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

Referred for Action 
(1) November 1, 2019, regarding “Navvy Jack House Squatter” (Referred to the

Director of Corporate Services for consideration and response)
(2) November 2, 2019, regarding “Transit” (Route Extension Request) (Referred to

the Chief Administrative Officer for consideration and response)
(3) November 4, 2019, regarding “Lead in our water?” (Referred to the Director of

Engineering & Transportation Services for consideration and response)
(4) November 5, 2019, regarding “Horseshoe Bay resident” (Horseshoe Bay

Revitalization Project) (Referred to the Director of Engineering & Transportation
Services for consideration and response)

(5) November 5, 2019, regarding “Tantalus gardens development” (Referred to the
Director of Planning & Development Services for consideration and response)

(6) November 6, 2019, regarding “New Speed Bumps on the Spirit Trail” (Referred
to the Director of Engineering & Transportation Services for consideration and
response)

(7) November 7, 2019, regarding “Retail Cannabis in West Vancouver” (Referred
to the Director of Corporate Services for consideration and response)

Referred for Action from Other Governments and Government Agencies 
No items. 
Received for Information 
(8) 3 submissions, July 16 - October 28, 2019, regarding Proposed: Heritage

Revitalization Agreement Bylaw No. 5026, 2019; and Heritage Designation
Bylaw No. 5027, 2019 (3321 Radcliffe Avenue – the Hewitt House) (Received
after the close of the July 15, 2019 public hearing)

(9) 16 submissions, October 17 - November 7, 2019, regarding Proposed:  Zoning
Bylaw No. 4662, 2010, Amendment Bylaw No. 5044, 2019; Official Community
Plan Bylaw No. 4985, 2018, Amendment Bylaw No. 5045, 2019; and Phased
Development Agreement Authorization Bylaw No. 5041, 2019 (Rodgers Creek
Areas 5 & 6) (Referred to the November 19, 2019 public hearing)

(10) October 28, 2019, regarding “FW: A Stranded Nation (2019)”
(11) 16 submissions, October 30 - November 7, 2019, regarding Proposed

Development Permit 19-001 for 6404 Wellington Avenue - Tantalus Gardens
(12) 7 submissions, November 1-7, 2019, regarding Climate Action
(13) November 1, 2019, regarding “Fwd: Major Breaking News on 5G and Cell

Phones”
(14) November 1, 2019, regarding “Community Support and Quoting Correctly”
(15) 4 submissions, November 2-4, 2019, regarding Reconsideration of

Environmental Development Permit Application 19-056 for 993 Sinclair Street
(Received at the November 4, 2019 Council meeting)
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(16) November 4, 2019, regarding “Policy Change” (West Vancouver Royal
Canadian Legion Development Proposal)

(17) 3 submissions, November 4-7, 2019, regarding Five Creeks Stormwater Flood
Protection Project

(18) West Vancouver Chamber of Commerce (2 submissions), November 5
and 7, 2019, regarding Upcoming Events and Celebrations (November 20 and
December 5, 2019)

(19) HUB Cycling, November 7, 2019, regarding “November Bike Bulletin”
(20) November 7, 2019, regarding “A read ‘To Know’ before Monday, a very White

Poppy Day.”
Received for Information from Other Governments and Government Agencies 
No items. 
Responses to Correspondence 
(21) Senior Bylaw Enforcement Officer, November 1, 2019, response to Rancho

Management Services (B.C.) Ltd. regarding “Strata Corporation EPS5625 –
“Evelyn Forest’s Edge 3-4” Council Request – 768/788 Arthur Erickson Place,
West Vancouver, BC”



From: 0)

Sent: Friday, November 1, 2019 3:52 PM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: Navvy Jack House Squatter
Attachments: Letter to City Council _2.docx; Junk under Lawson washrooms picnic table.jpg; Going

lnjpg; Success.jpg; Junk in the bushes_i jpg; Junk in the buses_2jpg; Junk in the
bushes_3jpg; Junk in the corner.jpg; Sacred trimmings and junk.jpg

Please see the attached letter and and the photographs attached to this email.

West Vancouver BC
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West Vancouver, BC,

November 1, 2019

Mayor and Council,
Further to my letter of September 20, 2019 and again, at the time of writing, our resolute squatter’ is
busy transporting his stuff from the picnic table adjacent to the washrooms in John Lawson Park and
unloading it into Navvy Jack House. This stuff has bedecked the picnic table for the last few weeks. It was a
nice set-up: bootlegged power for his appliances from the electrical outlet in the wall beside the picnic
table. He was somewhat sheltered from the heavy rains we have had. He slept on top of the table under a
ground sheet, at least I presume that is what I have been seeing during my daily morning dog walk. This
afternoon I just happened to catch him in the act of accessing Navvy Jack house via the opening for the
trees in the frost fence beside Lawson Creek. Hence the photos attached to the email covering this letter.

You will also see in the attached photos the stuff has stored in the blackberry bushes on the Argyll
Street side of the railway line fencing. There is a lot of stuff. It looks like a junkyard. If I stored my stuff in a
similar arrangement in a West Vancouver park I expect I would be in a lot of trouble. it seems, is
immune to trouble. I understand our Supreme Court has ruled that he can’t be in trouble because of his
homeless status. I also understand, however that this is conditional on him not having been offered a proper
housing solution, which is not the case. I have been advised that he has turned down offers of housing.
Does this not then enable the city to exercise its discretion to enforce whatever other by-laws might apply to
resolve this situation in a fair way for all citizens?

You will note the large piles of clippings from the blackberry bushes. I have tried in vain to find out who is
responsible for cleaning up these clippings. The railway says it isn’t. The West Vancouver bylaw office won’t
return my calls. The West Vancouver gardening crews pay them no attention even though they have been
here trimming the hedge directly across the street from them, blowing leaves, picking up litter etc. But they
resolutely do not touch these sacred piles. Is there a reason for leaving this mess untouched? Perhaps this
is no-man’s land. Is there a court ruling expressly protecting large piles of brush clippings made by homeless
persons?

As noted in my previous letter, my husband and I on all of this. We live on the
from which we have

enjoyed incomparable views of the beach, the Lions Gate Bridge, and Stanley Park, views that, in part
thanks have now been desecrated by the completely unsuccessful frost fence solution to securing
Navvy use.

In my September 20 letter I asked for the frost fence to be removed, and the house to be properly secured in
such a way as not to impair what was, once, a naturally beautiful setting. I have had no proper response.
When I do receive a response from authorities who are aware of the situation, I hear bromides and
stonewalling.

I welcome hearing your answers to my questions. But, really, what I’m after here is results and not a ‘better
understanding’. I want the street and the park cleaned up, the fence gone, and our neighbourhood restored.

I appreciate this is not just a local issue, that many cities are burdened with this problem and on a much
larger scale. I don’t want to see this happen here and I’m sure you don’t either. But I also know that some
cities are tackling it with some success. So, before John Lawson Park is the new tent city and the fish in the
proposed rearing pond are snacks for the ‘gone fishing’ crowd, its time to get started here.

Please see photos attached to covering email. V

— V
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From:
Sent: Saturday, November 2, 2019 3:46 PM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: Transit

First I would like to congratulate Mayor Booth for being a visible force in the community. The many hours you dedicate
reaching out to the taxpayers is admirable. Go “Girl Power”.
Now to transit. We have a small bus that runs from Lions Bay, Horseshoe Bay and Caulfeild. What is missing is a run out
to the Whytecliff Park area. Is it possible to have this route extended to include Whytecliff Park?
Thank you.

w’q- SC—.
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)6/5- oZ.,
From:
Sent: Monday, November 4, 2019 6:57 AM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: Lead in our water?

I read this article this morning. It’s is concerning.

Do we have results for the residential water for West Van? I’ll have to figure out how to test the water in my
house but it would he prudent to check It on a wider scale surely?

I’d like a reply if possible please.

https://glohalnews.calnews/6 I 14854/canada-tapwater-high-lead-levels-investigation/?contact-form-
id=6 I 14$54&contact-form-sent=6 123 104&contact-form-
hash=87af34340757f701fb3dh6147e3e54c699d40ah3& wpnonce=6480ace$45#contact-form-6 114854

Kind regards

West Van,
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From: )0 oSaPtH
Sent: Tuesday, November 5, 2019 5:59 PM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: Horseshoe bay resident

Hello

I’m wondering why the revitalization project in horseshoe Bay has been put on hold for so long when will it be
complete

\- V OeC

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

(4)



From:
Sent: Tuesday, November 5, 2019 8:36 PM
To: MayorandCouncil
Cc:
Subject: Tantalus gardens development

I am disappointed that this proposal was rejected by council.
Might you share a summary of the reasons for why?
What is the proposed alternative for such a dilapidated site?

Regards
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From:
Sent: Wednesday, November 6, 2019 10:23 AM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: New Speed Bumps on the Spirit Trail

Mayor Mary-Ann Booth & Council,

I am writing in regards to the new speed bumps added to the section of the Spirit Trail that parallels Welch St. east of
the Lions Gate Bridge to Lower Capilano Road. I would like to bring to your attention the negative impact these speed
bumps have on the safety and ease of use of this busy bike path. Pedestrians and cyclists on the Spirit Trail have the
right of way over the vehicle traffic crossing the trail to turn onto Welch St. This means there is no requirement to stop
at each street crossing however it is common for me to slow down and check for cars prior to proceeding. Regardless of
the right of way being hit or hitting a car on a bike will be much worse for me, the cyclist, than the vehicle and driver.
The speed bumps have been placed directly in the area where you would be applying the brakes and checking for traffic
prior to the street crossings. As you slow down and look for traffic you now must control your bike over large speed
bumps while under braking. This is further complicated by the stanchion in the middle of the path which must be
avoided. Further to this major safety concern I have observed the following behaviour:

• Cyclists riding around the speed bumps onto the grass bordering the path causing damage to grass and putting
mud on the bike path

• Cyclists weaving between the speed bumps to avoid passing over them — riding into the opposite direction of
travel in the process

The spirit trail is an excellent piece of cycling infrastructure that plays a major role in encouraging me and others to bike
to work. Feeling you have a safe route of travel is key to making the decision to commute via bike. Welch street is often
backed up with drivers contending with traffic heading south across the Lions Gate Bridge and commuting by bike is a
great way to decrease this congestion. I would like to know why the speed bumps were added to bike path with right of
way at the street crossings. I do not see any problem that these speed bumps solve — only the major safety and usability
issues they introduce.

Sincerely,

V

V
•

V
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 
Attachments: 

Mayor and Council, 

 
Thursday, November 7, 2019 3:21 PM 
MayorandCouncil 
Erika Syvokas; Planning Department;  

 
Retail Cannabis in West Vancouver 
Letter to WV Mayor and Council Nov 2019.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, 

West Vancouver, BC  
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November 7, 2019 

Mayor and Council 
District of West Vancouver 
Municipal Hall 
750 17th Street 
West Vancouver, BC V7V 3T3 

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 
professionals  

 but we also bring experience in the regulated cannabis industry.  
 

 

We own a retail cannabis store in that has been operating successfully since 
manages the 

store and oversees the day to day operations.  
 is accustomed to working in a very highly-regulated 

industry. 

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. 
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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, 

West Vancouver, BC  · 
 

cc District of West Vancouver, Planning Department 

Attachments: 4 (Letters of Reference) 
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Letter from  (previously submitted to council) 

October 20, 2019 

Mayor and Council: 
Dear Sirs: 

I am writing this letter at the request of  in support of their decision to apply 
for opening a retail store in West Vancouver. 

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

professionalism. 

 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. 

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

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

Yours truly, 

West Vancouver, B.C. 
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Letter from  

October 21, 2019 

Mayor and Council: 
Dear Sirs: 

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

I have known . I 
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 . 

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 
Sincerely 

West Vancouver, BC  
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Letter from : 

October 28th, 2019 

Attention: Mayor and Council West Vancouver 

Dear Sirs, 

I am writing to you today in support of  application to open a retail store in 
West Vancouver. 

I have known  for over 
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 

community. 

 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  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)
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Letter from  

October 31, 2019 

To the Mayor and Council of West Vancouver: 

Reference Letter  

As a  resident of West Vancouver and a  North Shore business 
owner I am writing this letter in support of  

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

I have known , for over 20 years. t 
have high regard for the dedication. professionalism and business skills each 
bring to their respective careers. As an  

   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  

n West .Vancouver for decades which 
demonstrates, along with his service to the , 
his ongoing concern and dedication lo 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 lo 
contact me. 

Yours sincerely, 

Residence: 
West Vancouver.  
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

 
July-16-19 4:34 PM 
MayorandCouncil 
Proposed HRA for Hewitt House - 3321 Radcliffe Avenue 

Good afternoon Mayor and Council, 

The neighbourhood (not just Radcliffe residents) was very much blindsided by the Hewitt House proposal. 

Since the first information meeting in September 2018 it states in their Information Meeting Letter that they 
were proposing to 'build a cottage similar to existing studios and garages of our neighbours'. 
As well during the meeting which I attended it was always referred to as a 'cottage'. ·~ 

We  only found out last Wednesday afternoon that it was 1557sqft 3 level home, and that they 
were applying to subdivide the lot. 
Also having NO designated parking, potentially 6 cars, at the moment there are 4 cars. 

