COUNCIL CORRESPONDENCE UPDATE TO SEPTEMBER 25, 2020 (8:30 a.m.)
Referred for Action
(1)

September 18, 2020, regarding “Public Transit to schools” (Referred for
consideration and response)

(2)

4 submissions, September 23, 2020, regarding Horseshoe Bay Streetscape
Work Complaint (Referred for consideration and response)

(3)

September 23, 2020, regarding “Wildfire Hazard DPA.Council Meeting
28th Sept 2020.” (Referred for consideration and response)

Referred for Action from Other Governments and Government Agencies
No items.
Received for Information
(4)

Committee and Board Meeting Minutes – Art Museum Advisory Committee
meetings July 2 and September 3, 2020; Arts Facilities Advisory Committee
meeting July 7, 2020; and Public Art Advisory Committee meetings July 28
and August 6, 2020

(5)

AccessBC, September 17, 2020, regarding “UBCM Resolutions on Provide
Universal No-Cost Coverage of Prescription Contraception”

(6)

Urban Tree Alliance, September 17, 2020, regarding “Discussion Paper:
Protection and Conservation of the Urban Tree Forest”

(7)

2 submissions, September 18 and 25, 2020, regarding Preliminary
Development Proposal for Inglewood Campus of Care

(8)

September 18, 2020, regarding Balcony Enclosures

(9)

September 18, 2020, regarding “New Arts Facility…”

(10)

4 submissions, September 19-24, 2020, regarding Anticoagulant Rodenticides

(11)

September 19, 2020, regarding “Compass Cohousing information”

(12)

September 20, 2020, regarding “LiDAR tree canopy study and Council report”

(13)

September 21, 2020, regarding “Hedge issue in West Vancouver”

(14)

HUB Cycling (2 submissions), September 21 and 22, 2020, regarding Cycling
Events and Advocacy

(15)

September 21, 2020, regarding “Lower Mainland Rail Rapid Transit”

(16)

September 21, 2020, regarding “Lies, Damned Lies and Health Statistics –
The Deadly Danger of False Positives -”

(17)

September 23, 2020, regarding “Attn: Mayor Booth and Council - Chemical
Spill in McDonald Creek”

(18)

Ambleside Dundarave Business Improvement Association,
September 23, 2020, regarding “ADBIA September Newsletter”

(19)

September 24, 2020, regarding “Horseshoe Bay September, 24th 2020”
(Horseshoe Bay Local Area Plan)
4125887v2

Received for Information from Other Governments and Government Agencies
(20)

P. Weiler, M.P. (West Vancouver-Sunshine Coast-Sea to Sky Country),
September 24, 2020, regarding “Deadline Reminder: Applications for the
Community Culture and Recreation & Rural and Northern Communities
Infrastructure Programs”

Responses to Correspondence
(21)

Manager of Bylaw & Licensing Services, September 22, 2020, response
regarding “West Vancouver Party of 200+”

(22)

Manager of Legislative Operations, September 22, 2020, response to Council
of Senior Citizens’ Organizations of B.C. regarding “Observation of the UN
International Day of Older Persons -October 1st”
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(1)
Mahssa Beattie

s. 22(1)

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

3200-02

Friday, September 18, 2020 5:04 PM
Gareth Rowlands; MayorandCouncil
Public Transit to schools

Dear Mr. Rowlands, Mayor, and Council,
I am writing to you as a concerned citizen regarding the poor availability of public transit options to the local schools
s. 22(1)
from the s. 22(1) neighbourhood. We have
children attending s. 22(1) different schools,
s.
22(1)
s.
22(1)
s.
22(1)
namely
,
, and
. They also take part in different activities in
Ambleside on a regular basis.
s. 22(1)
It is almost impossible to find a suitable schedule from our area
for them to get to school
s.
22(1)
s.
22(1)
or other activities on time, especially to
, but also to
. Not only are the schedules
s.
inconvenient but also there are very few options in terms of lines, with the only one close by being 22(1)
(which passes by
only once every hour). This school year, with the COIVD related changes and older kids having multiple classes that
require them to get home mid‐day to continue instruction online (because they are not allowed to remain in the school),
is proving to be a real challenge.

I have reached out to the Principal at s. 22(1) and he has told me that the very heavy traffic at the school continues to
be a major problem, but, despite reaching out to the District on many occasions, he hasn’t seen much improvement in
the years he has been in charge.
I know we are not the only family and neighbourhood affected by this situation, so I would like to know if the Transit
Department is considering any improvements around this issue. It would not only make parents’ lives easier and
promote independence among our young, but also greatly improve traffic around schools and contribute to a cleaner
environment for all.
Thank you for your time and consideration.
Kind regards,
s. 22(1)

Sent from Mail for Windows 10
s. 22(1)

West Vancouver, BC

s. 22(1)

(2)(a)
Mahssa Beattie

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

s. 22(1)

2560-03

Wednesday, September 23, 2020 10:41 AM
MayorandCouncil
Horseshoe Bay Gas Leak
IMG_5151.mov

