COMMUNITY SUPPORT LETTER- HEFFEL RESIDENCE - .pdf

Good afternoon,

Please find attached my support letter pertaining to the building permit for 4358 Ross Crescent, West
Vancouver.

Regards,

s. 22(1)
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3-4 YEARS FOR A BUILDING PERMIT
FOR A 2800 SQ. FT. HOUSE
IS TOO LONG.

We urge Council to support the Planning Department in support of this application.

We have reviewed the proposed residence at 4358 Ross Crescent designed by Hlynsky + Davis Architects
Inc. I Landscape Design by Paul Sangha Landscape Architecture! Interior Design by HR Design and would
like to see Mayor and Council vote in support of the following variances:

El Calculations based on Flood Construction Level including:
retaining walls, basement exemption, height and highest building face

E Garage Location

El Combined Sideyard Setback

Please do not cause this project any further delays.
It only has negative impact on the value of properties in the neighborhood and causes undue hardship.

Signature

, West Vancouver, BC
Address

Further Comments:

Please see attached.

To add text manually, please print, fill in your information and comments, and scan and email this
document to MayorandCounciftwestvancouver.ca

To add information electronically to this form, please type in your information and comments, save the
PDF, and email it to: MayorandCouncilwestvancouver.ca

Owner’s name

Page 1 of 2
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December 9, 2019

Attention: Mayor Mary-Ann Booth & Council
District of West Vancouver
750 17th Street, West
West Vancouver, BCV7Y 313

Dear Mayor Mary-Ann Booth & Council,

Re: 4358 Ross Crescent, West Vancouver, BC

My business has benefited from the Planning Department and Council’s progressive forward thinking in
Ambleside and Dundarave. I’m writing today to ask you to give positive consideration to the
application for a DVP (18-37) to build a house on their property located at 4358 Ross Crescent in West
Vancouver.

It is my understanding that the Planning Department and Council have taken the necessary steps to prevent
flooding in new homes being built on Ross Crescent. Such decision making seems prudent and logical. The
fact that some existing residents are opposed to any changes in the status quo is hardly surprising, I’m sure
Council is no stranger to residents who are opposed to change.

Meanwhile, find themselves in limbo. They have submitted a plan to build a beautiful
home which complies to the standards established by the Planning Department and Council.

I urge you to protect the rights of the as property owners and longtime residents of West
Vancouver.

Thank you for your consideration.

Page 2 of 2
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From:
Sent: Wednesday, December 11, 2019 9:28 AM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: Support Letter - Building Permit Application - 4358 Ross Crescent, West Vancouver -

Attachments: 191129 COMMUNITY SUPPORT LETTER - HEFFEL RESIDENCE.pdf

Dear Mayor and Council,

Please find attached my letter of support for the building permit application at 4358 Ross

Crescent, West Vancouver.

Regards,

s. 22(1)
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3 -4 YEARS FOR A BUILDING PERMIT
FOR A 2800 SQ. FT. HOUSE
IS TOO LONG.

We urge Council to support the Planning Department in support of this application.

We have reviewed the proposed residence at 4358 Ross Crescent designed by Hlynsky + Davis Architects
Inc. I Landscape Design by Paul Sangha Landscape Architecture I Interior Design by HB Design and would
like to see Mayor and Council vote in support of the following variances:

Calculations based on Flood Construction Level including:
retaining walls, basement exemption, height and highest building face

LI Garage Location

Combined Sideyard Setback

Please do not cause this project any further delays.
It only has negative impact on the value of properties in the neighborhood and causes undue hardship.

Owner’s name

, North Vancouver, B. C.,

Address

Further Comments:
I support th HffI’s ppIintinn for hijilding prmit inc’Iiidinp thc hov 3

variances and urge the Mayor and Council to vote in support of the project.
I have previously built an 11 .000 sq ft waterfront home at

West Vancouver. The likely 3 year timeline from meeting with the
Planning Department to beginning construction on the very
modest 2800 sq ft project is unacceptable given the extraordinary amount
of studies, surveys and consultation that the have undertaken.
This sets an unfortunate precedent for homeowers that want to invest in
upgrading their homes and properties in West Vancouver.

To add text manually, please print, fill in your information and comments, and scan and email this
document to MayorandCounciftwestvancouver.ca

To add information electronically to this form, please type in your information and comments, save the
PDF, and email it to: MayorandCoLIncilwestvancouver.ca

Signature

s. 22(1)
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From:
Do—°tS 039

Sent: Wednesday, December 11,20192:11 PM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: 191129 community support letter Heffel residence - sent from Scannable
Attachments: 191129 community support letter Heffel residence .pdf
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3-4 YEARS FOR A BUILDING PERMIT
FOR A 2800 SQ. FT. HOUSE
IS TOO LONG.

We urge Council to support the Planning Department in support of this application.

We have reviewed the proposed residence at 4358 Ross Crescent designed by Hlynsky + Davis Architects
Inc. I Landscape Design by Paul Sangha Landscape Architecture I Interior Design by HB Design and would
like to see Mayor and Council vote in support of the following variances:

fl Calculations based on Flood Construction Level including:
retaining walls, basement exemption, height and highest building face

fl Garage Location

U Combined Sideyard Setback

Please do not cause this project any further delays.
It only has negative impact on the value of properties in the neighborhood and causes undue hardship.

Owner’s name

, West Vancouver, B.C.
Address

Further Comments:

Responsiveness and reasonableness of the Planning Department needs
to improve dramatically. The owners of 4358 Ross Crescent have our
full support of their project and reasonable variances requested.

To add text manually, please print, fill in your information and comments, and scan and email this
document to MayorandCouncilcäwestvancouver.ca

To add information electronically to this form, please type in your information and comments, save the
PDF, and email it to: MayorandCounciltwestvancouver.ca
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From: 7
Sent: Thursday, December 12, 2019 12:22 PM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: Support for 4358 Ross Crescent
Attachments: V 191129 COMMUNITY SUPPORT LETTER - HEFFEL RESIDENCE.PDF

Dear Mayor Booth and Council,
I urge Council to vote in favour of the application for 4358 Ross Crescent.
The studies, documents and reports satisfy all requirements and the owners, architects and landscape
planners have complied with all requests.

Thank you for your oversight with this project and now there should be no further delay in granting this
application.

Sincerely,

WV

s. 22(1)
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3 -4 YEARS FOR A BUILDING PERMIT
FOR A 2800 SQ. FT. HOUSE
IS TOO LONG.

We urge Council to support the Planning Department in support of this application.