The Developemoet Information Sign in front of the property was not updated in advance as the District requires 
it to be. 

The applicant updated it lhour before the second Information Meeting last Friday July 12th, also updated was 
the Hearing date of last night. 
This left very little time to get residents· informed. 
Being that there is no other process after the Hearing an applicant has to go through to join the Community 
Heritage Register it leaves all residents without a say. 

Many people only had 3 days before the Hearing to find out what was really being proposed. 
All very MISLEADING and far from what I believe the District of West Vancouver would want for their 
residents. 

The lot is 6587sqft and already has 2 famJlies living in the home, as it has a secondary registered suite. 

We do not object to a small cottage being built. 

A subdivision with 1557sqft home being added to the property (6587sqft lot) is not in keeping with anything in 
West Vancouver or any of the 26 homes under the Community Heritage Register. 
This clearly speaks for itself. 

My apologies for this lengthy email but I am extremely concerned and not pleased that we the residents have 
been blindsided by this. 

Thank you all for taking the time to read this and your dedication to West Vancouver. 

Sincerely, 

 
 

w G<fi V AUCe)v,Je<;l., 
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To West Vancouver Mayor and Council, 

Re: Proposed: Heritage Revitalization Agreement Bylaw No. 5026, 2019; and 

Heritage Designation Bylaw No. 5027, 2019 

3321 Radcliffe Avenue (File: 1610-20-5026/5027) 

October 23, 2019 

We were surprised to see this item on the agenda for the October 28, 2019 council meeting. 

The item had been withdrawn from the council meeting agenda of July 16, 2019, by the prope1iy owners. 

We had originally understood that the proposal for this property was about heritage preservation, and we 
presented our earlier written submission to address that. 

But after listening to the presentations and comments at the July 15, 2019 meeting, we realized that this 
proposal is NOT really about heritage preservation after all. It is strictly a profit-driven subdivision 
proposal to subdivide a single-family lot into 3 residences, with no parking. This is about building a 
3-storey house in the backyard ofa single-family lot. If this proposal was truly about heritage 
preservation, an infill building could be built on the property, without subdivision. However that would 
mean the loss of the secondary suite in the main house and loss of the potential profit from the sale of a 
second house on the lot. 

The property owners bought this house within the past 2 years and admitted at the July 15 th meeting that 
they have been working on this proposal for 2 years. That indicates that they bought the prope1ty with the 
intention of subdividing. The Heritage Revitalization process is a convenient loophole (a term used by a 
West Vancouver staff member) that is being exploited for the sole benefit of one property owner. In 
response to a question by Councillor Soprovich at the July 15, 2019 meeting, the property owners 
admitted that if they don't get their way (subdivision), they will demolish the old house. That is a ransom 
demand, and the neighbourhood and the West Vancouver community do not deserve this and should not 
be held hostage. Their comment also indicates that they don't really 'love' the old house quite as much as 
they claim. 

We note that the only comments in support of the subdivision proposal were submitted by district staff, 
the property owners, and those on their payroll. The residents of the neighbourhood are overwhelmingly 
opposed to this particular proposal. And if the neighbours, who will be directly impacted if this proposal 
is approved, are viewed as being against heritage or resistant to change, we'd like to say that Radcliffe 
Avenue is a one-block dead-end street that has seen nothing BUT change for at least the past 30 years. 
We are not against change, but we do oppose this pa1iicular proposal, to subdivide the single family lot 
into 3 residences, with a 3-storey house in the backyard, and with no parking at all. 

The rep01i to council glosses over the concept of subdivision and is cleverly designed to paint a lovely 
story aboltt 'heritage', using quaint terms like 'cottage' and even giving names to the buildings. We trust 
that you will see through the gloss and recognize this for the clear profit-driven subdivision proposal that 
it is. 

We respectfully disagree completely with the conclusion of the staff report which states that "the· 
proposed development of the subject site represents a sensitive and subtle form of densification which 
retains the character and scale of the West Bay neighbourhood." That statement is absolutely incorrect. 

Sincerely, 

 
 

wtt,,f v a rJt l()().1/fJr fJ {!/ 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

 
Monday, October 28, 2019 4:01 PM 
MayorandCouncil 
Misrepresentation and Failure of Full Disclosure 
3A0FD303-CB8D-414A-B594-37688E089C12jpeg; 1AEA3C0A
A8ED-4126-8697 -1 A0A6ED07B7Bjpeg 

Good afternoon Mayor and Council, 

I do know I am not suppose to contact the Mayor or Council. 
I feel it is important to let you know you all were misled by the applicants as to how the residents felt. 
We did not know what was actually being proposed and presented at the Council Meeting of June 24, 2019. 
We supported what the attached letters say. 

Good afternoon Mayor and Council, 

Please be aware you were all misled by the applicants at the Council Meeting on June 24th, 2019. 
When the applicant, Kaye Lade, said the residents supported the proposal "'chich Eric Wilhelm was presenting to 
all of you. 

The proposal to the residents was misrepresented from the statt regarding Hewitt House at 3321 Radcliffe 
Avenue. 

September 5, 2018, !st Information Meeting Letter 
(see attached photo) 
July 12, 2019, 2nd Information Meeting Letter 
(see attached) 

Prior to the Information Meetings the applicants sent notification letters to some residents. 
It clearly states .... 'we are seeking approval to build a cottage on the Marine Drive side, similar to existing 
studios and garages of our neighbours'. 
l 557sqft is NOT a cottage. 
(neighbours studios and garages are approx 200sqft to 400sqft) 

All previous information had been misrepresented. 
Radcliffe and other West Vancouver residents only found out a few days before the Public Hearing on July 15, 
2019, as to what the actual proposal was. 

We were told after the July 15th, Public Hearing that we could not contact Mayor or Council and we are unable 
to speak on Monday October 28, 2019. 

The applicant MISLED the Mayor, Council and District staff by saying the residents suppotted the proposal. 

s. 22(1)
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The applicant MISREPRESENTED the proposal and did not meet true disclosure right up until the second 
Info1mation Meeting of July 12, 2019. 

How is that acceptable from any legal standpoint? 

West Vancouver 
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Notice of Preliminary Public Consultation Meeting 

Topic: Heritage Revitalization Agreement 

Location: Hewitt House, 3321 Radcliffe Avenue, West Vancouver 

Date: Wednesday, September 5th, 2018 

Time: 4pm-5pm 

Dear Neighbours, 

..... 
D 

-- • 

It is our desire to preserve and protect our heritage house (Hewitt ·House), and we plan to submit a 
proposal to the District of West Vancouver to have Hewitt House· formally listed on the District's 
Heritage Register. The District of West Vancouver seeks to preserve the heritage aspects of certain . 
housing styles and Hewitt House has been identified as a property of such interest. In adding our 
home to the Heritage Register we will be agreeing to maintain and preserv0'the character and style 
of Hewitt House for future generations. 

Aligned with this application, we will be seeking approval to build a cottage on the Marine Drive side 
of our property, similar to existing studios and garages of our neighbours. The District of West 
Vancouver identifies this type of project as an infill cottage. This cottage is planned to be occupied 

 

We will be hosting an informal meeting on Wednesday, September 5th, at 4pm, at our home (3321 
Radcliffe Ave.), to share with you some history on the Hewitt House, our plans for the cottage, and 
to offer you the opportunity to ask questions or provide comment on our heritage revitalization 
application. Present at the meeting will be Michelle McGuire, Manager of Current Planning and 
Urban Design, District of West Vancouver and Heather Johnston, Principal of Place Architects who 
is the architect for the cottage. 

If this is of interest to you, please turn up, or if you are unavailable to attend and would like to 
comment, we are happy to receive a note from you which we will present on the day. 

Thank you, 
Kate  Lade

s. 22(1)
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Notice ?f Proposed Development Information Meeting 
for Heritage Revitalization Agreement 

Topic: Heritage Revitalization Agreement 

Location: Hewitt House, 3321 Radcliffe Avenue West Vancouver 
ISJII'!'~ 

.,,,." 
........ .. 

...... .. -.. 
......... . 

Date: July 12, 2019 

Time: 2pm 

Dear Neighbours, 

Purpose of meeting: 

' 

I \ 
...... ,. , .,. 

.. ~~ \ 
' lJll ~ A~ tJ e --

The District of West Vancouver seeks to preserve the heritage aspects of certain housing styles 
and Hewitt House has been identified as a property of such interest. It is our desire to preserve 
and protect our heritage house (Hewitt House) as per the preliminary information meeting held 
on September 5, 2018, and we have since submitted a proposal to the District of West Vancouver 
to have Hewitt House formally listed on the District's Heritage Register. In adding our home to 
the Heritage Register we will be agreeing to maintain and preserve the character and style of 
Hewitt House for future generations. 

Aligned with this application, we are seeking approval t~ build a cottage on the Marine Drive side 
of our property, similar to existing studios and garages of our neighbours. The District of West 
Vancouver identifies this type of project as an infill cottage. This cottage is planned to be owned 

. 

The District of West Vancouver Heritage Advisory Committee has approved this HRA/DP 
proposal as has a first hearing by the Council. 

We will be hosting a meeting on the above date at our home, to share with you our plans for the 
project and to offer you the opportunity to ask questions or provide comment. 

If this is of interest to you, please turn up, or If you are unavailable to attend and would like to 
comment, we are happy to receive a note from you which we will present on the day. Alternatively 
you can _ contact Erik Wilhelm, Senior Community Planner via email at 
ewilhelm@westyancouyer.ca or attend the public meeting at Council Chambers on July 15 2019 
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From: /
Sent: Thursday, October 17, 2019 1:27 PM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: Rodgers Creek project by British Pacific Properties

Dear Mayor and Council Members,

I am becoming more and mote concerned about the proposed new developments in West Vancouver, especially as there
are no additional infrastructure included and the cutting down of 100+ year old trees. We talk about sustainability. I
commute each day and it now takes me at least 15-20 minutes more each way to UBC - sitting in a traffic jam does not
help Vancouver become “sustainable”, and it seems that it may increase.

I am I am a supporter of the West Van Community Stakeholders

s. 22(1)
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From:
Sent: Friday, November 1, 2019 4:00 PM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: Five Creeks Diversion Project

October 28th to November 1st - posting from the “war correspondent” on the front lines of the five
Creeks Diversion route.

The route goes through two areas of West Vancouver those being Westmont and West
Bay. The neighbourhood has now officially been re-named by - the official name is
West Bay- Reut!

The big pipe has been installed on 31st Street and this week it turned unto the 3100 block Mathers
Avenue. On Monday and again on Tuesday for 5 hours each day the crews leap-frogged to hammer rock

. They were trying to determine if the rock mass required blasting but so far they’re
hopeful that it won’t. Just a lot of hammering!

Its a real challenge to walk anywhere, even if the road isn’t blocked by machinery it’s uneven, our sidewalks were
removed to re-locate the water line to install the big pipe.

The last phase will be to re-surface the roads - this project might never end. Anyways - lift your feet and watch where
you’re coming otherwise you could end up like the lady who fell on her face.

This brings me back to the fence the District is putting around the community centre to protect the children. Don’t the
people in West Bay-Reut matter?

Its like living in an abusive relationship.

It’s Friday and the end of the work week. They are trying to complete work . Five houses along the
route (next week) are sitting on solid rock, today again we had all day of head banging noise. We were offered ear
protection by the contractors, maybe next week I’ll take them up on the offer but you can still feel the vibrations.

For the home owners further up the route, I will give you this advise. Form a relationship with the Complete Utility
Contractor crew. If you’re angry and frustrated don’t direct it to these guys, they are your life-line. They know what’s
going on and they have a great deal of empathy for us.

Remember this for the public consultation for Cypress Village and the Rodgers Creek developement on November 19th.

Until next week - from the “War Zone” in West Bay-Reut!

West Vancouver, B.C.

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

 
Saturday, November 2, 2019 12:31 PM 
MayorandCouncil 
Scale back Rodgers Creek mega-project 

I can not support future developement of Rodgers Creek or the Cypress Village project. 

We do not need to create new communities. Our existing neighbourhoods are gone and we need to 
focus on getting those back. 

The beautiful mid-century homes with manicured gardens have been re-placed by mega homes for 
foreign investors to park their money. Prior to 2014, those were the homes the "missing generation" 
could afford. 

We can't create future problems without first addressing the the mistakes of the past. 

Mayor and Council must listen to the home owners of West Vancouver and stop catering to British 
Pacific Properties. · 

West Vancouver, B.C. 
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From: —ao -5OL-% (cL4c
Sent: Tuesday, November 5, 2019 10:08 AM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: STOP the Rodgers Creek project by British Pacific Properties

I am opposed to any further density in West Vancouver.
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From:
Sent: Tuesday, November 5, 2019 10:23 AM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: Support for Rodgers Creek as proposed

I would like to add my name to the list of those supporting this development. While it represents a large addition to the
population of West Vancouver, I feel we are both ready for it and need it.

Our population is aging and a variety of housing choices is what will revitalize our neighbourhoods. To add this
development to the mix seems the right thing to do.

I would also point to years of community consultation and inyolvement sensitively done by British Pacific Properties. This
project has been carefully considered and concerns addressed.