Hello Mayor and Council, I’m a s. 22(1) Horseshoe Bay resident and I like so many other residents are really upset at how
the streetscape upgrade is going, I’m going to list issues in point form.
1. Almost no residents that actually live in Horseshoe Bay received the mail out from the district alerting us to all the
upcoming projects, I confirmed this on the Horseshoe community Facebook page, whereas people up by the golf course
and even out at stone cliff towards lions bay received it, I called John Calimente about this and he said they did a wide
area mail out and didn’t know why we didn’t receive it, after being alerted about this nothing was done to remedy the
situation. Also this project includes removing the curb bump outs between Bay Street and the alley on Royal in front of
the Galleries building, s. 22(1)
had to plant those and irrigate those as part of the agreement when it was built,
removing the bump outs meant s. rrigation had to be removed, we emailed about this to John Calimente and left
22(1)
messages, we never got a clear
er as to who was going to remove it and how, it’s tied into s. 22(1) so it has to
be done properly, I asked several of the contractors and nobody had a clear answer, i called John again right before the
start of the project and he said he’d get back to me about it, he never got back to me and a couple days later it was all
dug up and cut off, I called him again after this and he told me the contractor removed it and capped off the remaining
pipes, this should not have been addressed so carelessly, we did our due diligence by reaching out and got nothing in
the way of an informed answer in return.
2. Proper signage for this project was not setup, there’s no detour signs to tell cars how to get to businesses on Bay
Street, and there’s no bicycle detour signs, the bicycles are just riding straight down the sidewalk for two blocks now and
a lot of times really fast while there are pedestrians trying to walk, this is extremely dangerous.
3. The large steel track excavator on site is completely overkill, this has steel tracks which make an incredible amount of
noise when they move it, the district should have specified that a rubber track excavator be used given the amount of
residential units and commercial including restaurants with patios that are in such a small area, I will send you the video
of the machine moving in a separate email otherwise the file will be too large, the video highlights just how extremely
loud this machine is.
4. The site is unorganized and there’s only proper rental fencing around half of the site and the rest is pylons and caution
tape which are definitely not adequate, the project manager for the city should be all over this kind of stuff, it’s obvious
and it’s not proper.
5. This project is at least 6 more weeks until completion and for some reason they dumped a huge 15yard pile of stinky
top soil on the street yesterday afternoon, you can smell it bad on every restaurant patio in the area and I can smell it
inside the s. 22(1) building where I live, soil is not used for road compaction as it’s an organic material that will break
down, it’s used for garden beds and you would have that delivered at the end of the project when the beds are formed
and ready to plant, instead residents and businesses will be putting up with this unpleasant smell.
6. The gas leak, under no circumstances in this day in age is there any excuse for a gas line to be hit, services can all be
traced to location and depth quite easily, these guys exposed the gas pipe with the excavator yesterday, as soon as they
exposed the pipe the excavator should have stopped and that’s when you spend 10‐15 mins with shovels exposing more
of the line, this isn’t complicated, it’s the way it’s done, instead of doing that they kept exposing with the machine and

burst a high pressure gas line. There was no safety plan in place for this event, the workers all started running and
yelling, business owners were running to try and get out of the area leaving their doors open and businesses vulnerable,
there was no chain of command setup, and everything seemed to be disorganized chaos. Several restaurant owners are
out money because customers took off running and didn’t settle their bills, several residents were evacuated and had to
hang out on the street for a couple of hours, and all in all this really could have been an absolute disaster if a spark had
managed to ignite the gas.
I amongst so many other Horseshoe Bay residents am really choked about this whole thing and we deserve answers as
to why this project has been such a haywire mess. Please let me know your thoughts on this because we’re eagerly
awaiting prudent answers.
s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

West Vancouver, BC

s. 22(1)

, Canada

s. 22(1)

(2)(b)
Mahssa Beattie

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

s. 22(1)

2560-03

Wednesday, September 23, 2020 11:27 AM
MayorandCouncil
Horseshoe Bay Streetscape issues

Hello Mayor and Council, I’m a s. 22(1) Horseshoe Bay resident and I like so many other residents are really
upset at how the streetscape upgrade is going, I’m going to list issues in point form.
1. Almost no residents that actually live in Horseshoe Bay received the mail out from the district alerting us to
all the upcoming projects, I confirmed this on the Horseshoe community Facebook page, whereas people up by
the golf course and even out at stone cliff towards lions bay received it, I called John Calimente about this and
he said they did a wide area mail out and didn’t know why we didn’t receive it, after being alerted about this
nothing was done to remedy the situation. Also this project includes removing the curb bump outs between Bay
s.
Street and the alley on Royal in front of the Galleries building, 22(1) building had to plant those and irrigate those
s. 22(1)
as part of the agreement when it was built, removing the bump
s meant
had to be removed, we
emailed about this to John Calimente and left messages, we never got a clear answer as to who was going to
remove it and how, it’s tied into s. 22(1) so it has to be done properly, I asked several of the contractors and
nobody had a clear answer, i called John again right before the start of the project and he said he’d get back to
me about it, he never got back to me and a couple days later it was all dug up and cut off, I called him again
after this and he told me the contractor removed it and capped off the remaining pipes, this should not have
been addressed so carelessly, we did our due diligence by reaching out and got nothing in the way of an
informed answer in return.
2. Proper signage for this project was not setup, there’s no detour signs to tell cars how to get to businesses on
Bay Street, and there’s no bicycle detour signs, the bicycles are just riding straight down the sidewalk for two
blocks now and a lot of times really fast while there are pedestrians trying to walk, this is extremely dangerous.
3. The large steel track excavator on site is completely overkill, this has steel tracks which make an incredible
amount of noise when they move it, the district should have specified that a rubber track excavator be used
given the amount of residential units and commercial including restaurants with patios that are in such a small
area. I have a video clip that you all need to see so that you can understand just how loud this thing is, I will
send it in a separate email.
4. The site is unorganized and there’s only proper rental fencing around half of the site and the rest is pylons
and caution tape which are definitely not adequate, the project manager for the city should be all over this kind
of stuff, it’s obvious and it’s not proper.
5. This project is at least 6 more weeks until completion and for some reason they dumped a huge 15yard pile of
stinky top soil on the street yesterday afternoon, you can smell it bad on every restaurant patio in the area and I
can smell it inside the s. 22(1) building where I live, soil is not used for road compaction as it’s an organic
material that will break down, it’s used for garden beds and you would have that delivered at the end of the
project when the beds are formed and ready to plant, instead residents and businesses will be putting up with
this unpleasant smell.
6. The gas leak, under no circumstances in this day in age is there any excuse for a gas line to be hit, services
can all be traced to location and depth quite easily, these guys exposed the gas pipe with the excavator