We have reviewed the proposed residence at 4358 Ross Crescent designed by Hlynsky + Davis Architects
Inc. / Landscape Design by Paul Sangha Landscape Architecture / Interior Design by HB Design and would
like to see Mayor and Council vote in support of the following variances:

LI Calculations based on Flood Construction Level including:
retaining walls, basement exemption, height and highest building face

fl Garage Location

j Combined Sideyard Setback

Please do not cause this project any further delays.
It only has negative impact on the value of properties in the neighborhood and causes undue hardship.

Owner’s name Signature

West Vancouver
Address

and landscape designers have fulfilled all the requirements needed to go ahead with this
home. And indeed, in good faith, have exceeded requests to ensure that new guidelines are met, heritage trees are

To add text manually, please print, fill in your information and comments, and scan and email this
document to MayorandCouncilwestvancouver.ca

To add information electronically to this form, please type in your information and comments, save the
PDF, and email it to: MayorandCouncilwestvancouver.ca
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Mayor Booth and Council, 

I0lt>-Jo-1'6-037 

West Vancouver, BC 

December 11, 2019 

As owners of a West Vancouver waterfront property, we write in support of the Development Variance 
Permit (DVP) application to build a family home at 4358 Ross Crescent. 

We understand the DVP is required because the site-specific flood construction level (FCL) determined 
by the owners' coastal engineers - requested by the District of West Vancouver (DWV) - exceeds the 
District's interim FCL and construction of a standard two-storey home from either of these FCLs is 
impossible under current District building bylaws given that they are based on the old DWV FCL of 
3.Sm. 

Unfortunately, this also applies to any floodplain/low lying waterfront property in the DWV. In 
supporting this DVP, the Planning Department is moving to address this serious threat to the values of all 
West Vancouver waterfront. We believe failure to address sea level rise and its' implications for the long 
term sterilization of low-lying waterfront risks devaluation of all DWV waterfront by association despite 
their grades. Today, properties on low lying waterfront properties may be shunned by potential 
purchasers/renovators/builders given the onerous tasks of either repairing ongoing flood damage should 
they fail to remediate, or obtaining a DVP should they wish to save the property from flooding and further 
devaluation. 

In 2013, the first DVP based on the coastal flood protection guidelines released by the Provincial 
government in 2011 was presented to the District of West Vancouver planning department. The DWV 
did raise their FCL to a blanket 4.Sm - FCLs are street/site specific - but did not address building bylaws 
relative to this increase. Six years later, the owners of 4358 Ross Crescent are encountering the same 
hardship in their application to build a safe family waterfront home while following site specific FCL 
again requested of these owners by the District of West Vancouver Planning Department. We appreciate 
that the Planning Department is supporting the application as applicants have provided all that has been 
requested of them. 

In addition to providing the site specific FCL, they have both a house and landscaping design which will 
enable property protection while being sensitive to neighbourhood character and adjacent property 
owners. 

This is the present and future of waterfront development. In supporting this DVP the Planning 
Department and Mayor and Council are addressing the threats from storm surge given ongoing sea level 
rise. We believe the approval of this DVP will demonstrate responsible development of WV waterfront 
including low lying properties is possible. We believe this will result in the preservation of safety for 
residents and in the preservation in property value for its owners, the municipality, and the province. 

In summary, we trust this will be positive move forward by Mayor and Council to support the DVP for 
4358 Ross Crescent. Further, we respectively request Planning with support from Mayor and Council 
work to: 

s. 22(1)
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I) Address the 2011 Provincial Guidelines to determine waterfront street specific FCLs 
2) Revise building bylaws to allow home construction on low lying properties without requiring a 

DVP. 

Thank you in advance for your thoughtful consideration of this critical move forward. 

Sincerely, 
s. 22(1)



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

 
Thursday, December 12, 2019 3:25 PM 
MayorandCouncil 
proposed home at 4358 Ross Crescent 
191212162740_0001.pdf 

From:  
Sent: December-12-19 4:28 PM 

To:  
Subject: Attached Image 

IOlO - ;Jo· I&' - O?:, 7 
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3 - 4 YEARS FOR A BUILDING PERMIT 
FOR A 2800 SQ. FT. HOUSE 
IS TOO LONG. 

We urge Council to support the Planning Department in support of this application. 

We have reviewed the proposed residence at 4358 Ross Crescent designed by Hlynsky + Davis Architects 
Inc./ Landscape Design by Paul Sangha Landscape Architecture I Interior Design by HB Design and would 
like to see Mayor and Council vote in support of the following variances: 

□ Calculations based on Flood Construction Level including: 
retaining walls, basement exemption, height and highest building face 

□ Garage Location 

□ Combined Sideyard Setback 

Please do not cause this project any further delays. 
It only has negative impact on the value of properties in the_ neighborhood and causes undue hardship. 

 

Owner1s name Signature 

 

Address 

Further Comments: 
I get that i am oat a oeighhanr io the lacatiao where this home is ta be 
built; however I have resided in west Vancouver since and have built 
and lived in many homes in this wonderful and yes priveleged community. 
I tip my hat not only to the patience that the lot owners have endured, but 
to the sensitivity with which they and their very qualified consultants have 
addressed the concerns of staff and neighbors to meet the variance 
requested. 
Side retaining walls are at 4'; height above neighbors roof peak 1s 
perceptually negligible; and seawater, storm water have been addressed 
responsibly. 
I would ast< tliat me i1111i1ediate 11eigllbmlIood place ttie111selves i11 tt1e sl1oe5 oF ,r1,:-
Le T Q bo1 ,1,<e-,zs::. - -

J f::,/7"7''0[:T 7He ~e&~,S::Ze,\ VtJci,t,,,,CeT-

To add text manually, please print, fill in your information and comments, and scan and email this 
document to MayorandCouncil@westvancouver.ca 

To add information electronically to this form, please type in your information and comments, save the 
PDF, and email it to: MayorandCouncil@westvancouver.ca 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

 
Thursday, December 12, 2019 4:41 PM 
MayorandCouncil 
FW: Attached Image 
0359_001.pdf 

From:  
Sent: December 12, 2019 4:38 PM 
To:  
Subject: Attached Image 

IO!O-;l.o- lt-D?:.7 s. 22(1)
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3 - 4 YEARS FOR A BUILDING PERMIT 
FOR A 2800 SQ. FT. HOUSE 
IS TOO LONG. 

We urge Council to support the Planning Department in support of this application. 