For those who are new to the party and have not had the benefit of being consulted, I suppose this might seem a surprise.
However, to those of us who have been engaged for years, this is a natural progression. To build too small a community
would result in less services in that neighbourhood. As it stands now, my expectation is that it will be a complete
community with a diverse range of services available to those who live there, including dining options and other
conveniences.

BPP has also entered into discussions regarding transit alternatives and are being more than thoughtful in the process.

As a citizen of West Vancouver, I look forward to seeing these plans go forward.

Yours truly,

\Nc*VocouJPr13cZ

This email may be privileged and/or confidential, and the sender does not waive any related rights and
obligations. Any distribution, use or copying of this email or the information it contains by other than an
intended recipient is unauthorized. If you received this email in error, please advise the sender (by return email
or otherwise) immediately.
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From: -o_OLJJ45

Sent: Tuesday, November 5, 2019 10:02 AM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: No to Rodgers Creek as proposed

Are you trying to create 24/7 gridlock? lisa, this Rodgers creek / Cypress village is a great idea.
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From:
Sent: Tuesday, November 5, 2019 4:52 PM
To: Mary-Ann Booth; MayorandCouncil
Cc:
Subject: No to Rodgers Creek as proposed

Dear Mary-Ann,

Is this going to be your legacy?

We also doubt whether the Council have a mandate to conduct these efforts, as this initiative seems only beneficial to developers,
senior citizens, and people who generally are not current residents of West Vancouver. These are not the people that elected the
current council to office. We are very active in the community and we actually don’t know anyone that supports all this development.

You were elected by the hardest working West Vancouver residents, not by the non-residents who want to be able to afford a home in
West Vancouver, nor by the people who stand to gain from these developments you are allowing. You seem to forget that hardworking
people with kids don’t have the time to come to your townhalls and council meetings. I have been to some of the townhalls and they
seem stacked with senior citizens complaining that their kids couldn’t afford to live in West Vancouver, or complaining that there are too
many foreigners. Working class families unfortunately don’t have time for townhalls organized at times convenient for Council members.

Housing in West Vancouver, on a per sf basis, is already very cheap compared to the Tn-Cities, so why does the Council keep talking
about affordable housing? You can rent a whole 3,000 sf house in West Vancouver for $3k. That is cheap compared to downtown
where apartments can go for that price. The whole affordability argument is just completely fake and seems created to justify greedy
developments. A couple with 2 teacher salaries can easily afford $3-4k rent in West Vancouver, so who are we building affordable
housing for? People who live on El.? UBC students? Refugees?

We don’t buy the argument that all city workers, service personnel, and low income people from other cities have to be able to live in
West Vancouver. In most other countries it is normal that people commute to work. In Brussels no one asks to live next to the European
Parliament. In London no one asks to have social housing next to Buckingham Palace. In Beijing no one demands to live on Tiananmen
Square.

These days many people in the West Vancouver community, at school and kids’ activities, talk about the Council as if it is normal that
they are serving special interest groups and as if it is normal that the Council are not listening to residents who actually work hard to be
able to live in (and drive through) West Vancouver. Knowing you I cannot believe this and I don’t want to give in to the general
negativity I hear everywhere in West Van these days. But I am at a loss what the Council thinks that us voters could possibly gain from
ripping out whole tracts of beautiful forest, creating traffic hazards where we need to drop off our kids at school, and making it
impossible for us to get to the local shops we used to frequent.

Our family stopped going to Park Royal altogether as going there is no longer pleasant, people fight over parking lots, and everything
has become very impersonal. We call Park Royal the shopping mall for the people from out-of-town now. Several people in Cedardale
live in fear as cars and homes are being vandalized, license plates stolen, and houses broken into. Even the slow traffic warning sign
we put in front of our house was vandalized. The drop-off parking lot in front of our house is often full of litter. Do the Council members

I want you to know that I strongly disagree with the West Vancouver Council’s efforts at Increasing the population of West
Vancouver by 25%.
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not see what is happening in West Vancouver? We arrived in later West Vancouver has
really changed and is starting to display the kind of filth and so m this beautiful community.

We chose for West Vancouver because of what it was then: a friendly safe neighbourhood with excellent schools and
residents who worked hard and were of a certain intellectual standard, residents we could be friends with. Today our family have 1 OOs
of friends in West Van (through ,...) and is very active at the local
school. But it seems the council is hell bent on changing this whole environment and making West Vancouver into just another city
where greed trumps tradition.

For the next election we will be seeking to fund/support any Council candidate that is willing to reverse the current destruction of West
Vancouver’s character and any Council candidate that is willing to stop the current overdevelopment.

Best regards,

West Vancouver
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From: 5DLL-k j5OL
Sent: Wednesday, November 6, 2019 7:45 AM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: No to Rodgers Creek as proposed

I am opposed to the addition of this many units to our current comm unity due to the need for updated
infrastructure.

West Vancouver
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From:
Sent: Tuesday, November 5, 2019 11:16 AM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: Development

I cannot believe that any member of this community including the mayor and council would even consider increasing it’s
density. Traffic as it stands right now is a nightmare at all times and increases even further at peak times. I live just off

and trying to make a left hand turn to the highway at any given time is most difficult because of
the steady stream of cars. Clearly our voices are not being heard and only the moneyed developers are listened to.
What do we do as a community to remedy this on going dispute. How hard is it to understand the traffic problem as it
stands today let alone what it will be like if these development projects go ahead. Development has many faces, clear
cutting the wonderful landscape we moved here to enjoy, destruction and diversion of creeks, taking away wildlife
habitat, increasing emissions into the air we breath to mention but a few. Please wake up and do the right thing. Stop
this massive growth in density.

Thank you.

Sent from my iPad
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I(610-3O- 7fcFrom:
Sent: Tuesday, November 5,2019 11:30 AM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: No to Rodgers Creek as proposed

Dear Madam Mayor and Council.
I feel the present course you seem intent on imposing on the the citizenry of West Vancouver is misguided. The Rogers
Creek Project will negatively impact our already stressed infrastructure. Progress for the sake of progress without the
due diligence of thought to cause and effect is not in the communities best interest. We strongly suggest some
modifications to lessen the the impact of the Rogers Creek project.
Thank you

West Vancouver

Sent from my iPhone
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IO- J5(i-Lc
From:
Sent Wednesday, November 6, 2019 12:28 PM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject Five Creeks Diversion Project

Week of November 4th - posting from the “war correspondent” on the front lines of the Five Creeks Diversion
project.

The “big pipe” is now being installed on the 3100 block of Mathers Avenue - a 5 foot diameter pipe going into
a 16 foot trench down a mountain side.

British Pacific Properties’ contractor for this project (Complete Utility Contractors) hit solid granite rock part
way up the block and this rock mass continues along the route for at least another five properties. The work is
slow going.

Unless you live in the West Bay - Reut neighbourhood you can’t even comprehend the noise - it’s 600 jarring
bangs a minute starting at 7:30 and today went non-stop for 3 straight hours. We have a break when they
load the rock unto dump trucks then it starts again and goes on until 5:30, day after day. We were offered ear
protection but nothing helps, even if we could muffle the noise we still have the constant vibration.

That doesn’t mean the neighbourhood is quiet after 5:30 - OH NO - the Beep! Beep! Beep! of vehicles and
machinery continues sometimes until after dark.

The $4 million used to cover a portion of the District’s cost on this project is coming from Developer Cost
Charges - what I learned from reading that portion of the Local Government Act is “these funds can only be
used for capital costs ... relating to water, sewer, drainage, parks and roads necessary to adequately service
the demands of that NEW Developement”.

What new developement do you think they’re referring to

Why is the District destroying an existing neighbourhood to create a new one?

Pardon me if I’m confused, the District tells us that the Five Creeks Diversion is an infrastructure project to
protect us from the events of climate change and to protect homes. Yes, but isn’t that already the
District’s responsibility, something that’s done as a part of regular maintanance?

In May the sanitary sewer line and the gas line were re-located then the water line was re-located (to make
way for the “big pipe”.) Does any of this relate to an infrastructure project? No of course not - re-located is
different from replaced.

The District sent a notice telling us about the water line replacement. Finally something I agree is
infrastructure work.

But I no longer believe absolutely every I’m told. As an example I was told that this Five Creeks Diversion
project was good for me ... only to find out that I went from living in paradise straight to HELL.

s. 22(1)

(9)(k)



A quick conversation with the CUC crew and I got a simple answer to a simple question. I was shown where
the existing water line was located (under the south bound lane), then I was shown where the “big pipe” was
being installed (under the south bound lane) and that was the very simple explanation to why the water line
had to be re-located. It was in the way of the pipe.

Get informed before attending the November 19th “public consultation” for the British Pacific Properties
future devetopement of the Rodgers Creek and Cypress Village devetopement.

Let’s make sure that this is a true democratic process otherwise and sadly we live in a Dictatorship.

Until next time - from the “War Zone”

West Vancouver, B.C.
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From: ) J)H5
Sent: Wednesday, November 6, 2019 5:16 PM
To: MayorandCouncil
Cc:
Subject: No to Rodgers Creek as proposed

We are retired and have to regularly go off the North Shore for medical treatments using Taylor Way and
HWY 1 . The traffic has become catastrophic and for people travelling either way extremely expensive
and time consuming - often hours, not minutes!

One really has to wonder what are our Councilors and Staffs thinking about recommending and approving
giant additional developments!!!!!!!

Who is pushing this? Are we all incapable of saying “NO”? What an awful legacy you’ll leave to our children
turning a paradise into a nightmare!

West Vancouver, B.
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From: tMO-
Sent: Wednesday, November 6, 2019 8:59 PM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: No to Rodgers Creek as proposed

Mayor and Council,
We have been concerned citizens of West Vancouver for some time now. We have watched the quiet growth of West
Vancouver for the last 10 years or more !! We have lived in and

in West Vancouver, me and my husband , so we have seen the growth first hand.
In the last year my husband and I have tried leaving West Van as we do not like the direction it is going. If it was not for
all the new luxury taxes, high property taxes and a down housing market we would have been able to sell our house and
we would be long gone. We love our home and our neighborhood in Caulfeild but hate what we have seen happening
for some time now. Unfortunately for you we know a lot of people who are looking to get out of West Van just like us.
All we see is a mass money grab in the form of new taxes from all those new houses and apartments. There are new
building’s everywhere you look and the road infrastructure has not changed at all... where are all those cars going to
go?? We have an inadequate bus system and a non existent sky train system with no plans to deal with any of the issues.
Try going East on the highway after 2pm on weekdays or at 4pm on a Sunday afternoon. Try to get on Lionsgate Bridge
on any day or night !!! Council has aloud a nightmare to form right under its nose.
We oppose any future growth until we can deal with the terrible road issues we already live with.
Please stop the building
Regards

Va Ji
Sent from my iPhone
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 

 
Thursday, November 7, 2019 3:37 PM 
MayorandCouncil 

Subject: Opposition to Additional 474 Units at Rodgers Creek 
Twelve-Big-Myths-of-Growth.pd/ Attachments: 

Dear Mayor and Council, 

I oppose the addition of 474 units to the Rodgers Creek development. 

Combined with the future Cypress Village, the result will be: 

1. Overcrowding of our roadways 
2. Increased traffic jams 
3. Overtourism at Cypress Mountain 
4. Destruction of our open spaces 
5. Increased carbon emissions 
6. Decreased housing affordability 
7. Increased infrastructure costs 

Sincerely, 
 

 West Vancouver BC  
 

 

P.S. Attached please find a summary of Eben Fodor's book, "Better Not Bigger." The 
summary is entitled "Twelve Big Myths of Growth." 
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Twelve Big Myths of Growth from Better, Not Bigger by Eben Fodor 

(Summaries from an article by Donnella H. Meadows) 

Myth 1: Growth provides needed tax revenues. Check out the tax rates of cities larger 
than yours. There are a few exceptions but the general rule is: the larger the city, the 
higher the taxes. That's because development requires water, sewage treatment, road 
maintenance, police and fire protection, garbage pickup-a host of public services. Almost 
never do the new taxes cover the new costs. Fodor says: "The bottom line on urban growth 
is that it rarely pays its own way." 

Myth 2: 1/\(e have to grow to provide jobs. But there's no guarantee that new jobs will 
go to local folks. In fact they rarely do. If you compare the 25 fastest growing cities in the 
U.S. to the 25 slowest growing, you find no significant difference in unemployment rates. 
Says Fodor: "Creating more local jobs ends up attracting more people, who require more 
jobs." And services. 

Myth 3: We must stimulate and subsidize business growth to have good jobs. A 
"good business climate" is one with little regulation, low business taxes, and various public 
subsidies to business. A study of areas with good and bad business climates (as ranked by 
the U.S. Chamber of Commerce and the business press) showed that states with the best 
business ratings actually have lower growth in per capita incomes than those with the 
worst. Fodor: "This surprising outcome may be due to the emphasis placed by good
business-climate states on investing resources in businesses rather than directly in people." 