yesterday, as soon as they exposed the pipe the excavator should have stopped and that’s when you spend 10-15
mins with shovels exposing more of the line, this isn’t complicated, it’s the way it’s done, instead of doing that
they kept exposing with the machine and burst a high pressure gas line. There was no safety plan in place for
this event, the workers all started running and yelling, business owners were running to try and get out of the
area leaving their doors open and businesses vulnerable, there was no chain of command setup, and everything
seemed to be disorganized chaos. Several restaurant owners are out money because customers took off running
and didn’t settle their bills, several residents were evacuated and had to hang out on the street for a couple of
hours, and all in all this really could have been an absolute disaster if a spark had managed to ignite the gas. I
have a video of the gas leak which you also need to see, it really was unreal, I will also send that separately.
I amongst so many other Horseshoe Bay residents am really choked about this whole thing and we deserve
answers as to why this project has been such a haywire mess. Please let me know your thoughts on this because
we’re eagerly awaiting prudent answers.
s. 22(1)
s. 22(1)

West Vancouver, BC

s. 22(1)

, Canada

s. 22(1)

(2)(c)
Mahssa Beattie

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

2560-03

s. 22(1)

Wednesday, September 23, 2020 11:46 AM
MayorandCouncil
Horseshoe Bay gas leak video
IMG_0348.mov

You can see from this video how big the gas leak was yesterday that was caused by the contractor doing the
Streetscape upgrade.
s. 22(1)
s. 22(1)

West Vancouver, BC

s. 22(1)

, Canada

s. 22(1)

(2)(d)
Mahssa Beattie

From:
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To:
Subject:
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2560-03

s. 22(1)

Wednesday, September 23, 2020 11:48 AM
MayorandCouncil
Steel track excavator noise HBay Streetscape
IMG_0358.MOV

You can hear just how loud this machine is in the video, as I said I’m my letter to you, this should’ve been a
rubber tracked excavator for working in the community.
s. 22(1)
s. 22(1)

, West Vancouver, BC

s. 22(1)

, Canada

s. 22(1)

(3)
Mahssa Beattie

s. 22(1)

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

0332-04

Wednesday, September 23, 2020 5:45 PM
MayorandCouncil
Wildfire Hazard DPA.Council Meeting 28th Sept 2020.

I have reviewed the report to Council dated 9th Sept 2020.
In principle, Council is moving in the right direction. This is to be applauded .
I have just one clarification question which I hope the presenter will address on Monday.Namely,would
someone explain the difference between the map titled Appendix B on page 107 and the map entitled Wildfire
Hazard DPA on page 101 ?
Of greater importance is my concern relating to the Community Wildfire Protection Plan dated 31st Oct 2019
presented to Council 18th Nov 2019.This Plan was long overdue but better late than never. Council's
recommendation was to have staff report back by April 2020 with a work plan. This never happened and at
some point, Council agreed to delay the deadline on a flimsy Covid19 excuse.
It is now almost one year since the Community Protection Plan < 31st Oct 2019 > saw light of day. Recognizing
the threatening wildfire climate which could cause catastrophic damage to our fragile infrastructure ,I'm
frankly appalled that we are no further ahead with discussion let alone implementation. Have we learnt
nothing as we read and see the fire devastation just down the road in the US? This tragedy could so easily
happen right here on our own doorstep.
Members of Council, action now please.
Sincerely,
s. 22(1)

West Vancouver,BC

s. 22(1)

(4)(a)
THE CORPORATION OF THE DISTRICT OF WEST VANCOUVER
ART MUSEUM ADVISORY COMMITTEE (AMAC) MEETING MINUTES
ELECTRONIC MEETING VIA COUNCIL CHAMBER, MUNICIPAL HALL
THURSDAY, JULY 2, 2020
0116-20-AMAC
Committee Members: F. Albert-Howard; D. Becker; K. Duffek; B. Helliwell; D. LaCas
(Meeting Chair); M. Kemble; F. Patterson; and M. Price; and Councillor N. Gambioli.
Absent: R. Jafari. H. Greenwood.
Staff: D. Morrison, Administrator/Curator; D. Niedermayer, Senior Manager, Cultural
Services; and H. Letwin, Assistant Curator and Recording Clerk.
1.

CALL TO ORDER
The meeting was called to order at 4:31 p.m.

2.

APPROVAL OF AGENDA
It was Moved and Seconded:
THAT the July 2, 2020, Art Museum Advisory Committee meeting agenda be
amended by adding new Item [#5] regarding Administrator/Curator report;
AND THAT the agenda be approved as amended.
CARRIED

3.

ADOPTION OF MINUTES
It was Moved and Seconded:
THAT the February 19, 2020, Art Museum Advisory Committee meeting minutes be
adopted as circulated.
CARRI ED

REPORTS I ITEMS
4.

Art Museum Staffing Update

D. Morrison announced his upcoming retirement at the end of August. H. Letwin will
be taking on the role of Acting Administrator/Curator.
5.

AdministratorlCurator Report
Owing to the COVID-19 impacts, exhibitions have been postponed and the schedule
is still being confirmed. H. Letwin is curating the next two exhibitions, including the
Cornelia Hahn Oberlander exhibition, for which a Heritage Canada Museums
Assistance Program grant was received by the Art Gallery of Alberta, with whom the
West Vancouver Art Museum (WVAM) is partnering. The BC Arts Council has
advanced 2021 operating funds and provided a supplement for 2020.

JULY 2, 2020
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6.

Update on COVID-19 Impacts and Re-Opening
D. Morrison reported that the WVAM never opened the Gohar Dashti exhibition
when the Art Museum closed in March. Staff was redeployed to other functions of
the District dealing with impacts of COVID-19 and the WVAM operated in a limited
capacity. The WVAM will re-open to the public on Wednesday, July 8, at limited
hours, Wednesday-Friday, 12-4 p.m. Summer camps will start on Monday, July 6.

7.