We have reviewed the proposed residence at 4358 Ross Crescent designed by Hlynsky + Davis Architects 
Inc. I Landscape Design by Paul Sangha Landscape Architecture/ Interior Design by HB Design and would 
like to see Mayor and Council vote in support of the following variances: 

oAalculations based on Flood Construction Level including: 
retaining walls, basement exemption, height and highest building face 

✓ Garage Location 

✓combined Sideyard Setback 

Please do not cause this project any further delays. 
It only has negative impact on the value of properties in the nelghborhood and

 
Owner's name 

 West Vancouver 
Address 

Further Comments: 
I represent my families interest in OI IC prqpetty located at  

 . This site along with all lower lying ( below ,the new FCL ) sites in 
the Lower Mainland will be subject to this new FCL. 
To think every property owner whose property will be affected by this new 
FCL will be held up for 3 years in the permitting stage should they wish to 
redevelop their properties is a very real & unjustified hardship . It seems 
there has been plenty of time and consultation around this application and 
it should be approved as the owners have Staff support and 
recommended consultants reports supporting their applrcatlon . 

To add text manually, please print, fill in your information and comments, and scan and email this 
document to MayorandCouncil@westvancouver.ca 

To add information electronically to this form, please type in your information and comments, save the 
PDF, and email it to: MayorandCouncll@westvancouver.ca 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

 
Friday, December 13, 2019 7:40 AM 
MayorandCouncil 

 
re 4358 Ross Crescent 

img480Jpg 
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3 - 4 YEARS FOR A BUILDING PERMIT 
FOR A 2800 SQ. FT. HOUSE 
IS TOO LONG. 
We urge Council to support the Planning Department in support of this application. 

We have reviewed the proposed residence at 4358 Ross Crescent designed by Hlynsky + Davis Architects 
Inc. I Landscape Design by Paul Sangha Landscape Architecture/ Interior Design by HB Design and would 
like to see Mayor and Council vote in support of the following variances: 

~ Calculations based on Flood Construction Level including: 
retaining walls, basement exemption, height and highest building face 

if _Jarage Location · 

.g Combined Sideyard Setback 

Please do not cause this project any further delays. 
It only has negative impact on the value of properties in the neighborhood and causes undue hardship. 

Owner's name 

 ~~-~(~(/be 
Address 

Further Comments: 

To add text manually, please print, fill in your information and comments, and scan and email this 
document to MayorandCouncil@westvancouver.ca 

, , 

To add information electronically to this form, please type in your inforrnation and comments, save the 
PDF, and email it to: MayorandCouncil@westvancouver.ca 
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From:
Sent: Friday, December 6, 2019 1:45 PM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: 4 Steps to Save the Forrest Baker House > Please Contact Me No time

to be DEMUREH!

Dear Mary-Ann Madame Mayor
Here we are again with a National Treasure on the brink of oblivion in WV.
Thank you!! for the 60 day halt on the Forrest Baker House demolition.

THis means January 2020 is the deadline. This would be a terrible crime against culture and can be avoided
with some quick alignment.

Eleven of the 15 WCM homes that have been identified as deserving protection are in WV. (below) The Ron
Thom /Dick MAnn house at 1143 Eyremount is in the top 3.

The owner can not be found.
Jim B and his staff have not been able to negotiate because the owner is silent. Since it is not for Sale it is not
about money yet.
It is most importantly about You and your council taking decisive action to save a nationally recognized
masterpiece.

I saw Craig Cameron on the street this week and he said he would champion our cause if it could be done
without cost to taxpayers.

THERE IS A WAY > without COST TO TAXPAYERS

1.
We are calling for the expropriation of the property.
Council has already proven that this is effective and made it stick in Court before. No one will mess with the
method after that WIN.

http://www.bclaws.ca/civix/document/id/complete/statreg/96125 01

2.
THis could be done at Fair MArket Value as determined by a professional appraisal. Today I hired Sean
Barttlet of Westech to do a FMV appraisal. It will be available to you ASAP. Then we will arrange for a second
outside appraisal so there is between the two, a “objective value” clearly determined.

3.
City would then place the appropriate covenant in perpetuity as well as maintenance bylaw protection on
the house and property.

3.5
THe air rights could be sold. THis would be a first in WV.

4.

s. 22(1)
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Once protected the house would be sold to an appropriate owner. Like adoption selected on a list
waiting for the honour. Knowing what they are getting into as a labour of LOve and keen for it.
Either BIG MOney > Westbank, BPP ect or THE RIGHT Private HANDS.
We have had two appropraite private buyers put up their hands’ already.
Reasonable access would be part of the deal. This might be one afternoon per month for scholarly study groups
to visit the house and grounds.
Or a more ambitious, vivacious and community minded Artist in Residence model with other famous homes
in an “a spacial museum”. . .like Venice.

Liability owned privately.
Land owned by City, Province or Nation.
Bruno Freschi saved 5 Frank Lloyd Wright Houses in NY this way.

Any programming requirements could be arranged by the very able, willing and knowledgeable West
Coast Modern League. Their bylaws do not allow ownership of property.

Binning Heritage Society was founded earlier this year to protect, preserve and promote West Coast Modern
Architecture, Art and Culture and to make the right deals happen. Here to help.

It is a busy time of year but we must act now to stop the demolition of this masterpiece. Please call me anytime
to talk or meet.

West Vancouver
BCCanada

Binning unfavourable hands closed to the public, illegal repairs, negect’
Smith agreed to save
Forrest Baker demolition pending URGENT ATTENTION
Pratt agreed to save
Keay agreed to save
Eppich I safe hands private
Eppich II agree to save but currently for sale
Merrick agreed to save
Carmichael have not consulted
Downs have not consulted
Plommer have not consulted

s. 22(1)
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From:
Sent: Saturday, December 7, 2019 2:41 PM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: Emergencies Imagined and Real
Attachments: Global Warming 2018.pdf

Dear Mayor and Council,

I have lived in West Vancouver for years . Having been born in , at
about the same latitude as West Vancouver, I was used to the kind of maritime climate I found in West
Vancouver. It certainly does not seem to have changed over the years I have lived here.

It has come to my attention that Council, on July 9, 2019, “Adopted a motion unanimously recognizing a
climate crisis and declaring an emergency exists”. I have seen nothing to explain this decision, nor have I been
told what steps are supposedly to be taken.