Myth 4: If we. try to limit growth, housing prices will shoot up. Sounds logical, but it 
isn't so. A 1992 study of 14 California cities, half with strong growth controls, half with 
none, showed. no difference in average housing prices. Some of the cities wfth strong growth 
controls had the most affordable housing, because they had active low-cost housing 
programs. Fodor says the important factor in housing affordability is not so much house cost 
as income level, so development that provides mainly low-paying retail jobs makes housing 
unaffordable. 

Myth 5: Environmental protection hurts the economy. According to a Bank of America 
study the economies of states with high environmental standards grew consistently faster 
than those with weak regulations. The Institute of Southern Studies ranked all states 
according to 20 indicators of economic prosperity (gold) and environmental health (green) 
and found that they rise and fall together. Vermont ranked 3rd on the gold scale and first on 
the green; Louisiana ranked 50th on both. 

Myth 6: Growth is inevitable. There are constitutional limits to the ability of any 
community to put walls around itself. But dozens of municipalities have capped their 
population size or rate of growth by legal regulations based on real environmental limits and 
the real costs of growth to the community. 

Myth 7: If you don't like growth, you're a NIMBY (Not In My Backyard) or an ANTI 
(against everything) or a gangplank-puller (right after you get aboard). These 



accusations are meant more to shut people up than to examine their real motives. Says 
Fodor: "A NIMBY is more likely to be someone who cares enough about the future of his or 
her community to get out and protect it." 

Myth 8: Most people don't support environmental protection. Polls and surveys have 
disproved this belief for decades; Fodor cites examples from Oregon, Los Angeles, Colorado, 
and the U.S. as a whole. The fraction of respondents who say environmental quality is more 
important than further economic growth almost always tops 70 percent. 

Myth 9: We have to grow or die. This statement is tossed around lightly and often, but if 
you hold it still and look at it, you wonder what it means. Fodor points out, quoting several 
economic studies, that many kinds of growth cost more than the benefits they bring. So the 
more growth, the poorer we get. That kind of growth will kill us. 

Myth 10: Vacant land is just going to waste. Studies from all over show that open land 
pays far more - often twice as much - in property taxes than it costs in services. Cows don't 
put their kids in school; trees don't put potholes in the roads. Open land absorbs floods, 
recharges aquifers, deans the air, harbors wildlife, and measurably increases the value of 
property nearby. We should value and pay for it to be there. 

Myth 11: Beauty is no basis for policy. One of the saddest things about municipal 
meetings is their tendency to trivialize people who complain that a proposed development 
will be ugly. Dollars are not necessarily more real or important than beauty. In fact beauty 
can translate directly into dollars. For starters, undeveloped surroundings can add $100,000 
to the price of a home. 

Myth 12: Environmentalists are just another special interest. A developer who will 
directly profit from a project is a special interest. A citizen with no financial stake is fighting 
for the public interest, the long term, the good of the whole community. 

More Mythology 
• Developers just want to operate in a "free market"/ Reality check: Growth is heavily 

subsidized 

• Building more (and bigger) roads will solve the problem of traffic congestion/ Reality 
check: Build it and they will come 

• Change is good! Reality check: Change is inevitable, but not necessarily good 

• Bigger (or more) is better/ Reality check: Small is beautiful and enough is enough. 

And for Solvang, the small size along with the rural landscape are the assets that attract 
residents and tourists alike. 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

 
Thursday, November 7, 2019 8:32 PM 
MayorandCouncil 
Climate Emergency versus Rodgers Creek 

Your approval of this project will be hypocritical in light of your Climate Emergency. 

Council already approved the tree clear-cutting, diversion of 5 creeks, road blasting to support this project. Concrete is a major 
contributor to GHG as wi ll be increased traffic congestion. This is all contrary to Council's new Climate Emergency plan. 

In 2011, environmental concerns and the ever-receding Mountain tree-line were the top 2 issues debated at length in a Council 
Meeting when Area 3 of the Cypress Creek was approved for 42 single-family lots. 

How can the Mayor and Councillors approve this project ? 

Thank you 
 West Vancouver 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Mayor and Council 

 
Thursday, November 7, 2019 7:32 PM 
MayorandCouncil 
No to Rodgers Creek expa·nsion 

Jh10~:20-5o<ft//5o~ · 

Clearly the OCP does not include improving the traffic congestion for all of the density development that 
Mayor Booth and Councillors Cameron and Gambioli are trying to push through by increasing by 25% West 
Van's population. 

Council appears to be doing nothing to solve the traffic congestion that we already have and yet wants to 
approve the 2,000 person Rodger Creek project. 

Please think of the Heavy Traffic Congestion to increase on 22nd and 15th Streets, Taylor Way and 
Lions Gate Bridge by additional 2,000+ residents ar Rodgers Creek. 

Consider more school traffic congestion because 80+% of all students in West Van are driven to and 
from school. What solutions have you considered for this? · 

BPP's Traffic Study doesn't address traffic below the Upper Levels highway and has only has a single 
exit (Cypress Bowl Rd). Their study is based on average US data where bridges and mountains are 
not normal and school buses are normally used. 

Lets sort out the infrastructure problems, before adding 10,000 people via the Rodgers Creek and 
Cypress Village projects · 

 
 West Vancouver 
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From:
Sent: Monday, October 28, 2019 9:19 AM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: FW: A Stranded Nation (2019)

For those misinformed: everyone should view this

Great documentary: https://www.youtuhe.corn/watch?time continue=350&v=e ZPFJ2eAUw

w€q-
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Joio-zo-/q- 001
From:
Sent: Wednesday, October 30, 2019 5:54 PM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: Tantalus Gardens -- rejection or simply another deferral?

Your Worship,

Surprising how things go around, is it not? The project called Tantalus Gardens had
much going for it back in 2018: attractive design, appropriate vertical scale,
rejuvenation of a very tired and not very useful piece of land, and the promise of
additional tax revenues when the project received its occupancy permit. The amenity
contribution was proportionate to the site value uplift attainable upon rezoning. It
wasn’t in the several or tens of millions, mind, but it was proportionate. Had it been ten
times larger, it might have tipped the balance but we’ll never know.

The project went to review at the Design Review Committee and it received a favourable
response from the committee; with a few tweeks to the design, the committee gave it a
recommendation for approval. The traffic issues were resolved. The public space
abutting Roseberry Avenue was improved markedly, all at the cost of the
proponent. Fourteen units, instead of four. Parking hidden underground; open space
provided within the site. Architecturally speaking, the housing units fit very well with
the land and the neighbourhood.

When the project proposal came back to council, council punted--it said that it couldn’t
consider the project unless it was included in the village of Horseshoe Bay local area
plan study area. The local area plan study area was enlarged to incorporate the project
site, just as council requested. The director of planning had his staff undertake a review
of the enlarged local area plan and they concluded that the project contributed to and
did not violate the parameters of the local area plan objectives. The project proponent
decided to bring the project forward to council, rather than wait the 12 to 18 months
that it was expected the local area plan would take to be finalized.

It was a risk. But time is money. And holding land in limbo is more costly today than it
has ever been. The proponent must have believed that he had community support and
a very good chance of finding a sympathetic council. On the face of it, he seems to have
misjudged both the community and council.

How did the vote come down? Two in favour; four opposed; one recused. The recusal
would not have made a difference either way. The two in favour were in favour from the
start on the basis of conviction that the project fit the community and addressed the
need for housing identified in the Official Community Plan. The four opposed were
against it for a variety of stated reasons that shared one common element--the local
area plan had not been completed.

Tactically-speaking, council was outfoxed. The project was initially outside the boundary
of the village of Horseshoe Bay local area plan study area. Elements of the community
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convinced council to expand the local area plan study area to encompass the project
site. Council agreed. Having gotten the project included in the local area plan study
area, it was expected that the project would be deferred for at least 12 months, if not
longer. Long enough to signal to the proponent that it wouldn’t be worth his while to
continue with it.

It was therefore something of a surprise to see the project come back to council this
year, with the planning department’s support. The planners’ rationale seemed sound,
however. Or so it appeared. Claims and counterclaims of support and opposition to the
project quickly surfaced. The clam mor was thundrous, by West Vancouver’s
standards. It wasn’t that way with the Sewell’s project which is more intrusive, higher
density, and totally out of scale relative to the local village’s modest style. One has to
know the background to make sense of anything.

The vote was 2 for, 4 against. But the against didn’t seem really against the proposal,
they seem to be just saying that they couldn’t judge the proposal in the context of the
non-existent local area plan that council had shoe-horned the proponent’s project site
into earlier this year. Absent the local area plan, they said, they don’t have a clue
whether the project is good or bad, indifferent or just right. They can’t judge. It’s an
irrevocable decision; better to defer, delay, or give it time to mature. All sound reasons
for doing nothing.

Perhaps the proponent will pull up stakes, admit defeat, and chalk it up to
‘experience’. Perhaps he’ll sell the property; leave the community. Perhaps he
won’t. Perhaps the building will become a mosque, and a house for the imam will be
constructed beside it. The zoning bylaw allows for those occupancies on the
site. Perhaps nothing will happen, and the old building will fall into disuse and then fall
down on its own to be replaced in time with something else. It seems certain that it will
never again be used for secular community assembly of the sort that the project
opponents seemed so set upon having available to them.

Or perhaps, the proponent will return yet again to council once the local area plan is
finalized and adopted in 18 to 24 months time. Or, 36 months. A new council might be
more willing to go against the opposition; the opposition might drift away by that
time. Possibly the opposition will be just as vigorous and council will be just as reticent
to commit when the question is called again.

The risks that proponents of new housing developments take in our municipality are
rather impressive, especially if the project sponsor is small and not well entrenched in
the local community and hasn’t prepared the ground sufficiently to win a positive
endorsement. West Vancouver is a place where innovation goes to die, it seems. But
not the only place.

It doesn’t bode well for the ‘missing middle’. It likely never did. And likely never
will. Somethings are simply not meant to be.

Yours truly,
s. 22(1)



West Vancouver, BC

Disctosure: The writer does not have, and has not had at anytime, an interest in the
subject project or the proponent’s organization. Attested this 30th day of October, AD
2019, on penalty of perjury.
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From: Casey Grundy
Sent: Friday, November 1, 2019 8:16 AM
To: Casey Grundy
Subject: FW: Tantalus

Original Message
From:
Sent: Friday, November 1, 2019 7:31 AM
To: Info <info@westvancouver.ca>
Subject: Tantalus

Dear council members,

I understand that one of the recommendations to help fight climate change is densification. At the last council meeting
the Tantalus project was voted down
A contradiction it seems to me. More large homes are not needed

Sent from my iPad

t
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Mayor and Council, 

 
Friday, November 1, 2019 10:02 PM 
MayorandCouncil 
Tantalus Gardens Proposal 

I am writing to express my concern and disappointment at council's recent decision against the Tantalus 
Gardens proposal. I had earlier written a letter in support of the proposal and it seemed to me that the 
number of people in the neighbourhood who favoured the proposal far outweighed those against it. I have 
watched the video of council's discussion and to my mind the Mayor was spot on in her opening remarks and 
later comments and I could not believe that so many Councillors would vote against her compelling 
arguments. 

I have lived in the same house in the neighbourhood  years. My children, now in , used to 
. I have not used the facility since. I used to attend fitness classes 

in the Glen eagles golf club in  and have since attended various functions in the renovated Clubhouse 
and in the Gleneagles Community Centre. Now that we have these two new or updated facilities I see no need 
at all for a third public meeting place. 

The site in question is in urgent need of improvement and the proposed Tantalus Gardens plan would be the 
ideal solution. There are already too many empty monster homes in the area and also a severe lack of young 
children. I urge you to bring the proposal back for reconsideration as soon as possible and stay true to your 
objectives in the OCP and on greenhouse gas emissions. 

Sincerely, 
 

 
West Van,  

P.S. The sound system on the video recording of the council meeting was very poor and some Councillors 
were almost impossible to hear. I would encourage you to speak louder and into the microphones. Thank 
you. 
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From:
Sent: Friday, November 1, 2019 12:24 PM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: Horseshoe bay

I live and went to the meeting last week on alternative plans and some of them were ridiculous -

each one had one positive idea, but I realize that NOW , not in 20 years, Tantalus Gardens makes the most sense
- all people that live there believe the central area- ferry terminal (useless (‘) and area need upgrading but I am
disappointed that Tantlus gardens was tabled. Half of the people there were not from Horseshoe Bay - please
reconsider.
And
As a resident years on I find the town dirty and unkempt the sidewalks need care and the traffic
areas and parking terrible and it will get worse with that new building going up - bad decision on your part -

I am always running outside to tell cars they are going the wrong way. Most of us are dog owners and clean up
after our pets - the tourists are the problem
I would also like to challenge the lady who would like to see no change or upgrades. I do believe in
progress She also said that the police were never around! I find the WV police dept terrific and they really
have been helpful
So thank you!!
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From:
Sent: Sunday, November 3, 2019 9:43 AM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: Tantalus Gardens

Your worship and councilors

I am sorry to hear of your decision to turn down the current application for this project. I still find it worthy, and hope
for approval after further consideration.

West Vancouver,
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From:
Sent: Sunday, November 3, 2019 1:28 PM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: Tantalus Gardens Project

I am puzzled and deeply disappointed with the four Councillors who decided to vote NOT to support this
project to move forward.