Update on Arts Facilities Process and Next Steps
D. Niedermayer provided an update on the process and next steps. The community
will be consulted on the potential location of a new arts and culture centre in
Ambleside in September, with results being reported to Mayor and Council in
December. The next Arts Facilities Advisory Committee is due to take place on July
7. This meeting is open to the public to observe and ask questions at the end.

8.

Programming: Art Museum Mandate
N. Gambioli suggested that AMAC consider the current mandate. It was decided that
AMAC would benefit from a strategic planning session, previously a part of the 2019
AMAC Work Plan. Staff will work with AMAC to schedule a strategic planning
session in the coming months.
Action: L. de Jesus to send current mandate of the Art Museum to AMAC.
Staff to determine availability of a suitable location, the facilitator and then
send a meeting poll to AMAC to finalize date.

9.

Collections: Policy & Capacity
F. Patterson asked for an update on the Collections Policy as its consideration is on
the 2020 Work Plan. D. Niedermayer confirmed that it would be presented to Mayor
and Council for approval at a Council meeting later in the Fall. The WVAM’s future of
collecting can be considered as part of the upcoming strategic planning session.
It was Moved and Seconded:
THAT the Art Museum Advisory Committee supports the District of West Vancouver
creating a secure and appropriate space for Collections as soon as possible.
CARRIED

10. Communications & Marketing Strategy
F. Patterson suggested that it would be beneficial for AMAC to consider the WVAM’s
Communications and Marketing Strategy. M. Kemble agreed to liaise with staff to
consider current strategy and help identify further opportunities for consideration.
Action: H. Letwin will work with M. Kemble and F. Patterson to review current
strategy for consideration.

JULY 2, 2020
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11. Fundraising in 2020: Operations Support and Endowment Support
F. Patterson asked for the status of the Districts donations and fundraising
guidelines which can be used to inform decisions by AMAC concerning potential
fundraising activities. When it is safe to do so, AMAC would like to organize
fundraising events and a direct mail appeal.
Action: D. Niedermayer will follow up on current District policies and procedures
regarding fundraising.
12. Other Business
No other business discussed.
13. Next Meeting

—

September16

The next meeting is scheduled for Wednesday, September 16 at 4:30 p.m. The
October meeting is scheduled for Tuesday. October20 at 4:30 p.m.
PUBLIC QUESTIONS
14. PUBLIC QUESTIONS
There were no questions.
15. ADJOURNMENT
It was Moved and Seconded:
THAT the July 2, 2020, Art Museum Advisory Committee meeting (open session) be
adjourned.
CARRIED
The meeting adjourned at 6:10 p.m.
Certified Correct:
s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

ChTE

JULY 2, 2020

f

Committee Clerk
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(4)(b)
THE CORPORATION OF THE DISTRICT OF WEST VANCOUVER
ART MUSEUM ADVISORY COMMITTEE (AMAC) MEETING MINUTES
GREAT HALL, GLENEAGLES GOLF COURSE & CLUBHOUSE
THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 3, 2020
0116-20-AMAC
Committee Members: F. Albert-Howard; D. Becker; K. Duffek; R. Jafari; D. LaCas; F.
Patterson; and Councillor N. Gambioli. Absent: H. Greenwood; B. Helliwell; M. Kemble;
and M. Price.
Staff: H. Letwin, Acting Administrator/Curator; D. Niedermayer, Senior Manager,
Cultural Services; C. Rosta, Cultural Services Manager; and L. de Jesus, Recording
Clerk.
1.

CALLTOORDER
The meeting was called to order at 9:22 a.m.

2.

APPROVAL OF AGENDA
It was Moved and Seconded:
THAT the September 3, 2020, Art Museum Advisory Committee meeting agenda be
approved as circulated.
CARRIED

REPORTS I ITEMS
3.

Welcome and Introductions
Phil Aldrich facilitated this meeting and strategic planning session.
Councillor Gambioli welcomed the committee and members introduced themselves
with brief overview of why they got involved with the Art Museum and what they think
they can contribute.
Discussions continued relating to AMAC members’ priorities of the Art Museum
noted as follows and in no particular order:
-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Space for permanent collection and exhibits; education; events;
mobility/accessibility
Marketing and communications for programs
Governance review governance of the Art Museum and ensure arms-length
input to ensure ongoing access to outside funding agencies
Location for higher profile and public access
Maintenance of professional standards and quality programming
Programming/Education/Exhibitions for all demographics
Mission that is relevant and clear
Fundraising for endowment funds, programs and publications
—

SEPTEMBER 3, 2020
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P. Aldrich reminded the AMAC of the purpose of this meeting:
1. To clarify the vision and mandate of the WV Art Museum that will make it a
resounding success for the community
2.

To define specifically how that vision will fit within the recent work of the Arts
Facilities Advisory Committee (AFAC) on a larger arts and culture centre that
will encompass other arts functions

3.

To identify the immediate next steps to nurture support for this thinking
For Council’s benefit, the Art Museum would need to show that they have support for
its programs and activities; private funding support and ability; and a sustainable
governance structure. Further discussion ensued regarding various governance
structures.
4.

Historical Review
Most members were familiar with the history of the Art Museum.

5.

Visualization Exercise on Success
P. Aldrich led the committee in an exercise in success. The main discussion points
were prioritized by the members. The top two were:
•

Governance
Issues:

The AMAC, as a committee of Council, can only make
recommendations to Council which may compete with other
municipal priorities. The group has no final decision-making power
to determine the priorities of the Art Museum.

Action:

Staff to research governance models of similar institutions and bring
forward for AMAC’s consideration some examples of successful
models.
Review process of developing a membership base for the Art
Museum.

•

•

Mission
Issues:

The need for clarity. Is the Mission statement clear in terms of
expressing the Art Museums functions as a community museum
serving a broad and changing audience?

Action:

AMAC to revisit the Mission Statement at a later meeting.

Communications
Issues:

The need for the Art Museum to communicate its value to the
District and the community.
Determining how and what to publicize.
Challenges in reaching the community and defining who the target
audiences are.