On July 19, 2019, just 10 days later, it was announced that West Vancouver’s ‘Ambleside Beach is off limits for
swimmers following high e.coli count”. This I consider a real emergency. It is a totally unacceptable situation
for one of Canada’s, if not the World’s, wealthiest communities to be polluting its own beaches!
I understand that the cause of the pollution, which has apparently been recurring, is periods of high rainfall,
which, because of several areas of combined (storm and sanitary) sewers in West Vancouver, leads to
overflowing at the Treatment Plant at Lions Gate.
While I also understand that the Greater Vancouver Regional District is working on a major expansion of
treatment capacity on the North Shore, I would like to know what is being done to separate the combined
sewers and avoid the storm water overflows. With new developments and densifications being approved, is
there a program of separation underway and are the developers being asked to contribute to the capital costs as
part of development approvals?

While I have seen absolutely no evidence of any form of “climate emergency” in West Vancouver, I am not
pleased to be living, and contributing major taxes to, a wealthy municipality that is poluting its own beaches.

for those who might like some re-assurance that there is really nothing wrong with the climate and nothing to
worry about from minor increases of C02 in the atmosphere, I offer the attached summary: “The Truth About
“Climate Change” Propaganda”. This results from time spent over more than 10 years studying the background
for “global warming”, followed by “climate change”, when the globe was found not to be warming as forecast. I
believe it will help you distinguish the real situation from the propaganda falsehoods, which are being amplified
to frighten people by compliant media.

Yours truly,

\)rcc’\Je

s. 22(1)

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

s. 22(1)

(8)



The Truth About “Climate Change” Propaganda

Notwithstanding the latest (2018) alarmist report from the IPCC (International Panel on
Climate Change) and the ceaseless propaganda from the BBC, CRC, and other media,
there is really nothing new or alarming about the world’s climates. The whole business
is, effectively, a hoax. This may be the only piece of politics on which many thinking
people are in complete agreement in defying “political correctness”!

Here is a simple presentation of the facts on the key issues:

Tern erature

• Despite some pretty bogus, ‘massaged” temperature records (especially the UK
HADCRUT), global average temperature has risen about I Degree Celsius (DC)
since the mid 19th century, which marked the end of a lengthy “mini Ice Age”.

• Temperature “forecasts” of 2,3 and even 4 DC further increase by the end of this
century are based on computer models, which are no better than wild guesses,
as they have some pretty dubious assumptions, especially of climate sensitivity
to C02 and water vapour.

• We have not yet reached the likely temperatures of the last major warm period in
the Middle Ages, nor of the previous one in Roman Times.

• Probably the most reliable temperature record through the 40 years since the use
of satellites, the UAH (University of Huntsville at Alabama) Satellite-Based
Temperature of the Global Lower Atmosphere, places the current rate of
warming at 0.13 DC per decade. If this were to continue, we would warm a
further 1 DC by the end of this century, which would seem to be pleasantly
tolerable. Satellite measured temperatures are preferred to ground based ones
as they are not subject extraneous influences, such as the “Urban Heat Island
Effect”.

C02

• Measured C02 in the atmosphere has gone from 230 ppm (parts per million) at
the end of the 19th century to just over 400 ppm now. This is an increase of C02
proportion in the atmosphere of about .0012%.

• C02 in the atmosphere has been greater by orders of magnitude in prehistoric
times. Greenhouse operators like to maintain over 1000 ppm to assist plant
growth.

• Breath exhaled by humans contains about 4% of C02.
• C02 is not a pollutant, but a necessary component of the cycle of life. Trees and

vegetation need it to survive. It has been observed that the recent minor increase



in C02 in the atmosphere has led to significant additional greening” of the planet
and to increasing crop yields.
The exchanges of carbon in the form of C02 between earth, oceans and air is
interesting. The exchange between oceans and the atmosphere is estimated at
about 90 million tons of carbon per year (mtcpy) and the exchanges
between vegetation I soils and the atmosphere at 120 mtcpy. These are both
suggested to be roughly in balance. Man-made C02 from fossil fuels, industrial
processes and land use change is estimated, currently, at roughly 10 mtcpy.
Atmospheric net carbon increase in the atmosphere is estimated at 4 mtcpy.
Clearly, it is very hard to define how much, if any, of the gain in C02 in the
atmosphere is the responsibility of man-made emissions. We have natural
exchanges of over 200 mtcpy and a possible man-made contribution of only 5%
of that amount. The oceans contain 30 times as much dissolved C02 as the
atmosphere. Several reputable scientists theorise that the minor warming of the
oceans is leading to some “net out gassing” (warmer water tends to release
C02) and thus could account for the entire gain of C02 in the atmosphere.

• C02 does indeed act as a “Greenhouse Gas”, with a doubling of the amount in
the atmosphere leading to a temperature rise of about 1 DC. The relative impact
declines with further increases in C02.

• The alarm ists argue that “sensitivity” of the atmosphere multiplies this effect.
More cautious scientists argue that water vapour and clouds have a much bigger
impact and probably act to dampen the C02 green house effect.

• In all probability, the effect of sunlight, through cycles of the sun, sunspots,
ultraviolet rays, tilting of the earth’s axis and the earth’s path around the sun have
a much bigger impact on the earth’s temperature than any C02 effect. If you
think about it, something quite else must have accounted for the earth’s history of
alternating Ice Ages and Warmer Periods’

Rising Ocean Levels

• Some reduction in the amount of ice in the Arctic is trumpeted as “proof of
dangerous global warming”. This is tracked against the satellite records since
1979. However, it is known that there was less ice in the Arctic in the warmer
period of the 30’s and 40’s and recent years suggest that the decline may be
reversing. Furthermore, Arctic ice is floating ice and has no impact on sea level.

• The Greenland Ice Sheet is the big risk in sea level rise and the alarmists are
trumpeting potential instability. As one would expect, there is some melting at the
edges, but surveys indicate that the Sheet, overall, is currently gaining in mass.
There is a lot of information from tide gauges on sea level, varying by location
and some of it conflicting. However, a rise of around 2 mm per year, for the last
150 years or so, would appear to be accepted. There is no “acceleration” as the
alarmists would like to have us believe. We are thus looking at around 20 cm, or
8 inches, per century. hardly anything to worry about, even if it does continue. It
is likely that this rise in sea level is due to the minor warming of the oceans,
causing the water to expand.



Climate Change

• When the alarm ists realised that the Globe was not warming as predicted, they
changed the catch phrase from “Global Warming” to “Climate Change”. Climate
is always changing, in different ways and in different locations, so, by “cherry
picking” illustrations of different climates, they have sought to revitalise their
forecasts of Armageddon!

• We have thus been bombarded by the compliant media with evidence of “hottest,
coldest, windiest, driest, wettest evah” occurrences! Unfortunately for them, there
is no documented evidence of increasing occurrences of weather extremes... not
rainfall, not drought, not snowfall, not floods, not high winds! Indeed, even the
“poster boy” hurricanes are at a historically low level! The latest IPCC alarmist
report concedes that “there is insufficient evidence to support increasing weather
extremes”.