I realize the emotional weight of the past that many neighbours feel for this public use facility, which led to the
submissions of “no support from 11$ community members.
The truth is, that there is no feasible business plan to continue this use in this location, as the Anglican church
found out over the last ten years, with a lot of volunteer help.

The 171 community members who took the time to express support” for this housing proposal were well aware
of the painful loss of these memories in the neighbourhood.
They were also keenly aware of the two beautiful new community facilities (Glen Eagles Community Centre
and the Golf course Clubhouse) which were built and restored nearby over the last decade and which are
substantially underutilized.

The weight and urgency of the current Climate Crisis and the related Affordable and Diversity Housing Crisis
in our Community more than tips the balance towards creative solutions that support the co creating of resilient
complete neighbourhoods, with a healthy and diverse mix of demographics and housing types, of which this
proposal is a very well designed and good example.
It met all the visionary policies and criteria laid out in the OCP.

This council was elected to take positive action on the OCP policies and the Climate Change crisis.
Side stepping behind the extended study area LAP process for Horseshoe Bay is a delaying tactic, and is
unlikely to get more numerous or better informed community responses for this project

Not respecting the voices of the Majority of Community Responses this time would appear to be at odds with
the responsibilities for which these four council members were elected.

The arguments of the four council members to NOT support this deserving proposal, also does not help to
dispel the feeling in the development community that creative solutions, no matter how well considered and
designed, are not welcome in West Vancouver.

Respectfully submitted,

West Vancouver, BC
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From:
Sent: Sunday, November 3, 2019 3:33 PM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: Tantalus Gardens project

Dear Mayor and Council,

I am writing today to express my deep disappointment and dismay with the councillors who voted against this
project.

How is it possible that you feel you can ignore an OCP that clearly calls for housing variety and dens ification,
declare a climate emergency, and on the very same night approve a climate action plan, that again calls for
housing density in single family neighbourhoods, yet vote against this project?
Again, I ask how?

You were elected to show leadership and to meet the objectives outlined above. Now is the time to act. Stop
listening to those who feel these projects should happen anywhere except where they live in the District. Stop
listening to that small group who are saying no to transit expansion, and no to the future this community has
approved and desires.

The wider community is desperate for housing options. In the next five years, another exodus of this community
will happen as there are few options other than single family homes or luxury condos.

You have sent a clear message to those developers who have come to the table having looked at the OCP and
developed plans that are sensitive and sensible, that West Vancouver is not worth their time or trouble. That is
very dangerous for our community.

To those councillors who voted against this project, you should seriously revisit your decision, apologize to the
developer and give the community what it so clearly asked for when we were consulted at great length for the
OCP.

Sincerely,

West Vancouver
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From:
Sent: Monday, November 4, 2019 9:29 AM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: Tantalus Gardens - a follow up thank you

Dear Mayor and Council,

I wrote several letters about this matter during the process and wanted to follow those up with a note of thanks.

Tantalus Gardens was a divisive matter on so many levels — in the community and beyond. It would be quite easy to pick
the council meeting of October 28th or the process itself apart and throw blame or criticism or fear or shame —

alternately, I could just simply cheer for the 4-2 ‘no’ vote, but none of that would be particularly productive because
clearly this matter is subjective, complex and nuanced.

My thank you, to each of you, is for your engagement and keen attention to the situation throughout the long process.

Further, what I’d like to do is highlight the positives, as I see them.

Personally, I haven’t previously been involved in municipal politics but was grateful to learn more about the process and
the people involved. As much as there’s so much talk about NIMBY5 and NlMBYism, to some extent I’ve come to realize
that we all have to be some kind of _IMBY...the ‘NOT’ part, and blanket disdain for any development, is unhelpful and
unrealistic but meaningful contributions to what is going on in our own backyards, I think, can be powerful and
important. I don’t really know or care (of course on a tangential global level I do) what is going on in some suburb of
Edmonton...or even Richmond...l guess that’s human nature. So, a W(hat)IMBY or a Y(es)IMBY or some such, I think
makes sense. Educated and informed opinions.

I got involved in this matter because I witnessed my own apathy and came to believe I was only entitled to an opinion if I
were to take ownership and responsibilityfor that opinion.

I certainly have come away from this process with a greater understanding of the pressures you are under as elected
council members. I see how time consuming it is to become informed in various items and issues. I am well informed
about Tantalus Gardens, St. Monica’s, The Roundabout - the issues, the alternatives etc...but it became a full-time job to
get up to speed on that one matter. Of course, I see you have to trust planning, developers, fellow councillors,
experience etc. to provide you with insight, statistics, information etc. How could you possibly be up to speed on
everything put before you? The learning curve must be steep and the ire of people, regardless of how you weigh your
vote, or how carefully you consider the options, frustrating.

While it might seem ideal to have you weigh in on things like this in an objective matter, it has become clear that this
kind of thing can only be voted on subjectively.

While the divisiveness this created within the community has been highlighted, I’d also like to highlight the connectivity
this matter has provided. Passion, education, engagement, purpose — whatever side of the coin a person was on, they
had allies & support. Whether my friends and neighbors were behind Peter, Quma and Tantalus Gardens or against; for
The Roundabout, or hoping for some hybrid of ideas, I am grateful that they turned up, came out, jumped in, took a
passionate stance and cared about the matter.

I think it’s fair to say that you each took a great deal of time and care to form your opinions, to read the
correspondence, to talk to the public, to look at other options, to be available, to understand the balance of arguments
on all sides — the pros and cons.
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The meetings about this were long, but people given time to speak and a place to be heard - and the process was,

generally, respectful.

Clearly there will be conversations and process ahead around the St. Monica’s site.

Thank you, in advance, for your continued engagement and attention to this matter.

I appreciate your time and work and the time and work of all of those involved on all sides of this issue.

Warmest Regards,

WEST VANCOUVER, BC
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From;
Sent: Monday, November 4, 2019 3:46 PM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: Horseshoe Bay Local Area Plan

Dear Mayor and Council,

I would just like to extend to all of you my sincere appreciation for many hours of time, effort and consideration you
gave the Gleneagles and Horseshoe Bay communities regarding the recent Tantalus Gardens project. The Council
Meeting of October 8th enabled many of those in our community to share their clearly articulated and passionate
objections to Tantalus Gardens. While I wasn’t among them, I do appreciate the time that my neighbours took to
communicate with you and I also appreciate the vote against the project by Councillors Soprovich, Thompson, Lambur
and Wong.

As the Horseshoe Bay Local Area Plan community engagement process is underway, are we able to get the views so
clearly and articulately expressed from our community on October gth into the Shape the Bay presentations being put
forward by the District? (one of which is at our school this week)

I attended one of the Shape the Bay Café sessions and all options being discussed suggested increased density and
insufficient parking (considering each $1.5 million extra unit of density in this remote location is going to attract 2 new
cars to the road).

How about lower density to create affordability and creating a quaint village with increased green space, set back
cottages and low-rise, charming architecture and landscaping? How about we accept the need to provide sufficient
surface parking for a car-dependent location 23km bike ride from downtown and a 3+ hour walk into West
Vancouver? How about we accept the lack of viability for high density uses in this remote location instead of promoting
high density, concrete-built residential and commercial projects that will sit vacant? How about we keep Tantalus Park
and also add the waterfront park? These things would truly create a charming, vibrant seaside town.

Thank you for reading this.

Regards,

Gleneagles, West Vancouver
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From:
c)

Sent: Tuesday, November 5, 2019 8:47 AM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: Tantalus Gardens

>

> Dear Mayor & Council
>

> We were shocked to hear that The Council had turned down The delightful Tantalus Gardens project!!
>

> As a resident of Horseshoe Bay years I am appalled that you would turn down such a beautifully thought out and
designed project that was sympathetic to the village and would bring young families and older residents who may be
looking to downsize together!
>

> Horseshoe Bay is still a community which very rare in West Vancouver and something that should supported all the
way and NOT discouraged especially as The Council have seen it fit to allow the massive and extremely disruptive
development by Sewells Marina !!! A development that not only has massively impacted the local residents and will
really NOT contribute to the community and the advertisement for this development was the first thing which was seen
when disembarking a plane in Seoul South Korea!!!! So I would like to know how that project is something that the
council decided would enhance The Bay and that Tantalus Gardens seems to have been thought of as the development
from hell
>

> It seems from reading all the notes and I have to say vicious grievances from the objectors to the project that the last
thing that these people had when objecting to Tantalus Gardens was the welfare of The Village and again I have to say
with exception of The Mayor and Councillor Cameron it is appalling that a council that is supposed to have the welfare of
the community at their heart could agree with such a small and extremely nasty group of self serving people and ignore
the wishes of most of the residents!!!
>

> Hopefully if this delightful development should come before council again there will be more focus given to what will
enhance and contribute to the community and less to a small self serving and influential group
>

> Yours

>

West Vancouver
BC

>

>

> Sent from my iPad

0
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From:
Sent: Tuesday, November 5, 2019 7:50 PM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: Tantalus Gardens

bear Mayor and Council Members,
it is with consternation that I found out that, once again, an unfortunate delay will deprive
people who need affordable housing in the Horseshoe Bay area. The Tantalus Gardens is well
thought out and offers much needed homes.

I urge the Council members who have voted against it to reconsider this worthwhile project and
I thank the ones who had the insight to vote in favor of a sober alternative to large single
family houses.

alternative is very disingenuous. His ulterior motive is to get the property, wait long
enough to show that his proposition for St. Monica’s Church is not sustainable and then develop
it himself. He has enough money to wait to get it rezoned sometimes down the road and reap
the benefits himself. Meanwhile, people who need housing are waiting indefinitely.

There is no shortage of community space in this neighbourhood but there is shortage of
housing.

Thank you once again for reconsidering,

West Vancouver, BC
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Sent: Wednesday, November 6, 2019 4:30 AM
To: MayorandCouncil
Cc: Peter Nilsson
Subject: Tantalus Gardens

We are residents of this neighborhood. We support this project, and believe that it meets all the criteria
for increasing (relatively) affordable housing, while preserving the neighborhood. We do not need more single
family luxury homes. Please approve this project.

Get Outlook for lOS
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Sent: Tuesday, November 5, 2019 10:49 PM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: Tantalus Gardens

To whom it may concern:
I am sending this followup email to express my disappointment with the council’s decision to not approve the
Tantalus Gardens development project!

I moved to Horseshoe Bay ago after selling our family home in Dundarave when we
decided to downsize. We both feel that this project makes sense for our community and addresses the need
for “affordable “housing in our community. It is in our opinion a well designed proposal.
We hope you will reconsider your decision when and if it is presented to you again.
Sincerely

Sent from my iPhone
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From: lDö !9oo)
Sent: Wednesday, November 6, 2019 12:52 PM
To: MayorandCouncil
Cc: Peter Nilsson; Nora Gambioli
Subject: Tantalus Gardens

Kind thanks to Nora Gambioli for acknowledging my several letters to Mayor and Council regarding the “no”
vote for Tantalus Gardens proposal. I am quite perplexed since this proposal met OCP and even LAP
requirements. What more does council want? In light of that, I sincerely hope that there will be a change of
minds in the near future.

I think the final council meeting hearing was very long but revealing as two relevant points were made that I
previously had not heard.

One point;
Was regarding the loss community space. Interestingly, the current owner/developer could not find anyone rent
the church. While I stand corrected, I would not be surprised if the space could still be tented - where are those
supporters today?

The second point;
A north shore realtor carefully and very thorough explained all aspects of the issue of affordability; Simply
put, current material costs and land evaluations will still make any building on this property not particularly
affordable for young families. These days are gone.

I wish to still express my support for this development.
Thank you again,

Sincerely,

West Vancouver BC
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Sent: Wednesday, November 6, 2019 4:07 PM
To: MayorandCouncil
Cc: peter@quma.ca
Subject: Tantalus

I was surprised by the decision of council to fail to allow Tantalus Gardens to go ahead. In order to maintain that space
as community space it would require the community/District of West Vancouver to purchase it. They had ample time to
do that as it was for sale for almost two years.

The owner has done his due diligence. He has engaged with council and the community. I am a home owner and have
no problem with alternative types of housing in this area. We do have to consider more than our own personal
interests, It is not a large number of people who oppose this.

Meanwhile the building falls further into disrepair. When I attended church, there were rats in the building. It would
take a lot of money to restore the building. No one came forward to do so. It is not fair to complain after the fact.

I hope you will let this project move forward in the future. It is the right thing to do.

Sent from my iPhone

\s\Je cnc-ouvc
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Sent: Thursday, November 7, 2019 7:57 AM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: Tantalus Gardens Project

I am writing to express my disappointment in the recent decision regarding the Tantalus Gardens Project near
Horseshoe Bay. I live about from the site. Increased density is something that is seriously needed
in West Vancouver, and the Tantalus project was an ideal example of how to proceed in this direction. My
feeling is that is a modest proposal in size, well designed and suited to the site. I can understand that residents
living adjacent to the property have concerns about increasing density next to their own properties but that is
something that is going to have to happen throughout West Vancouver. The Tantalus project is an excellent
example of how to achieve this. Discussions about keeping the property for use as a church or other community
space seem to me to have arisen only as a way to prevent the project from happening, and are without serious
merit.