Action:

AMAC and District staff to assist in increasing subscribers.

SEPTEMBER 3, 2020
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F. Patterson spoke with respect to the Art Museums recent fundraising initiatives.
6.

Arts & Culture Strategy and Facilities Plan Summary
C. Rosta gave an update on the arts facilities planning. There is a report to Council
on September 14 with respect to community consultation of a preferred location. To
be presented are two top ranked District owned sites (Ambleside Park: South
Parking Lot, and Tennis Courts) and one private site (1400 Block on Marine Drive).
The AFAC is recommending a consolidated facility.
—

This committee can promote and support AFAC’s work by attending public meetings
including the consultation open house planned for later in the Fall.
D. Niedermayer gave a quick overview of the Arts & Culture Strategy and the Art
Museum’s role in the delivery of the Strategy.
7.

Next Steps
Refer to action items listed under #5. The committee will debrief at the next meeting
on September 16.
The committee expressed their thanks and gratitude to P. Aldrich for preparing for
and facilitating this meeting, as he donated his time.

PUBLIC QUESTIONS
8.

PUBLIC QUESTIONS
There were no questions.

9.

ADJOURNMENT
It was Moved and Seconded:
THAT the September 3, 2020, Art Museum Advisory Committee meeting (open
session) be adjourned.
CARRIED

The meeting adjourned at 1:12 p.m.
Certified Correct:
s. 22(1)

Chair

SEPTEMBER 3, 2020

s. 22(1)

C
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0116-20-AFAC
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Mahssa Beattie

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

0180-90-UBCM

Teale Phelps Bondaroff <accessbccampaign@gmail.com>
Thursday, September 17, 2020 8:54 PM
MayorandCouncil; Craig Cameron; Nora Gambioli; Peter Lambur; Bill Soprovich; Sharon
Thompson; Marcus Wong; Mary-Ann Booth
UBCM Resolutions on Provide Universal No-Cost Coverage of Prescription
Contraception

Dear Members of West Vancouver Council,
We are writing to encourage you to support resolutions EB76 and EB77 at the upcoming meeting of
the Union of British Columbia Municipalities (UBCM). Both of these resolutions, submitted by Victoria
and Burnaby respectively, would have UBCM call on the provincial government to make all
prescription contraception in BC available at no cost under the Medical Services Plan.
AccessBC is a grassroots campaign composed of people from across the province who advocate for
removing barriers to people accessing prescription contraception. We have been advocating around
this issue since 2016, and over this time, our members have worked with a number of municipalities
to secure their support of this policy. We are grateful to Victoria, Burnaby, Vancouver, Kimberley,
Squamish, Cranbrook, and New Westminster, who have all passed motions supporting universal
access to no-cost prescription contraception and urging the provincial government to adopt this
policy.
These municipalities have supported this policy because there is strong evidence to suggest that a
program that makes all forms of prescription contraception available to all British Columbians at no
cost would be revenue positive. Such a policy would also improve a number of social and health
indicators, increase equality, and promote a host of other benefits.
Limited access to prescription contraception can lead to unintended pregnancies, which can derail life
plans and come with high personal costs. These pregnancies also increase the likelihood of short and
long term negative health outcomes for both the mother and child, and come with significant costs to
our health and social services. Consistent use of reliable forms of contraception significantly reduces
the chance of unintended pregnancies.
Access to contraception is recognized as a basic human right. However, there are currently
significant barriers preventing people from accessing prescription contraception in BC. Canadian
contraceptive care providers identify cost as the single most important barrier that Canadian face
when trying to access contraception.
An intrauterine device (IUD) can cost between $75 and $335, oral contraceptive pills can cost $20 per
month, and hormone injections can cost as much as $180 per year. Such costs represent a
significant barrier, particularly to people with low incomes, youth, and people from marginalized
communities.
While there are a small number of provincial programs in place that support access to contraception,
these programs are largely income-dependent. Cumbersome application processes and paperwork
discourage the use of these programs and represent additional barriers for people who are often
already vulnerable, time-poor, or unable to navigate complex bureaucracies without assistance.

The current COVID-19 pandemic has magnified the existing barriers to accessing contraception in
our healthcare system. The impact of cost, however, cannot be overstated. The pandemic has
caused sweeping layoffs or cuts to hours, especially in “pink-collar” industries that employ more
women. As a result, personal budgets are being squeezed tighter than before. This, coupled with the
existing patchwork of coverage in our healthcare system, means that patients will continue to fall
through the cracks.
From a budget standpoint, programs that offer free prescription contraception have consistently
proven to be revenue positive. This is because the cost of providing free prescription contraception is
considerably lower than the costs associated with unintended pregnancy. Options for Sexual Health
estimated that every $1 spent on contraceptive support can save as much as $90 in public
expenditure on social supports. Their 2010 study estimated that the BC government would save up to
$95 million annually if it implemented a program of universal access to prescription contraception approximately twice what the program would cost to implement.
Lastly, and perhaps most obviously, access to prescription contraception is a gender equality issue.
Reproductive options targeted towards men are easily accessible, low-cost, and often free. External
condoms are available at every pharmacy and distributed for free in many community centres, health
clinics, and schools. Vasectomy costs are covered by BC’s provincial health plan. Contraception
targeting people with uteruses is much more expensive and complicated, too often putting it out of
reach.
Offering no-cost prescription contraception to all British Columbians is:


Good social policy: Removing all barriers to accessing contraception is a powerful affirmation
of gender equality, and specifically of the right of all people to determine for themselves when
and whether to become pregnant and bear children, a right supported in both federal and
provincial arenas.



Good health policy: Universal access to prescription contraception will improve health
outcomes for parents and infants by reducing the risks associated with unintended pregnancy,
particularly among adolescents, and will maximize the health benefits and outcomes of
preparing for planned pregnancy.