• Before leaving “Climate Change”, it is notable that Insurance Companies, who
one should view as cautious folk, are also trumpeting the increasing costs of
extreme weather events. Unfortunately, it is in their interest to try and scare us
into buying more insurance and they do not show the costs of inflation for the
damage caused to increasingly wealthy people and expensive facilities. Costing
some of the historically devastating floods in China, which drowned lOs of
thousands of people, would make impressive reading in todays costs! They also
are not telling us about people, who should know better, constructing expensive
houses in flood plains (Calgary) or failing to maintain river protection (New
Orleans) or city drainage (Houston)!

For anyone who would like more information to counter the alarmist propaganda and
resulting “political correctness”, you can go online to ‘Watts Up with That’, a US Blog
from Anthony Watts, ‘Not A Lot Of People Know That’, a UK Blog from Paul Homewood
or ‘GWPF (Global Warming Policy Foundation)’, a think tank set up by Nigel Lawson,
former UK Chancellor of the Exchequer. There is plenty to read at GWPF, but it
includes a recent lecture by Richard Lintzen, a very eminent meteorologist and former
MIT Professor, entitled: “Global Warming for the Two Cultures”, which is well worth a
read and should leave you reassured that there is really nothing to worry about!

October2018
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Df)-Q
From:
Sent: Wednesday, December11, 2019 8:49 AM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: Birds

Dear Mayor and Council

Municipalities wield the most power and likelihood of incorporating change of any political group.
With the sad insistence on more growth and towers in West Vancouver I would urge you to be inspired by and
follow New York City’s changes to windows in their city.
Do the right thing here.

With hope,

Qs C)UCC,
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From:
Sent: Thursday, December 12, 2019 12:25 PM
To: MayorandCouncil
Cc:
Subject: Council meeting, Dec 18,2019, Item 7: Healthy Communities Partnership

To Mayor and Council,

I would like to applaud West Vancouver District for working with Vancouver Coastal Health Authority on the ‘Healthy
Communities Partnership Agreement’ to improve our community connections and well-being over the past five years
with plans for future programs.

I would like to suggest that the objective of improved community health could be merged with the reality of our Climate
Emergency. In our CEE Plan research over two years, adopted by Council in 2016, it was determined that everything we
can do to lower our carbon footprint would, at the same time, improve the health of our residents.

Here are a few examples:

• Reduce GHG emissions by retrofitting buildings would create healthier environments, less draft, lower energy
costs, and save money. Healthier living spaces equals better health.

• Shift new builds to all-electric energy would produce less pollution. Building missing middle housing options
encourages all ages to move back to West Vancouver, allowing families to stay in the communities where they
grew up, and reduces traffic on our streets. Close family ties equals better health.

• Improve walking paths and trails, safe crosswalks, separate bike paths, more transit where our residents can
walk to the bus stop, chat with new friends and have a safe ride. A shift to transit and to more electric vehicles
would reduce our air pollution. Cleaner lungs, more active transportation equals better health.

• Protect nature and enhance wildlife systems creates more oxygen, cleaner air, and a place to meditate and
commune with the natural world. More time in nature equals better health.

• Concentrate our housing in village nodes encourages neighbourhood walkability and advances community
connections. Building more compact communities, more public gathering places will encourage more cohesive
and connected neighbourhoods. Encourage a sharing economy activities, such as repair cafes or sharing ‘stuff’
in multi-family buildings, to reduce our waste and increase community. More connections equals better health.

• And, finally, improving our environment, lowering our GHG emissions, encouraging a more cohesive and
connected community will improve our sense of belonging for all ages. And it might just give all of us a little
more hope that we are doing what we can for our Climate Emergency. More community links and more hope
equals better health.

I would like to suggest that we add our Climate Emergency filter to making our community healthier, and to support and
enhance the objectives of ‘Healthy Communities Partnership Agreement’. Let’s link them together — a healthier
environment equals healthier residents. All of these changes will provide cleaner air, less pollution....healthier residents.

Thank you,

WV
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

Thursday, December 12, 2019 1 :22 PM 
MayorandCouncil 

\185 - 14 

HUBNS groups.io; John Calimente; Raymond Fung; Vanessa Garrett 
New cycling-infrastructure in West Van 
Wayfinding LGB 3 2019-12-10 IMG_2666.JPG; Wayfinding LGB 4 2019-12- 10 IMG_ 
2666.JPG; Wooidcroft 1 2019-12-10 IMG_2676.JPG; Woodcraft 2 2019-12-10 IMG_ 
2675.JPG; Woodcraft 3 2019-12-10 IMG_2675.JPG 

Dear Mayor and Councillors, 

On my first major bike ride since returning from , I rode Tuesday on my favourite 
route to  12th and Lonsdale. While riding to the east end of Keith Road in 
West Van, I noticed some construction activity at 3rd Street where the Capilano Pacific Trail 
intersects Keith Road (photo attached). I continued east to cross the Capilano River on the Hwy 1 
bridge, but before crossing, I decided to ride the full length of the Hugo Ray Connector which had 
officially opened on 8 November when I was in . On my return ride to West Van on 
the Spirit Trail, I noticed some of the new wayfinding signage on the multi-use paths in the 
vicinity of the north end of the Lions Gate Bridge and the lower Capilano River (photos attached). 

I decided to ride up the Capilano Pacific Trail to Keith Road to check out the construction. In one 
of the attached photos, you can see the lower one of the planned switchbacks which has been 
completed and the other photo shows construction under way on the upper switchbacks. I talked to 
the contractor on the site who said the pl.an was to continue the improved trail straight ahead from 
the lower switchback on a gentle slope to the existing trail that runs along side the river up to 
Woodcroft. He said the grade would be no steeper than 4%, so this means that cyclists would be 
able to ride up and down a trail that will be an improved bikeable connection between the Spirit 
Trail and the Hugo Ray Connector. 

I have never been on such a bike ride to see so much new cycling infrastructure. It has been a 
pleasurable and rewarding experience working with John Calimente in the Engineering Division on 
these three cycling infrastructure projects which we in HUB North Shore have been lobbying for. 

Sincerely,  

West Vancouver, BC 

s
. 
2
2
(
1
)
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Mayor and Council, 

 
Friday, December 13, 2019 8:50 AM 
MayorandCouncil 
Merry Christmas to you and your loved ones 

In the spirit of the season, I send you tidings of hope and joy. 

ooso -o5 

As a Christian and Futurist, I have great faith that we will overcome all our earthly obstacles, including 
those faced by you, as Council for West Vancouver. 