West Vancouver B.C.

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

(11)(p)



From: Kent at HUB Cycling <kent@bikehub.ca>
Sent: Friday, November 1, 2019 12:15 PM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: Last chance to match your donation!

Viw this email in your brow’r

What a response!

We almost raised $10,000 towards our Climate Fund but ran a little short.

Our fantastic enigmatic donor has agreed to extend the matching offer till Nov 3 and is

now challenging us to raise $12,000!

HUB Supporter can I count on your support to help raise $12,000 by Nov 3?

CHIP IN To FIGHTCUMATE CHANGE

People who ride bikes in BC are ready for change. Bikes are a key part of our climate

friendly future. And we demand more bikes!

Help us build a $12,000 climate fund today for a climate friendly future full of bikes!

HUB Cycling Climate fund

0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000 12000

Just $250 puts a volunteer group to work for 2 months. $120 broadcasts your message

and thousands more to government decision makers.

CHIP IN TO FIGHT CLIMATE CHANGE

(12)(a)



Thank you for chipping in to fight climate change by getting more people cycling more

often.

Kent MacWilliam

Giving Manager

HUB Cycling

PS: We have one more day to reach our goal ot $12,000, help by donating today!

Copyright © 2079 HUB Cycling, All rights reseived.

You are receiving this email because you wished to stay up to date on Bike Events, Bike Advocacy, and

Bike Education in Metro Vancouver.

Our maiHng address is:

HUB Cycling

312 Main (2nd Floor)

Vancouver. BC V6A 2T2

Canada

Add us to your address book

This email was sent to mayorandcouncil@westvancouver.ca. Want to change how you receive these

emails?

You can update your preferences or unsubscribe from this list.

Your Cycling connecton
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From:
Sent: Friday, November 1, 2019 4:02 PM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: Measures and Bylaws directed to lower GHG Emmissions

Dear Mayor and Council of West Vancouver,

I would like to thank and support you for the measures you are proposing directed to lowering GHG emissions, which I
read about in the recent North Shore news. If I can give you any assistance in your efforts, I would be very glad to do so.
I would also like to be advised of further meetings on this matter.

With best wishes,

(4 ttre- X
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From:
Sent: Saturday, November 2, 2019 10:34 AM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: Thousands of Britons invited to climate crisis citizens assembly

Dear Mayor and Council,

West Vancouver needs to follow UK example explained in this article to achieve our new commitments on preventing
catastrophic climate breakdown.
I have already spoken with Councillor Soprovich on this and I am in possession of detailed completed results from
District in City of London from a Councillor - happy to share with City of West Vancouver.
Please ask.

take-part-climate-crisis-citizens
assembly?CMP=sha re_btn_link_; !7Ybluo8KqETyPA! LffFKEr2XSwrmWxlnRGuivh7EvO27D73G POKJShsBGbm Fv4Km2ja Du
DXHca44OCH2E5OHuiOa_yk$

West Vancouver BC
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Hello All, 

 
Wednesday, November 6, 2019 3:43 PM 
MayorandCouncil 
Nina Leemhuis 
Volcanoes in Arctic Ocean and n Antarctica, Greenland ... melting ice above ... 

Sad to read of your mindsets>>action 'committee' toward 'saving us from Global Warming. 
So many 'mongers', so little accurate understandings. 'West Van is going to change' .. Dream on. ; 

Remarks from naive innocents at your session re G.W. say the world is flat, we wlll fall off the 
edge. Well, not knew from the average non-investigator. Reality is far far different. 

Below are links explaining why oceans are warming, their currents changing, wind/weather 
will do so, as well,as dissimilar pressure waves become fewer, or greater, bringing changes 
to ..... you guessed it....climattic conditions worldwide. Stopping war explosions might assist 
a bit. West Van? How foolish. 

https://www.iceagenow.com/Volcanoes in Arctic Ocean.htm 

Scientists Excited by Arctic Ocean Ridge Volcanoes 
http://www.sul Ii van-county.com/nfO/ep/la times. htm 

http://gcaptain.com/sea-ice-di min ished-much-faster-cl imate-models-
an ticipated/?u tm source=feedburner&utm medium=feed&utm campaign=Feed%3A+Gcaptain+%28gCaptain. 
com%29 

https://istina.msu.ru/conferences/presentations/ l 24156816/ 

https://www.greenandgrowing.org/mantle-plume-melts-antarctica/ 

Great Flood A'Coming? Scientists Alarmed by 'Ominous' Sounds of Melting Antarctic lee 

Read up on Lomonosov Ridge and Gakkel Ridge, the latter longer and higher than the Alps. 
It's volcanic cones reach to wihin 500' of Arrctic Ocean surface. These are continuants of 
the Mid Atlantic Ridge, Iceland over NE Greenland, then eventually to Siberian seas. 
When the volcanoes are active, they melt the floor of glaciers, which slither to ocean on 
'grreased-skids': water. 

https://sputniknews.com/science/20190212 1072333808-nasa-second-crater-green land/ 

Aquatic Apocalypse: Melting Antarctic Ice Could Plunge Today's Cities Underwater 

Fire Down Below: Mantle Plume Supervolcano Melting Antarctic Ice 

From volcanic fires below: 
https://sputniknews.com/world/201902231072679814-iceberg-break-off-antcu-ctic-shelf/ 

s. 22(1)
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http://aer.narfu.ru/archive/?ELEMENT ID=2979 l l 

http://www.biomedsearch.com/n ih/ Arctic-Ocean-hydrothermal-acti vity-Gakkel/ l 4999274.html 

https://watchers.news/20 16/ I 0/23/earthquake-gakkel-ridge-vokano-north-pole-october-20 l 6/ 

Enough for now. Please start to do your homework. Your sllly thoughts about what W Van 
being involved shows those that believe MSM prpaganda news for capitalist changes, are 
born and work, ..... only on April Fool's Day. 

Sincerely, 
 

 
West Vancouver, 

 

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

 
Thursday, November 7, 2019 9:15 AM 
MayorandCouncil; Nina Leemhuis 
Western Interior Seaway Global Warming Ice Melts 

Sent to assist avoidance of 'The Sky Will Fall, W Van must help': 

Most of you may not be aware of these facts. 

First is 'Our fluid-natural nuclear Earth' & plates: disruptions: 
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Western Interior Seaway 

Second is 'Our creature-natural Human Mindsets: disruptions: 
https ://www.geopolitica.ru/en/artide/secret-orig ins-first -worl ct-war 

Both extracted completely away from junk-prop fed to us from school & beyond. 

Sincerely, 
 

 
West Van 

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

 
Thursday, November 7, 2019 12:39 PM 
MayorandCouncil; Nina Leemhuis 
Further ..... polar volcanism & magnetics . ..linked. 

This will conclude mails on-subject. Increasing volcanism both poles throws 
up molten iron as part of the material mix. Added, plates moving over plumes. 

Not only does increasing polar volcanism melt surfaces, it shifts mag-poles. 
Now, both factoids are occurring at increased activity. Newly found, related. 
Note closing paragraph. 

https :/ /theextinctionprotocol. word press.com/2012/ 1 0/08/ shifting-dynamism-earths-outer-layers-may-be
drifting-over-molten-core-in-po lar-wander/ 

Killary and willy-willy made their money on 'confidence & protection' schemes. 
Al Gore made his money on 'speaker-fees' and books. Both families 'happy', 
while manipulating truths. An Ammie-Anglo continuum. 

 
 

West Van 

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)
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From:
Sent: Friday, November 1, 2019 10:16 AM
To: MayorandCouncil
Cc:

Subject: Fwd: Major Breaking News on 5G and Cell Phones

from mainstream sources; no conspiracy theories here!!
Please inform yourselves more; council supposed yo protect our health

W141 UtCU C.

Begin forwarded message:

From:
Subject: Major Breaking News on 5G and Cell Phones
Date: November 1, 2019 at 8:45:26 AM PDT
To:
Reply-To:

ENVIRONMENTAL
— HEALTH TRUST

National Toxicology Program

October31, 2019

Cell Phone Radio Frequency Radiation Studies

HhSd*ncas*H1*tS

“Our results and the results of other
experiments suggest that non-thermal
exposure of cells or whole organisms to
RFR may result in measurable genotoxic
effects”

“In conclusion, these results suggest
that exposure to RFR is associated with
an increase in DNA damage.”

-US National Toxicology Program

US Government: Cell Phone Radiation is Associated with DNA Damage

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)
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The scientific findings from the $30 M US National Institutes of Health study
found DNA damage in both mice and rats. The study was just published in
Environmental and Molecular Mutagenesis. READ MORE

1
We Have No Reason to Believe 5G
Is Safe
Op-ed by Dr. Joel Moskowitz, in Scienhfic
American on the health risks of 5G, calling
for an immediate moratorium on the
deployment of 5G technology, and the need
for biologically-based RE exposure limits.

‘The 1)angcrous Ptish
Technology In School

The High Risk of Wireless Tech in
Schools
0-ed by Dr. Davis in the International
Business Times questioning the tech-driven
focus in schools. If there ever were a
Trojan Horse of public education, it is
stabled with technologists...

1°h
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Read More Read More

Heolth and Safety Best Practices
for Digital Devices in the Classroom

B. eaare of proper positioning when using dnvirns

Keep shoulders level

Knees of e right oegl

Feet totem the toor

French Authorities: Cell Phones
Should be Tested at Body Contact
New measures to protect consumers
are called for in a joint press release
issued after the health authority
issued a report on the radiation
excesses of tested phones.

Students should.
Use devises sealed upright.
Maintain approprioln dislancn tram the screen
Keep monclars of or near eye level

Questions After Maryland Issues
Best Practices for Screens
The Maryland Department of
Education issued the first of its kind
US state guidance but omits blue
light and radiation health effects.

Read More
Read More
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Europe and America have a Right
to Know About #5G Cell Phone
Safety
Op-ed by Theodora Scarato on the tact that
phones violate radiation limits at body
contact. Apple removed clear instructions.
Why?

Read More

Medical Doctors Release Position
Papers on 5G
Read the Belgium Doctors 5G
Appeal here.
Read about the Cyprus Medical Association
and Children’s Health Committee 5G
Position paper submitted to
Parliament here.

Read More
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b
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Cyprus Launches Wireless
Radiation Awareness Campaign
Public buses, posters, brochures and
videos highlight the slogan: ‘Don’t Irradiate
Me: Learn How to Protect Me.”

Read More

Environmental Review For 5G
A Win! The US Court of Appeals tor the
District of Columbia Circuit overturned the
FCC’s order.

Read More
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Blue Light From Screens Harms
The Eyes.

The French Agency for Food,
Environmental and Occupational Health &
Safety (ANSES) has issued a new
report reviewing the scientific evidence on
health impacts from blue light, including
vision loss and damaged sleep. Blue light is
emitted from LED lights and screens of cell
phones, aptops and digital devices.

Read More

Hospital Launches Initiative to
Minimize Wireless Radiation
Exposures to Children.
The Archbishop Makarios Ill Hospital in
Cyprus launched a project to minimize cell
phone and wireless radiation exposure to
pediatric patients. Wi-Fi is disabled and
replaced with ethernet connections in the
Pediatric Intensive Care unit and Neonatal
unit. Parents are educated.

Read More

The French Agency for Food,
Environmental and Occupational Health &
Safety confirms the repeated association of
health effects (childhood leukemia) from
exposure to extremely low-frequency
electromagnetic fields (ELF-EMF).

Read More

New York just introduced a bill to study 5G.
Louisiana, Oregon and New Hampshire
have passed legislation to study wireless,
5G and health effects. Over 67 Cities in
Italy have passed resolutions to halt 5G.
Several countries are preparing reports on
5G.

Read Mote

2019 Report On The Health Effects
Of Exposure To ELF-EM F

Worldwide Goviments and US
States Take Action on 5G



Want a summary of the environmental and human
health impacts of 5G?

Watch EHT Executive Director present the first in
a series of educational videos to educate and
elevate. Please watch share and support our work
by joining Patreon to be a part of these webinars.

Watch the Video

Dr. Anthony Miller 5G Interview

Listen to Dr. Miler share why hundreds of
scientists are calling for a moratorium on 5G.

Dr. Miller has published over 600 peer reviewed
research studies in environmental health.

Watch the Video

—— —. ..

—
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Large and Small Posters 5G

EHT created a large poster (24 by 36) you can use
for presentations on 5G or when you set up a table
at a local fair.

Increased radiation, increased energy use, privacy
violations and lowered property value are listed.
Stay tuned as we will soon release more.

We also created factsheets for regular paper 8.5
by 1 1 in color and black and white.
Download Posters

Educational Webinar on 5G

5G, Your Heatth
And The
Environment 11 5GYourHeatj

Environment



EHT I P0 Box 58, Teton Village, WY $3025

pPxp1i1 I About Constant Contact

Sent by info@ehtrust.org in collaboration with

Constant Contact, :
Try email markefing for free today

Resources on 5G

Cell Towers at School Resources

Wifi in School Resources

s. 22(1)



From:
Sent: Friday, November 1, 2019 11:17AM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: Community Support and Quoting Correctly

Honorable Mayor and Council Members,

The scope of a project can have a significant impact on the neighbourhood and adjacent homes.
LACK of community support is a very important factor.
Recommended changes can make a difference and fit in with the neighbourhood character.