Good economic policy: The investment required to provide universal access to prescription
contraceptives will yield significant returns in reduced public expenditures.

Universal no-cost prescription contraception coverage is a policy that has been endorsed by the
Canadian Medical Association, the Society of Obstetricians and Gynaecologists of Canada, and the
Canadian Pediatric Society. This year, the Select Standing Committee on Finance and Government
Services also recommended that the provincial government “provide free prescription contraception
for all people in British Columbia” in its 2021 Budget Consultation Report.
We are pleased that UBCM has shown leadership on this issue in the past. In 2015, resolution B115,
which asked the Province to investigate a model of publicly funded birth control similar to those
offered in European countries was passed by UBCM.
As a result, we encourage you to follow the recommendation of the UBCM Resolutions Committee
and vote in favour of resolutions EB76 and EB77. Support from UBCM on this issue will play a pivotal
role in ensuring that this policy is included in the next provincial budget.

You can learn more about barriers to prescription contraception and the benefits of universal no-cost
prescription contraception in our Briefing Paper.
Thank you for your support of this important issue.
On behalf of the AccessBC Campaign for free prescription contraception in BC,
s. 22(1)

Dr. Teale Phelps Bondaroff
Chair and Co-Founder
Tealepb@gmail.com
778-678-8325
s. 22(1)
Victoria, BC

s. 22(1)

Devon Black
Co-Founder
devon.black@gmail.com
250-317-9561
Resolutions:
EB76 - Provide Universal No-Cost Coverage of Prescription Contraception
(Moved by Victoria)
Whereas cost is a significant barrier to people accessing contraception, particularly to people with low
incomes, youth, and people from marginalized communities;
And whereas providing free prescription contraception has been shown to improve health outcomes
for parents and infants by reducing the risks associated with unintended pregnancy, and is likely to
reduce direct medical costs on the provincial health system:
Therefore be it resolved that UBCM call on the provincial government to make all prescription
contraception in BC available at no cost under the Medical Services Plan.
Submitted by the Deadline for the Spring Convention of the Association of Vancouver Island and
Coastal Communities
UBCM Resolutions Committee recommendation: Endorse
UBCM Resolutions Committee comments:
The Resolutions Committee notes that the UBCM membership endorsed a related resolution 2015B115 which asked the Province to investigate a model of publicly funded birth control similar to those
offered in European countries.

EB77 - Provision of Free Prescription Contraception in BC
(Moved by Burnaby)
Whereas cost is a significant barrier to people accessing contraception, particularly to people with low
incomes, youth, and people from marginalized communities;
And whereas providing free prescription contraception has been shown to improve health outcomes
for parents and infants by reducing the risks associated with unintended pregnancy, and is likely to
reduce direct medical costs on the provincial health system;
And whereas contraceptive methods targeted at men and those with penises (i.e., condoms or
vasectomies) are available at low cost, no cost, or are covered by BC’s Medical Services Plan;
And whereas contraceptive methods for people with uteruses (i.e. birth control pills, intra-uterine
devices, or hormone injections) have high up-front costs, making access to contraception unequal
and gendered:
Therefore be it resolved that UBCM call on the provincial government to make all prescription
contraception in BC available at no cost under the Medical Services Plan. Submitted by the Deadline
for the Spring Convention of the Lower Mainland Local Government Association
UBCM Resolutions Committee recommendation: Endorse
UBCM Resolutions Committee comments:
The Resolutions Committee notes that the UBCM membership endorsed a related resolution 2015B115 which asked the Province to investigate a model of publicly funded birth control similar to those
offered in European countries.

(6)
Mahssa Beattie

Attachments:

Protection and Conservation of the Urban Forest.pdf; ATT00001.htm

0332-01

s. 22(1)
From: Therese Reinsch
Date: September 17, 2020 at 11:01:03 PM PDT
To: Heather Keith <hkeith@westvancouver.ca>, Jim Bailey <jbailey@westvancouver.ca>
Cc: Mary-Ann Booth <mbooth@westvancouver.ca>, Nora Gambioli <ngambioli@westvancouver.ca>, Bill
Soprovich <bsoprovich@westvancouver.ca>, Craig Cameron <ccameron@westvancouver.ca>, Peter Lambur
<plambur@westvancouver.ca>, Marcus Wong <mwong@westvancouver.ca>, Sharon Thompson
<sthompson@westvancouver.ca>
Subject: Discussion Paper: Protection and Conservation of the Urban Tree Forest

Please find our Discussion Paper attached.
Pat Lepp
s. 22(1)

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

West Vancouver, B.C.
Co‐Chairs
Urban Tree Alliance

PROTECTION AND CONSERVATION OF THE URBAN FOREST
A DISCUSSION PAPER
WHO WE ARE:
We are a group of concerned citizens who have come together to raise
awareness of the precarity of our Urban Forest and bring about
enhanced protection for our trees. The core of the group has been
active since 2018.
PURPOSE:
The purpose of this discussion paper is to outline our vision for the
preservation, enhancement and protection of the Urban Forest in the
District of West Vancouver. While our group recognises that some
advances have been made with regard to trees on private lands with
the enactment of the Interim Tree Bylaw in 2016, we have observed
that some issues, evidently, cannot be addressed by the present
regulations. While the Interim Tree Bylaw does offer protection for a
small number of private lot trees, enforcement, and the capacity to
ensure that the bylaw is respected, appears marginal. As well, the
Interim Tree Bylaw appears to have had minimal effect on the
development practice of lot clearing, a driving issue behind this review
of District tree policy from the beginning.
In July, 2019, West Vancouver passed a resolution declaring that
climate change constitutes an emergency in the District of West
Vancouver, and while the District has actively pursued sustainable
practices in its own operations for a number of years, through park
designations and other initiatives, and has recently adopted strategies

for GHG reductions in the broader community, the climate change crisis
is escalating.
Further, while the COVID-19 pandemic has led all levels of government
to reassess their priorities and allocation of resources, the climate crisis
does not recede.