I bring you two signs of hope. 

The first is a vehicle, I saw parked in Dundarave yesterday -- just one example of tech innovation for 
our city streets. 

s. 22(1)
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. The second is an article from the Financial Post. 

" .. . here are two big signs of hope for today's youth: The latest carbon emissions data and forecasts suggest the 
UN's climate catastrophe scenarios are way off the mark." 

The Merriest of Christmases to you and your loved ones. May the coming year be a blessed and 
fruitful year for everyone. 

Best Regards, 

~ t,~;t ~ (}{)0;)U\/U'1 g (_, 
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From: Cindy L. Mayne
Sent: Tuesday, December 10, 2019 11:08AM
To:
Cc: MayorandCouncil; Michelle McGuire; Jim Bailey
Subject: Council Correspondence
Attachments: WHDLE-Action .pdf

Dear ,

Thank you for your letter to Mayor and Council regarding cannabis retail sales and bylaw development in West
Vancouver. It has been sent to the Planning & Development Services department for a response.

As touched upon in the response provided to you, no additional policy or criteria development regarding potential
appropriate locations for the retail sale of recreational cannabis is anticipated at this time. Accordingly, a review of
cannabis policy isn’t currently on staff’s work agenda. However, as requested, we have added your details for any future
notifications regarding cannabis retail sales. Consultation would take place if policy changes were to occur in the future,
in addition to a fair and transparent process to select potential applicants.

Given that the District does not currently have policy or criteria in place, it is unlikely that the Planning Department
would recommend the approval of a rezoning application at this time. However, if you would wish to apply for a
rezoning for a specific site, the first step would be to submit a full pre-application submission package to
planning@westvancouver.ca, including the following:

• address and any additional relevant information regarding the site and specific proposal
• any specific provincial licencing requirements including a criminal record check, identification of relationship

with licenced producers and any other relevant submissions
• confirmation of owner permission for staff review of a rezoning enquiry

The report to Council in the link below provides useful background information on the current approach and rationale:
hts://westvancouver.ca/sites/default/files/dwv/counciI-agendas/2018/Iul/16PH-CAN NABIS/lSjull6-PH 1-Ripdf

Kind regards,

Michelle McGuire
Manager of Current Planning & Urban Design

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)
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From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:
Attachments:

Mayor and Council,

s. 22(1)

Thursday, November 7, 2019 3:21 PM
MayorandCouncil
Erika Syvokas; Planning Department; s. 22(1)

(7)
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Retail Cannabis in West Vancouver
Letter to WV Mayor and Council Nov 201 9.docx

Attached please find our letter in regard to retail cannabis in the District of West Vancouver, along with letters of
support and character reference. We look forward to hearing your response and hope to be able to arrange a meeting
with the appropriate District personnel.

Respectfully,

S. 22(1)

West Vancouver, BC
s. 22(1)

(////)



November 7, 2019

Mayor and Council

District of West Vancouver

Municipal Hall

750 17th Street

West Vancouver, BC V7V 313

Re: Proposal for Retail Cannabis in West Vancouver

Dear Mayor and Council,

We are writing to you today as long-time residents of West Vancouver. Our family has lived,

worked, and paid taxes in this community over the years. We are intimately familiar

with West Vancouver and we believe that we are the ideal residents to bring licensed, private

cannabis retail to our municipality and this community.

Our team of professionals are prepared to assist council in developing bylaws at the municipal

level and then to comply with the decisions you make regarding this industry. We feel we are

uniquely qualified to undertake this exciting but delicate challenge. We bring our experience as

profession al5

but we also bring experience in the regulated cannabis industry.

_____________

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

S. 22(1)

_________________________________

s.22(1)

S. 22(1)store and oversees the day to day operations.

industry.

is accustomed to working in a very highly-regulated

hat has been operating successfully since

nanages the

We own a retail cannabis store in

s. 22(1)
We have met and exceeded all provincial and municipal regulations and bylaws in

______________

We have passed stringent security and background checks. We comply with all

reporting requirements mandated by

___________________________________________________

We understand the importance of compliance in this new industry and we have paid

extremely close attention to all the requirements of participants in this market.

This experience and first-hand knowledge of the cannabis industry and a full understanding of

regulations, at both the federal and provincial levels, mean we have a deep understanding of

the challenges that retailers in the cannabis space face and how to ensure that community

impact is low. We believe our experience and knowledge can be of great value to the district

and council.

S. 22(1)



We appreciate that the District of West Vancouver took a conservative approach on land use
for cannabis retail. That approach facilitated learning from the missteps of others. However,
we are now one year out of initial legalization with a second round of product types that
became legal on October 17, 2019. The reality is that cannabis is no longer an illegal
substance. It is imperative that all communities embrace this newly legalized industry in order
to ensure safe and equal access to products that are available other
communities. Municipalities were initially hesitant to take on this new industry, but those that
have allowed stores to open have learned there was no reason to fear negative
consequences—they simply have not materialized.

A local store, run by longtime members of the community, will provide safe access to cannabis
products as well as access to information and education for those members of the community
who are interested. There are many people living in West Vancouver right now who are
exploring cannabis as an alternative treatment for a variety of ailments. This interest will only
increase as new options become available. Many cannabis research studies are now underway.
Members of the District of West Vancouver are already accessing these products—it would be
wonderful if they could purchase these products in their own community.

One important factor that should not be overlooked is the potential revenue for the District of
West Vancouver. Municipalities across the country are putting pressure on provincial
governments to share the federal excise tax that is being allocated to the provinces.
Participating in this new industry will ensure a larger share of these revenues for the District of
West Vancouver from the provincial government.

We would welcome the opportunity to meet with council or a subcommittee responsible for
the task of reviewing the possibilities of retail cannabis in West Vancouver as soon as possible
(perhaps later this month). We want to secure a location and begin the lengthy application
process with the provincial government. We have a solid, working business model and welcome
the opportunity to bring this service to our city. We look forward to hearing from you.

Sincerely,
s. 22(1)

West Vancouver, BC
s. 22(1)

cc District of West Vancouver, Planning Department

Attachments: 4 (Letters of Reference)



s. 22(1) (previously submitted to council)

October 20, 2019

Mayor and Council:
Dear Sirs:

I am writing this letter at the request of
for opening a retail store in West Vancouver.

S. 22(1)

We are pleased to offer our support tc in your decision-making process.

Please feel free to contact either of us it you have further questions.