There is a judiciary responsibility to quote the FACTS as they have been presented previously and Respectful
Behaviour when time for independant expression of opinion.

Sincerely,

W,L

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)
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November 2, 2019
1010-20-19-056

To Mayor and Council,

This letter is in response to the applicant’s request to keep their sport court, created in the
absence of appropriate permits at 993 Sinclair St.

Every district resident is responsible for obtaining the appropriate building permits before
undertaking any construction project. The sport court in question has significant implications
(environmental, setback, neighbours etc. ) and we are surprised that the applicants were
naïve to the permit process when they had just installed a very large swimming pool with
permits.

This becomes a matter of why do the rules even exist if they are so easily broken with no
consequences? Who is paying for this process? The District of West Vancouver becomes
ineffectual if there is no enforcement of the rules. This issue has already been corrosive in our
community; asking residents to stand-up to uphold the law and speak against a fellow resident
will further divide our previously close community.

Again, with the applicants either disregarding or outright defying district law, I am surprised
that this has not been handled internally by the District. Consultation with fellow residents
occurs before one builds, allowing time for thoughtful discussion and a true process whereby
all residents are “heard” prior to build. With the sport court now in place, this becomes a
matter for District solely. Your laws have not been adhered to. The decision (pardon the pun)
should be in your court not ours. Make your decision based on policy and procedures already
in place, not based upon a neighbourhood “popularity contest”.

C.IIiI.iT11L
s. 22(1)
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From:
Sent: Sunday, November 3, 2019 1:58 PM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: About 19-056

Dear Sir/Madam,
How are you?

We received the letter about public consideration: 993 Sinclair Street (proposed environmental
development permit 19-056: retention of existing sports court).
We went to 993 Sinclair Street to see the sports court. The court was built in the yard and did not
occupy the space of McDonald Creek.
So in our opinion, the sports court may be kept for children’s fun.

Great regards,
Sincerely

West Vancouver
BC

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)
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NCvMI’ihe/v& 7Q/7
To Mayor and CouncU,

101 O-20’-l 9-056

S. 22(1) are writing with concern about the appeal to keep the sport court at
993 Sinclair Street constructed shortly after the complicated, two-year, build of a
very large pool (built with permits.)

s. 22(1) we have never spoken out on this subject until now. However, the
example at 993 sets a dangerous precedent: allowing for all future builders to
disregard and endanger the salmon-bearing creek. Overall, it’s setting an unfair
standard for the neighborhood.

We trust that our names and identities wilt be protected as district has
outlined, as this has already been a sadly fractious development for our
neighborhood. Many are concerned as to what extent 993 Sinclair would go to win
this fight.

Viewing Google Earth, the construction for the court, combined with the pool and
deck, appears to leave no vegetative corridor at alt next to McDonald Creek. (This
creek is host to DFO & WV Streamkeepers salmon-spawning habitat projects as
well as a plethora of other salmon rehabilitation programs.)

Our concerns are around:
A. A flawed governing system in which neighbours are required to speak out
against 993 Sinclair in order to uphold the idea of fair rules. Neighbours deciding on
this outcome is creating discord and grief in the community. (Several families were
too uncomfortable to speak out against a neighbor with much wealth and
presumed influence.)

B. The basic lack of consideration: both for the environmental need for Riparian
Forest to corridor any salmon-bearing creek ç,vital part of BC’s ecosystem); but
also a lack of consideration towards The loss of natural
vegetation is also a loss of soft surfacing and sound barrier. Thus the newly built
expanse of pool, deck, and sDort-court. now reflects all noise. then amolified along
the creek. Neighbors S. 22(1)

now bothered by reflected raucous noise. We are very sad that families are not
enjoying the previous peaceful sounds of the creek in their own property.

C. 993’s proposal to keep their court on the ecologically vulnerable creek, against
creek by-laws, but to pay compensation money to a environmental foundation is
fundamentally and morally wrong. This is a “buy out.”
Buy Outs for breaking the law, create a corrupt governing system that caters to
those with very deep pockets and a sense of entitlement, and needless to say, is
completely unfair to all the other neighbors.

re

(15)(c)



D. The future of Sinclair Street and its creeks: this Sport Court sets the precedent
for all future building and decides what will become of Sinclair Street and the
salmon-bearing creeks. If this court remainsDreeks and their protection are
null & void.

Quite frankly if one wants the entirety of their backyard to be developed into a
swimming pool, deck, and sports court, eradicating most of the nature requited for
a creek, it would make sense to live in the British Properties, Caulfeild or any of the
many other areas of West Vancouver: places where plenty of space is available to
do so legally.

Or conversely, anyone living on Sinclair Street can happily enjoy the WV
Community Center right around the cornet for sport court activities, with excellent,
inclusive programs for evety child, fie: autistic, ADHD, physically challenged, etc).
Such as ACCESS services. Moreover, it is understood_the family at 993 are

d enjoy the manys.22(1)

excellent sport courts and other facilities available to them.

s.22(1)

s.22(1)We know many familie have chosen their home specifically
because of the creek: backyards here are protected pockets of nature, peaceful
and beautiful. The children play up and down the creeks, connecting families to
each other and the environment, return of salmon, trout, a rich variety of
birds, and all the creatures a ripanan creek should host. pair of
Bald Eagles that have started to nest and raise babies along_McDonald Creek for
three years now - the Eagles’ nest is enjoyed by all people come
from all over just to see them. ft seems that the creek’s environmental protection
has been working.

s.22(1)

s.22(1)

As it turns out, the creeks have been even more healing than we could have
guessed: There are several families living S. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

S. 22(1) to name a few. Many families state their backyard and creek
are a sanctuary and remedy for these challenges. Science has proven that being in
nature can be excellent medicine., even proving that two hours a day in nature can
be more effective than prescription medicine in a study of children with ADHD and
anxiety, (American Public Health Study).

In summation, there is a fair community expectancy for our backyards and these
important creeks to be sustained and protected equally amongst all. Legislation
and scientists from provincial levels decide the rules on this, not individual
builders.



s.22(1)w citizens buy and sell our homes, pay taxes, live out our lives and
retire, believing that we will all be operating under the same ruleE
and held equally accountable.

s. 22(1)

With a fair system upheld and in place, we can look forward to returning to build a
harmonious and connected neighbourhood.

We sincerely thank you all who have been involved for your time and consideration
in this matter

s. 22(1)



Monday, November 4, 2019 12:50 PM
MayorandCouncil
Sharon Thompson; Peter Lambur; Heather Keith
993 Sinclair Street - Proposed Environmental Development Permit 1 9-056

and I are both opposed to the granting of an Environmental Development Permit to provide for the retention of a
sport court structure within 15 m of the Top of the Bank of McDonald Creek at 993 Sinclair St.

s. 22(1)McDonald Creek runs through____________________________ As part of
worked closely with the District to ensure that the habitat on either side of the creek was enhanced

tnrougrl toe removal of invasive plants and replacing them with native ones. For exampli :prefeired the
has it had before we commenced but were a....
which we did.

To grant this Permit is not applying the regulations on a consistent basis nor is it respecting the delicate environment of
McDonald Creek. Further the granting of a Permit after the installation of the sports court promotes a community where it
becomes easier to ask for forgiveness than permission — in other words anarchy.

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

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

Dear Mayor and Council

1010-20-19-056

S. 22(1)

5.22(1)

s. 22(1)
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To: Mayor and Council Nov 4, 2019
District of West Vancouver

Re : Policy Change

Per the North Shore News your council has directed staff to proceed with work in a positive
manner leading to cutting carbon emission, through bylaw changes and better use of lands, etc

There is a unique situation nearby where municipally owned land presently has minimal value, yet it
could become valuable. This refers to your land adjacent to 580 - 18th St, owned by the “Legion “.

Could council direct staff to investigate whether this land could recover its true value. Let me
explain this suggestion.

The “Legion” should approach the Municipality of West Vancouver regarding any substantial
development of their site, whether requesting extension of their lot beyond present limits, or not.
If this were to be instigated they would be exposed to legal costs, fees, and preparatory charges
which undoubtedly would amount to beyond their approved budget, considering the risk.

In view of the probable enhancing of this property value if it lead to valued development on the
amalgamated site could you direct staff to evaluate this possibility. Normally there would be
concern as to arms length dealing and personal gains, which should not be of concern here.

Ultimately such a site would fit for a non-profit organization, perhaps a 12 storey mass wood building
which would fit the carbon criteria while providing space for the Legion, for emergency response
locals, and much needed workforce rentals. Opportunity knocks !!

There is no personal involvement in this project; I am a member of the Legion but am not acting
on their behalf, merely as a concerned North Shore citizen for 65 years

Submitted by

________________________

North Vancouver

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1) s. 22(1)
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From: l’b
Sent: Monday, November 4, 2019 10:19 PM
To: MayorandCouncil; Kristi Merilees
Subject: Fwd: disaster zone

Construction update From .

Living here is awful - loud - polluted - so many construction vehicles left here for weeks - 24/7.
It’s like the contractors were on good behaviour and leaving things in a reasonable way in the
beginning - but now they are just used to this being a full on contruction zone. There is a place
to park vehicles and machines down at 31 and Marine but I guess it’s just easier to leave them
here.
The roads are ugly and awful.
The signs say roads are closed when they aren’t. It’s pretty confusing. Every single time

And I need it. There are holes, and tractors
and lots of pipes. There are many, many drivers that don’t know where they are going. Who
would?

- it’s loud
It’s ugly -

It’s on going
It is ruining my house (and others) with all the dirt and the digging. We have had to replace two
rain shower heads from debris pelting through them when the water was shut off. I can’t tell you
how many times I have had to wash my car and I even had so much dirt in the

. The guy at the dealership explained it was a build up of debris. J
don’t doubt it. There is no shortage of dust and gravel flying around.

I found a big dead squirrel yesterday. There are quite a lot of displaced animals I am
noticing. They are probably packing up and moving. I sure wish I could. It’s too noisy around here.

The shaking is only going to increase as the dynamite gets closer.
No one can park - I have to travel to meetings now. No one wants to come to my house. Too
hard to get through the construction. Too noisy.

but she wanted to go back early. She couldn’t get any rest here. It’s
true.

No one can sleep in or take a nap or work or think during the day.
This is stressful and awful.
We wanted to list our house and it’s impossible. Who would live here???

And what is this all for? Honestly?

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)
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The city has not been honest about the BPP deal. When I mentioned it, I was told I was
dreaming. I sure wish I was.

There was and is a big hole - it has been there for weeks. I almost
wished a kid fell in it at Hallowe’en. We could have got that in the papers. But no one really
cares about the residence between Marine Drive all the way up to the highway on exit
seven. We are just a few residents that “only care about our private landscaping on city
property.” Can you believe they called us that?
This is not living in West Vancouver - a peaceful enclave - where we pay high taxes - this is
living in hell.

This is unbelievable and awful.

- I have an idea... City of West Vancouver, or BPP - why
don’t you just buy it and use it as the parking lot and office you are already trying to use it
for’? It could be your presentation centre.

Maybe some of the workers LIVING in their cars (absolutely true) Could have a house to live
in?

How much longer will we be subjected to this hell? If you say this is going to last through next
summer I am going to faint.

Will the level of the water of the creek be affected? If so why didn’t you just have the guts
to re-route the creek all together. A reduced creek will be a mere trickle

NOT a good situation. I will still have and I will not have a creek that can clean itself out.
But I guess, to find this out, I have to take time out of my job to go down to city hall or go to a town hall
meeting for hours and hours and in the end you will just do what ever you like any way. And the reason is: It’s
operational.

And why aren’t you at least - at the very least burying the power lines?? When will there
ever be TWELVE FOOT DEEP HOLES open like this again???

The tamping sounds, the construction vehicles and the constant beeping would make the sanest
person mad.

I am mad.

West Vancouver, BC

Sent from my iPhone

s. 22(1)
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From:
Sent: Thursday, November 7, 2019 9:40 AM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: Five Creeks Diversion Project

November 7th - posting from the “war correspondent” on the front lines of the Five Creeks Diversion project.

Yesterday they almost got - it took 7 hours of head banging hammering,
... one day at a time - right?

My husband and I have to stand next to each other to talk. We’ve be-friended (in sort) the British Pacific
Properties sub-contracting crew. Even though they’re employed by the enemy they’re our life-line, we can’t

. While work is done , we
park down the way even though they did say that with advance notice they would

In the evenings we knowing that by 7:30 in the
morning the .

There’s no sleeping in, there’s no having morning coffee in bed and watching the news. The windows vibrate
and the sound of the hammering exceeds the volume on the television. There is no where in the house to go,
the lower level which is built on that rock is even worse.

Yesterday on my walk I couldn’t because of and I
couldn’t leave through . I considered walking
through the pipe

It’s only 9:30 in the morning and I’m already ready to scream at someone ... anyone!

West Vancouver, B.C.

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

 
Thursday, November 7, 2019 4:24 PM 
MayorandCouncil 
Five Creeks Diversion project 

This morning after 4 hours of hammering I had to run away from home. 