BACKGROUND AND DISCUSSION:
We will preface our recommendations by reminding council that the
initiative for a tree bylaw surfaced when residents became frustrated
by the seemingly expanding practice of lot clearing on development
properties in their neighbourhoods. These lots were being cleared of all
vegetation and replaced by max-sized homes and hardscape. To quote
“council and staff hear repeated concerns from residents that their
neighbourhood character is being harmed when most or all trees are
cut down on a lot before a new home is built…This concern has been
exacerbated by the now-common practice of the complete clearing of
lots for new or redevelopment. This practice results in the loss of
significant tree cover generally and the loss of signature trees within
West Vancouver neighbourhoods.” A District survey in 2016 indicated
that many, 2/3 of respondents, agreed that there should be regulations
in place to prevent large-scale removals of trees on lots. Also, in large
majority, 88% of respondents in the District’s 2018 survey indicated
that they favour those trees that provide the greatest amount of
drainage control.
In their May 6th, 2019 Council Report Ms. McGuire and Ms. Syvokas
wrote that, “despite the lack of specific tree canopy data, there is other
evidence that the tree canopy has decreased in recent years due to
development activity. Corroborating evidence obtained in the staff
review of building permit, stormwater management plans and erosion
and sediment control plans indicate that impervious areas of sites has

increased across the District which is having an impact on slope stability
and stormwater management. It is reasonable to hypothesize that this
phenomenon is related to tree and vegetation removal.” This is
significant given the District’s topography, concerns over slope stability
and the ever-present warnings of a pending earthquake. Add to this the
scientifically proven benefits that trees provide – sequestering carbon,
providing clean air and reducing noise pollution, providing habitat for
wildlife, providing natural, energy conserving shade and cooling as well
as a whole host of economic, social and aesthetic benefits to the
community.
Tree Permit fees should be adjusted to reflect the level of staffing
necessary to provide for timely adjudication of applications as well as
proper inspections and enforcement. Rather than settling for a level of
service that most would find inadequate, we should be organising from
the opposite direction – determining the level of service required and
adjusting permit fees accordingly. This would require placing a fee on
each tree removed instead of a single permit fee for multiple trees.
Fines would need to be of an adequate level and collected.
Former Governor of the Bank of Canada, Governor of the Bank of
England and current UN Special Envoy for Climate Action and Finance,
Mark Carney, warned in a recent article that “In recent decades, many
countries have been moving, subtly but relentlessly, from market
economies to market societies, where the price of everything is
becoming the value of everything.” However, the COVID-19 pandemic
and our response to it has forced us to restructure our priorities and
reassess our direction, to act “as an interdependent community not as
independent individuals. Now, we have the chance for our values to
shape our possibilities, creating a dynamic economy that works for all
and sustainably over time.” Let us create and support a regulatory
structure that does not solely focus on trying to protect the price of

property in West Vancouver but places a real value on our natural
assets and prioritizes long-term sustainability.
We support the analysis of the ITBWG proposal in 5.2 of the May 6th,
2019 Staff Report as well as the subsequent important staff
recommendations in 5.4, 5.5, and 5.6 on pages 6,7,8, and 9. We would,
however, like to add the following recommendations to council for
consideration:
1. That a protected tree be defined as a tree having a diameter of
20cm or greater at breast height
2. That in neighbourhoods with considerably fewer trees -- the more
urbanized areas of the District -- trees of 15 cm dbh or greater be
protected.
3. That trees and hedges on properties neighbouring those under
development be protected where roots may be damaged by
excavation and/or blasting
4. That greater weight and structure be given to the “PREDESIGN
CONFERENCE” (or predesign meeting) that is currently part of the
building permit process. We feel that a greater, serious focus on
identifying and protecting trees earlier on in the process may/will
lead to more trees being retained on development properties,
particularly those that are not in the building envelope. This might
help restrict the scope of clearcutting to which residents have
voiced their opposition.
The following currently exist as points of discussion and/or
mere guidelines and we propose that they become requirements and
enforceable regulations:
4.1 No protected trees shall be cut or altered before this
conference/meeting- recommended to be enforced and monitored
by District staff
4.2 No site clearing or excavation shall be allowed prior to this

meeting- recommended to be enforced and monitored by District
staff
4.3 Documents that are currently submitted at this conference/meeting
include:
4.31 A tree survey prepared by a BC. Land surveyor or person
having other qualifications approved in advance by the
Director of Planning, identifying all trees on this property
-- species, diameter, and location- recommended to be
enforced and monitored by staff
4.32 Tree survey to include trees and hedges on neighbouring
properties within 10 feet of property line- recommended
to be enforced and monitored by District staff
4.33 Preliminary design drawings showing the footprints of all
proposed structures including decks and patios, as well as
driveway configuration be included in this meetingrecommended to be enforced and monitored by District
staff
4.43 Determine, at the plan tech’s discretion, changes to the
garage and all ancillary building locations as well as
driveway consideration if trees can be saved – we
suggest allowing some flexibility in requirements in order
to save trees (reference the OCP section 2A 2.1.9, page 27
#C “varying siting to protect valued trees and landscapes”)
4.45 Site cross sections showing location of all structures and
any proposed changes to the site’s natural grade –
recommended to be enforced and monitored by District
staff
5. That the landscape plan be professionally prepared and updated and
include:
5.1 The extent of impervious surfaces that contribute to
drainage and hydrology issues
5.2 Significant use of indigenous plants and trees, drought
resistant but native. Saplings are not considered suitable

replacements for large trees
5.3 The development of a boulevard landscape concept, as a
necessary part of the required landscape/streetscape plan
in line with the District’s Neighbourhood Character concept
6. That a substantial fine for violations be established and enforced and that
the licence of any tree contractor to operate within the District be revoked if
significant or repeat violations occur.
7. That permit fees required for the removal of protected trees be collected on
a per tree basis and that the fees reflect the true costs of an effective and
enforceable Tree Bylaw.
8. And very importantly, that this new bylaw be framed in the context of:
7.1 The climate crisis in a COVID 19 world – just because of the
pandemic, the climate crisis does not recede
7.2 Council’s declaration of a Climate Emergency
7.3 And in the context of the District’s Natural Assets
Evaluation
Pat Lepp
s. 22(1)