Yours truly,

S. 22(1)

West Vancouver, B.C.

Letter from

professionalism.

s. 22(1)

in support of their decision to apply

Having known for many years and__________
professionally for over 30 years, both my wife and I can attest to their character, business acumen and

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

______________________________________________________are

used to the rigors of discipline,
compliance and professional oversite and I am sure would bring those attributes to the distribution and
sale of regulated substances in West Vancouver. Living and working in the community, they will ensure
that any retail outlet will offer the highest level and quality of service to residents.

S. 22(1)



Letter from S. 22(1)

October 21, 2019

Mayor and Council:
Dear Sirs:

I am pleased to write a reference letter for
cannabis retail store in West Vancouver.

in support of their application for a

s. 22(1)I have known

________________

must say they are among the most diligent, conscientious and giving people I know. Their
professionalism is impressive, and their integrity is second to none, There is no doubt in my mind that
their strong business acumen will be well integrated into the operation of the first retail store for
regulated substances in West Vancouver. All key elements for running such store will be done in an
impeccable manner and with care, as this is how they operate their

_________________________

s. 22(1)

They are simply exemplary citizens and prominent members of our community and I couldn’t think of
better people to introduce this type of business to West Vancouver.

Please feel free to contact me if you have any further questions.

Thank you
Sinrlv

S. 22(1)

West Vancouver, BC bJJ

S. 22(1)

s. 22(1)



Letter from s. 22(1)

October 28th, 2019

Attention: Mayor and Council West Vancouver

Dear Sirs,

am writing to you today in support of
West Vancouver.

application to open a retail store in

I have known
twenty years. They both are hard working professionals with very successful businesses.
are well known, both socially and professionally. They are law abiding citizens who love their
corn mu n ity.

For overs. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

_____________are

currently operating a successful and compliant legal cannabis store in
With their knowledge of the industry, stellar reputation and business responsibility, they would be
exemplary candidates to operate a cannabis retail store in West Vancouver.

I offer my complete support to s. 22(1) and encourage you to give them serious consideration.

If you would like to speak with me further, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,

s. 22(1)

S. 22(1)

s. 22(1)



Letter from s. 22(1)

October31, 2019

To the Mayor end Council of West Vancouver:

s. 22(1)

S. 22(1)

S. 22(1)Reference Lefter

As aIiJ resident of West Vancouver and a
owner I am writing this letter in support of

__________________________

in their proposal for a retail cannabis outlet In West Vancouver,

have known for over 20 years I
have high regard for the dedication, professionalism and business skills each
bring to their re ectivo careers. As or__________________________________

is ideally suited to this endeavour especially
when she has proven herself with the organizing and opening of a very
successful cannabis retail outlet In

West Vancouver for dec3de; whIch
demonstrates, along with his service to the
his ongoing concern and dedication to our community

Their integrity is beyond reproach, and as long time respected residents and
entrepreneurs in West Vancouver. with a proven track record in the legal
cannabis retail world, they are ideally suited for this endeavour.

If you have any further questions in this regards please do not hesitate to
contact me.

Yours sincerely,

Resldeiice:
West Vancouver. s. 22(1)

Shore business

5. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

S. 22(1)

s 22(1)

s.22(1)

s. 22(1)
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From: Cindy L. Mayne <clmayne@westvancouver.ca>
Sent: Wednesday, December 11, 2019 2:59 PM
To:
Cc: MayorandCouncil <MayorandCouncil@westvancouver.ca>
Subject: FW: 4175 Burkehikk Place, W.V.

Good Afternoon ,

Thank you for writing to Mayor and Council, it has been forwarded to the Planning & Development Services
department for a response.

The permit was approved by Council on October 7, 2019 subject to design development to the satisfaction of
the Director of Planning and Development Services.

The applicant has made changes to their proposal that staff have reviewed and accepted as meeting the
direction provided by Council to address neighbourhood views and privacy.

The updated plans are included on the webpage - https://westvancouver.ca/home-building
property/planninq/major-apphcation/41 75-burkehill-place.

The changes that were made included increasing the side yard setback on the north side of the property and
adding landscape hedging to increase privacy along both edges of the property.

Staff have concluded that the proposed design development changes respond appropriately to the Council
motion. The design development changes have now been accepted as per Council’s motion.

Cindy Mayne on behalf of Jim Bailey, Director of Planning & Develoment Services
Executive Assistant to the Director of Planning & Development Services District of West Vancouver
t: 604-925-7178 I westvancouver.ca

000

s. 22(1)

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

Wednesday, December 4, 2019 12:41 PM
MayorandCouncil;_Jim Bailey; Michelle McGuire

(3)
10cc) M’- O)

s. 22(1)

4175 Burkehikk Place, W.V.

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

Dear Sirs and Madams,

Re: 4175 Burkehill Place, West Vancouver

______

letter dated December 4, 201 9 to Mr. Sally cc to Mayor, Councillors and Ms. McGuire of
the District office
regarding the new building permit application for 41 75 Burkehill Place, W.W. eloquently expressed my
position and feeling, also.

My name is

__________________________________

and I live at W.V. I attended the
October 7 Council meeting and
my impression at the meeting was that when the applicant’ s architect made presentation the District
Office was in support of the application.
Such being the case we,

__________with

no authority other than the voting right, feel helpless. I appreciate
that Councillor Soprovich kindly
came to take a look at the site in question and that Councillor Wong courteously responded to my e—mail.
However since then nobody from
the District Office has gotten in touch with me to hear my side of the story. Here I feel I must repeat what
I said at the Council Meeting:

Can hardship in complying with environmental regulations be used to ignore so blatantly the spirit of
zoning codes?

Thank you very much for your attention.

Very truly yours,

s. 22(1)

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

S. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

W.V.

(////)
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From: Cindy L. Mayne <clmayne@westvancouver.ca>
Sent: Wednesday, December 11, 2019 4:12 PM
To:
Cc: MayorandCouncil <MayorandCouncil@westvancouver.ca>
Subject: FW: Council Correspondence

Dear ,

Thank you for writing to the Mayor and Council with your questions, it has been forwarded to the Planning &
Development Services department for a response. Council held a public hearing on the development at 195
21st Street where the public were able to make submissions to Council as part of the decision making process.
The approved project included two infill rental buildings, the one on Argyle being 4 storeys and the building on
Bellevue being 3 storeys. These are the maximum permitted heights. The applicant has not applied to increase
the building heights.