I couldn't focus on what to cook for dinner, watch a movie, read a book - nothing but head banging noise. My 
poor husband was given a lecture about bringing sand into the kitchen which I had just swept and an hour 

· later I realized that I did the same thing. 

The crew can't even look at me and I can't look at them. It was probably not a good idea to drive I was so 
distracted. 

I ended up at Ambleside beach for 3 hours of solitude feeling very much like a displaced person. 

You can't meet a friend because at a point your tolerance level becomes such that I don't want to talk 
about the disaster on Mathers Avenue and I don't have the patience to listen to anything they say. 

I had to park a block and a half away and carried two bags of groceries home. One of the flag people 
shadowed me through the construction site but no one offered to carry my bags. 

Once home I realized that they had still only just gotten  and they were still breaking up rock. 

I do hope they put a nice memorial at the new Rodgers Creek and Cypress Village devevlopement and of 
course in Council Chambers thanking the people of West Bay-Reut for their sacrifice. 

 
 

West Vancouver, B.C. 
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00S5-W vccIFrom: West Vancouver Chamber of Commerce <info@westvanchamber.com>
Sent: Tuesday, November 5, 2019 5:35 PM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: Business After Business Networking Event - November

View this email in your browser

West Vancouver chamber of Commerce
Presents...

VET (IlAMBLll OU
V ii F V E It CoMM [1 II

BUSINESS AFTEP BUSINESS

JOIN US AT

Kay Meek Theatre
1700 Mathers Aye, West Vancouver, BC
Date: Wednesday Nov 20th, 2019

Time: 5:3opm - 7:00 pm

RESERVE YOUR SPOT TODAY

Register Now

Members and non-members get the opportunity to learn about other
businesses in the community & meet potential customers and partners.

Fun, informal, and opportunity to trade a few business cards!

Members $15

Non-Members $25 . ...

• .

(18)(a)



About our Host: Kay Meek Arts Centre offers world-class arts experiences and

performance venues for audiences in West Vancouver and the North Shore. The

500-seat Grosvenor Theatre and the 150-seat Studio Theatre feature touring

international artists and local productions, with over 350 events per year.

Exclusive offer for Chamber Members:

KAY
1EEK

RTS CENTRE

Following “Business after Business”

at Kay Meek Arts Centre, Chamber

members are invited to attend the

7:30 performance of the hit

comedy Person of

Interest starring Melody A.

Johnson.

Tickets are available at a 25%

discount with the Promotion

Code CHAMBER25.

How to book your seats:

You can purchase by phone at 604-981-6335 or online at this link:

Person of Interest. When prompted for the code, enter CHAMBER25 and

the price will be adjusted at check-out. This exclusive discount applies to the

November 20th performance only.
* You are not required to attend the networking event to t)e eligible to attend this performance.



By attending our networkiHg events you can develop valuable connections that lead

to business growth and personal success. Access Chamber benefits only available to

members.

]l4ei1zbi’s1uJ) paysjorztsef..

We are located at:
2235 Marine Drive
West Vancouver, BC V7V I K5
Email:
info@westvancharnber.com
Phone:

604-926-6614

Want to change how you receive these ernails?
You can update your preferences or unsubscribe from this list

Copyriqht ) 2019 West Vancouver ‘hamber of (omrnercc, Att riqhts reserved.

JO112 iiott’!



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

0055- wVcc) 
West Vancouver Chamber of Commerce <info@westvanchamber.com> • 

Thursday, November 7, 2019 5:33 PM 

MayorandCouncil 
.Christmas Dinner & Auction 

West Vancouver Chamber of Commerce 

West Vancouver 

View this email in your 
browser 

Chamber 
Of Commerce I 

Serving the Communities 
Of West Vancouver And Bowen Island 

(18)(b)



COME CELEBRATE THE SEASON 

Early bird sales until Nov 24th 
Ticket sales close Dec 1st 

Member - $ 125 (a fter Nov 24th - $ 150) 
Non-Member - $ 140 (after Nov 24th - $ 165) 

Cocktail reception, Heads & Tails, Silent & Live Auction, DY 

TICKETS AVAILABLE ONLIN E 

WWW . WESTVANCHAMBER. C OM 

Join us at our annual Christmas Dinner & Auction. Champagne 

reception followed by a fabulous buffet dinner, silent & live auction. 

Early bird sales available until Sunday November 24th. 

Ticket sales close December 1st. 

--- ---- - --~ - -- - I 
Buy Now 

Thank you to our evening Sponsor, British Pacific Properties 



CJ 
Chamfier 

I or Commerce I 
5m+>f1'-Q-m1'N'H,t 

(fl'lnl l)YOL.\,t,rl •"-huu 

loin now! 

By attending our networking events you can develop 

valuable connections that lead to business growth and 

personal success. Access Chamber benefits only available 

to members. 

Membership pays for itself .. 

SPONSORSHIP OPPORTUNITIES 
Promote your business and help support the 

Chamber. Sponsor an event! 

The West Vancouver Chamber of Commerce offers a 

variety of sponsorship opportunities that provide your 

business with the chance to be front and center in our 

community. Sponsors are an important part of our 

events! For further info: SPONSORSHIP 

f Facebook 

w Twitter 

c:J Website 

@ lnstagram 

in Linked In 

Copyright© 2019 West Vancouver Chamber of Commerce, All rights reserved. 
You are receiving this email because you opted in at our website. 

Our mailing address is: 
West Vancouver Chamber of Commerce 

2235 Marine Drive 
West Vancouver, Be V7V 1 K5 

Canada 

Add us to your address book 

Want to change how you receive these emails? 
You can update your preferences or unsubscribe from this list 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

HUB Cycling <web@bikehub.ca> 
Thursday, November 7, 2019 12:00 PM 
MayorandCouncil 
November Bike Bulletin 

View this email in your browser 

Your Cycling Connection 

UPDATES 

Fall Bike to Work Week 

Success! More than 5,500 people from 927 organizations cycled more than 304,450 km 

and saved more than 66,000 Kilograms of Greenhouse gases. That's about how much 330 

Grizzly Bears weigh, so, a lot of Greenhouse gases! 

Read Bike to Work W eek Results 

(19)



, ................................................................................................................................................................................ .......... . 

State of Cycling 

HUB Cycling's State of Cycling team has mapped every 

bike route across Metro Vancouver, devised a 

classification system and is currently hard at work pulling 

all the data and information together to create the final 

report. 

Read Preliminary Results 

Bike to Work Success Story 

Cycling with a Buddy: Alex and Juliet cycle 35 km from 

their homes in East Vancouver to their workplaces in 

Surrey. Read on for their tips and tricks! 

Read More 

20 in 20 Infrastructure Challenge 

Check out Quick Fixes to bicycle routes completed by 

the municipalities across Metro vancouver including 

improved signage, removing bollards and adding conflict 

paint. 

Learn More 

GET INVOLVED 



We're hiring a Giving Manager 

HUB Cycling seeks a creative and 

entrepreneurial Giving Manager to plan, 

execute, and manage an annual giving 

strategy. Interested in fundraising work 

with a great not-for-profit? 

Apply Now 

Donate to HUB Cycling and make biking better. 
HUB Supporter, we need your help! Will you join our core group of supporters and help 

develop better, safer and more accessible road conditions for bicycling across BC? 

i 

DONATE NOW 

EVENTS 

MEC Discount Night 

Card-carrying members of HUB Cycling get great 

benefits like discounts at bike shops, deals on car and 

bike sharing and 10% off at MEC during the MEC Club 

Night on Thursday, November 21. Don't have a 

membership? Join HUB now. 

RSVP Now 

Photo Album: Fall Bike to Work Week 

Rain or shine - 5,500 people were on the bike lanes this 

Bike to Work Week. Check out the Facebook album! 

.............................................................................................................................................................................................. 



View Photo Album 

OUR SUPPORTERS 

downfown vancouver 

R I C II J\RD S 
BUELL 

SUTT ON.., 

• - JUMP 
~ 

C ~ PRESS 
CAP I TAL MANA<itMtNT e 
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CYCLE CITY 
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C... GEAR 

,:,exodus 
li:;l travels O auadReal 

-€VO 
CAR S HARE 

~ 
SIDESADDLE 

<><'> westbank -■- ~ 'XI ..iifiiFTITroad 

JOIN HUB AS A MEMBER 

HUB Cycling members create a strong, unified voice to ensure decision-makers know 

there is demand for safer, more connected bike routes for people of all ages and abilities 

and better education for all road users. 

JOIN NOW 

0 0 
Copyright© 2019 HUB Cycling, All rights reserved. 

You are receiving this email because you wished to stay up to date on Bike Events, Bike Advocacy, and 

Bike Education in Metro Vancouver. 



Our mailing address is: 

HUB Cycling 

312 Main (2nd Floor) 

Vancouver, BC V6A 2T2 

Canada 

Add us to your address book 

This email was sent to mayorandcouncil@westvancouver.ca. Want to change how you receive these 

emails? 

You can update your preferences or unsubscribe from this list. 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

 
Thursday, November 7, 2019 7:56 PM 
MayorandCouncil 
A read 'To Know' before Monday, a very White Poppy Day. 

For you before "Cenotaph Monday". 

The moral: General Smedley Butler, US Marine, WWI.: 

"Every War is a Banker's War'. Not "Protect Democracy" ... ,,then poppies. 

Always with us: "Follow The Money' 

https ://www.historynet.com/ devils-bargain-germany-and-rnssia-before-wwii.htm 
Russian Orthodoxy in Germany was large and powerful. They hated Stalin. 

https://www.globalresearch.ca/us-war-story/5693726 

 
 

West Van 

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

(20)



o)
From: Katarzyna Chase
Sent: Friday, November 1, 2019 5:03 PM
To: jpurser@ranchogroup.com
Cc: MayorandCouncil; Sarah Almas
Subject; Strata Corporation EP55625 - “Evelyn Forest’s Edge 3-4” Council Request - 768/788

Arthur Erickson Place, West Vancouver B.C.
Attachments: WHOLE - Action - Rancho Management Services.pdf

Dear Ms. Purser,

Thank you for your correspondence addressed to Mayor and Council regarding concerns related to the alley
behind Park Royal North and the Evelyn buildings, which has been forwarded to me for review and response.
Staff have liaised with one of your members on multiple occasions, to gather information and provide updates
on staff action. Further to those conversations, staff response is included below.

A Call for Service has been entered, and Bylaw staff have reviewed the attached photographs, and have
conducted multiple site visits to review the various issues. In regards to your concerns about trucks loading and
unloading, the West Vancouver Noise Control Bylaw No 4404, 2005 outlines the allowable hours for loading and
unloading noise. Section 6.1.2 fd) prohibits noises or sounds from the loading and unloading of goods,
materials, machines, equipment, waste or garbage by any means on Sundays and holidays; and before 7:30 a.m.
or after 6:00 p.m. on any other day.

Staff have contacted the BC Liquor store, Loblaw’s City Market, and Steve Nash regarding the allowable hours
for noise associated with loading and unloading. A Bylaw Notice was subsequently issued for allowing loading
and unloading noise on one occasion where a contravention was confirmed by staff, and staff will continue to
review concerns as reported.

Staff have reviewed the attached photographs in relation to the solid waste containers, and agree that in some
of the photographs there is waste littered outside of the solid waste bins in contravention of the bylaw. Staff
have inspected the area on multiple occasions, and on those attendances have confirmed the areas around the
solid waste bins to be in an acceptable condition, but the cardboard was overflowing from one bin. In that case,
staff have reviewed the regulations with the responsible store operator and have been informed that cardboard
waste pick up will be increased, and if a pickup is missed, staff will store the cardboard waste out of sight.

In regards to your request for plastic lids on the containers, the Solid Waste Utility Bylaw No. 4740, 2012, Section
10.10.3 states: “Bulk containers shall be equipped with a self-locking, firmly fitting lid which will be closed
when not in use to prevent the accumulation of water within the container.” Staff have informed the
operator of this requirement, which is likely to also address your concerns about late night access to the bins
creating noise.

On October 02, 2109, staff conducted a noise reading of the HVAC units at the North side of Park Royal from
your members balcony. Due to the nature of the multiple units cycling on and off, noise readings were
challenging. Staff discussed the concerns with the Park Royal Operations Manager. After reviewing this with
your member, it was determined that attempts to conduct further noise readings are best to resume next
summer if the noise from the HVAC becomes an issue again.

Bylaw and Licensing Services will continue to respond to concerns regarding noise and solid waste in this area on
a complaint basis, escalating enforcement if required. Please contact Bylaw and Licensing Services directly by
calling 604-925-7152 or by emailing bylawdept@westvancouver.ca to report concerns, so that an on duty bylaw
officer can respond promptly.

(21)



Sincereiy,

Kasia Chase
Senior Bylaw Entorcement Officer District of West Vancouver
d: 604-925-7052 westvancouver.ca

This email and any files transmitted with it are considered confidential and are intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom
they are intended. If you are not the intended recipient or the person responsible for delivering the email to the intended recipient, be advised
that you have received this email in error and that any use, dissemination, forwarding, printing or copying of this email is strictly prohibited. If
you have received this email in error, please notify the sender immediately and delete all copies of this email and attachment(s). Thank you.
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