Council’s 2018 Official Community Plan includes policy to encourage infill residential units, such as stratified
coach houses and allowing coach houses and basement suites on individual lots to achieve these housing
options. As this time, the zoning provisions have not been updated to allow for these District-wide, however the
policy does allow for Council to consider individual rezoning applications for these uses. Further, rental coach
houses or basement suites are permitted in most single family residential zones.

The site has a Traffic Management Plan that requires the entrance and exists of surrounding properties are not
impeded. Below is an excerpt from the Traffic Management Plan. Staff will have a Bylaw Officer attend the
site to ensure compliance is being met.

3,5 Access to Existing Facilities

Axiom vil1 niaintain cce to tir itiams in the vicinity of the constri tioi siTe. as weU as
ensurin’ that entances and exits to adjacent pioperties ue clear and unimpeded.

Regards,

Cindy Mayne on behalf of Jim Bailey, Director of Planning & Develoment Services
Executive Assistant to the Director of Planning & Development Services I District of West Vancouver
t: 604-925-7178 I westvancouverca

000

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)
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5oo-o1s. 22(1)

Monday, December 9, 2019 9:35 AM
Jim Bailey; MayorandCouncil
Fwd:

Forwarded message
From:
Date: Sun, Nov 24, 2019 at 4:31 PM
Subject: Fwd:
To:

s. 22(1)

Forwarded message
From:
Date: Mon, Nov 11, 2019 at 12:05 PM
Subject:
To: <jbailey@westvancouver.ca>

Cc: <MayorandCouncil@westvancouver.ca>

s. 22(1)

Dear Mr. Bailey, council members and mayor of West Vancouver, I attended the 0. & A held in the Community Centre,
Wed., Nov. 6. I had specific questions which I hope will be better addressed in my letter.

s. 22(1)I live
We attended meetings on Nov.23 and 28, 2016, concerning the project Hollyburn Gardens at 195 - 21st Street. We
understood from printed material and blurbs from Michael Geller that the addition on Bellevue would be three stories
and the townhouse on Argyle would also be three stories. When we look at the height of the two cranes is it possible
that the heights will increase? If so, how does a developer get that permission and is the issue presented to the public
first?

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1) The

Our building has many elderly resident who use canes, walkers and wheelchairs and yet are able to go outdoors,
sometimes with a caregiver. We have one exit now because of all the construction
sidewalk we would use has the townhouse construction going on with many double dumptrucks
working daily. There are also flag persons directing traffic. We ask that the sidewalk be swept clean of soil, cement,
rocks and other debris when it is open to foot traffic. Surely this is a small task for Ponte Brothers to see to. I would
hate to see one of the residents fall somewhere in that half block. I have phoned Kevin of the Ponte Brothers
and he claims the debris is due to the paving companies who have to repave a small section after a dig to allow Telus or
whoever to do under the surface work. We look at it every day and it is very obvious that it is caused by the
construction. The by-law officer said she would look into this problem but we have not noticed any change in the debris.
I hope Ponte Brothers are not flaunting the law or scoffing at small fines.

At the meeting one speaker brought up the issue of the very narrow amount of room to pass other pedestrians,
especially those in wheelchairs or using walkers, on the south side of Marine Drive from 19th west to the library
entrance. Why someone has not fallen into the very fast vehicle traffic in this Marine Drive section is a miracle. Mr.
Bailey mentioned funding is always an issue when a request is made and citizens are quite aware of that but surely a
short section of strong railing similar to that used in the Stanley Park Causeway would not be too costly and could
prevent an accident similar to what happened in the causeway. As you recall a cyclist fell off the sidewalk into an
oncoming bus and was killed.

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

s. 22(1)

(2)(////)



My last query is related to laneway houses. A speaker at the meeting wondered how complicated the process was if
owners of small homes on roomy lots wanted to build a laneway house. In this case it was to provide a home for a
family member, not to use as a B&B. The process sounded very detailed and lengthy. I know there must be many
problems that have to be addressed such as parking but North Vancouver has several compact and architecturally
pleasing laneway homes. Would not West Vancouver be very keen on developing these to ease the housing market for
average wage earners? We seem to have allowed an extreme number of monster homes that remain empty and add
nothing to a sense of community.

I am grateful to all those on council for running for office and I respect the city hall employees who probably are
bombarded by requests but I hope some of my concerns can be answered in an email and better still actually be dealt
with.

Sincerel”21

_________

s. 22(1)
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From: Raymond Fung <rfung@westvancouver.ca>
Sent: Thursday, December 12, 2019 9:18 AM
To:
Cc: MayorandCouncil <MayorandCouncil@westvancouver.ca>; Suzanne Bornestig <sbornestig@westvancouver.ca>;
Vanessa Garrett <vgarrett@westvancouver.ca>
Subject: RE: Lions Gate Off-ramp & New Dedicated Bus Lane

Dear :

I am in receipt of your email dated December 8, 2019 to Mayor and Council and to me regarding the section of Marine
Drive from the Lions Gate Bridge to Taylor Way.

Constructed by TransLink, this section of bus priority lane attempts to provide continuity from Marine Drive in North
Vancouver, through the westbound queue jumper along the Lions Gate Bridge on ramp, and to Marine Drive at Taylor
Way. While within the municipal boundary of the District, this section of road is under the jurisdiction of the Ministry of
Transportation and Infrastructure, and the design was approved by the Province. That aside, we will pass along your
comments to our staff contacts in the Ministry and TransLink.

Raymond Fung, M.Eng., P.Eng.
Director Engineering & Transportation Division District of West Vancouver
d: 604-925-7159 I f: 604.925.5968
westvancouver.ca

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)
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5-oFrom:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Dear Mayor and Councillors

s. 22(1)

Sunday, December 8, 2019 10:39 AM
MayorandCouncil
Lions Gate Off-ramp & New Dedicated Bus Lane

The new dedicated bus lane between the Lions Gate off-ramp and Taylor Way is a dangerous mistake. It forces two busy
lanes of traffic exiting off Lions Gate to merge left into one lane for 100 or so metres until reaching Taylor Way when
many drivers must then merge right across the bus lane to proceed up Taylor Way. Why is this exercise in traffic
mayhem necessary? Up to now, drivers have responsibly allowed buses to merge into the curb lane as they have the
tight to do. The new traffic pattern solely serves to create a problem where one never before existed.

The creation of a dedicated bus lane for that measly 100 metres is boneheaded and dangerous. It is not unlike the
mistake from a number of years ago when drivers turning left up Taylor Way from Marine Drive were forced to merge
right into traffic. Fortunately that stupid and dangerous mistake was corrected. I hope this mistake will also be
corrected.

s. 22(1)

(1)(////)
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