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

West Vancouver, B.C.
Co-chairs of Urban Tree Alliance

(7)(a)
Mahssa Beattie

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

1020-01

s. 22(1)

Friday, September 18, 2020 9:30 AM
MayorandCouncil
Fwd: Massive ~700 unit Baptist Project

I have been authorized to send the following to you by
______________________________________________

s. 22(1)

.

s. 22(1)

West Van

I have written them and get either nothing back or a load of nonsense so sorry I really am done. They don’t
care! I’m tired of hoping that our opinion matters when it really doesn’t. All that matters is their pocketbooks
And their agenda. You have my permission however to forward my note. I am heartbroken over what the
respective councils on the north shore have done over the last few years.
---------- Forwarded message --------s. 22(1)
From:
Date: Sun, Sep 13, 2020 at 7:45 AM
Subject: Massive ~700 unit Baptist Project
s. 22(1)
To:
What does my opinion or any west van taxpayers opinion matter anymore. This council will do as they please.
Don’t trust them AT ALL to listen to those who they work for...us. I’m done.
Sent from my iPad

(7)(b)
Mahssa Beattie

s. 22(1)

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

1020-01-2020

Friday, September 25, 2020 8:00 AM
MayorandCouncil
NO to the size of Inglewood Care / Baptist Housing

Dear Councillors
While the graduated level of care concept has merit, the project size is far too large going from 230
beds to ~700 units. The issue is not the use of the site, but getting it right, especially in this COVID
environment. Why the big rush?
Density: The facility is going from 230 beds to ~700 units. The mass (4 buildings), the height (up to
11 floors), and density (2.9 floor area ratio) is wrong. This is comparable to the controversial Park
Royal / Gateway project’s 3.1 FAR.
Building height: Frankly the pictorial drawings are quite vague, unclear and misleading, starting on
page 208, as some fail to show the 11 floor building on the NE corner and obscure it by deciduous
foliage. The number of floors for each of the 4 buildings is not disclosed in the Staff Report or
Baptist's proposal.
10-11 storey buildings: The Long Term Care building (frontage of 4 residential lots) will be 7 floors
facing homes on Burley and the Independent Living building on Taylor Way will scale up to 10 floors
with the affordable housing building on Taylor Way at 11 floors.
Major SPOT rezoning before the Local Area Plan is even started. Will this set a precedent for the
entire Taylor Way Local Area Plan? Do you want a corridor of 11 floor buildings all the way up tree
lined Taylor Way further increasing traffic. Do you think of Taylor Way as a Yaletown? Or do you
think of it as the Taylor Way Heritage Greenway and defining the nature of our North Shore
communities?
Replacement only Phase 1: I commend Councillor Peter Lambur for suggesting that only the new
LT Care Building be first considered to replace the existing LT Care building before the Taylor Way
Local Area Plan is even started.
Baptist Housing has advised that the project is not economically viable without full approval of
~700 units and will not go ahead according to Mr. Howard Johnson, Baptist Housing CEO. But
they have not provided any information to justify this.
I don't think that Council, Staff and the Community have received enough information or done
enough due diligence to fully understand the implications.
s. 22(1)

, West Van

(8)
Mahssa Beattie

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

Friday, September 18, 2020 2:00 PM
MayorandCouncil
s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

Follow up re
Aug 21, 2020
To The Mayor of West Vancouver Sept 18 2020.pdf

The attached is a follow up to the original letter of complaint from
Please respond accordingly and in a timely fashion.
Thank you and best regards,
s. 22(1)

West Vancouver,
B.C.

2410-01

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

sent August 21st, 2020.

To The Mayor & Councillors of the District of West Vancouver.
Further to our letter of August 21st, 2020:
s. 22(1)
I have now heard from the Planning Department to advise that
has
been granted a Development Permit Exemption and can apply for a permit to
remedy an 18-year-old problem. It has taken since April of this year, when the
District Building Department sent a letter regarding an outstanding building permit
brought the issue to our attention, until today to get even this far. It has, so far, cost
s. 22(1)
in excess of $3500 just to be given permission to NOT require a
development permit ad apply for a new permit. And she hasn't even been able to
start the process of pricing the work because she doesn't know what has to be done
until the permit drawings are finally approved. This has taken 5 ½ months

and is beyond absurd.
It has been clearly stated to me, by both the political and operational sides of this
discussion, that the District does not have the operational capacity to accommodate
the volume of work required to fix the problem within the existing Planning rules.
Any increase in the volume of work related to this only exacerbates the problem. As
it stands, and has been clearly acknowledged from s. 22(1) side, her problem has
s. 22(1)
been known to the District since December 31st,
years since the
date the original permit expired) and reared its ugly head again in the Fall of 2010
when a stop work order was placed on the premises even though there was
obviously no work being done. The inspector entered the wrong apartment to
execute the order in response to a complaint from the Strata Council of s. 22(1)
s. 22(1)
and April of 2020 serves to
condo. Zero follow-up action between
illustrate the point even further that the District is incapable of tackling the
widespread problem. In a court of law this whole process would have been thrown
out due to a lack of progress and the inability of the legal and enforcement systems
to provide sufficient services to move the action forward in a timely fashion. Why
should this current, ongoing problem be treated any differently? s. 22(1) unwittingly
created her own problem but the inability of the City to address both her specific
problem and the wider ranging problem rampant throughout the District that her
problem serves to highlight, in a timely and cost effective manner should not be her
burden to bear after all these years. As noted in our previous communication, this is
highly discriminatory and excessively punitive.
The lack of resources to address the problem equitably across the District cannot be
s. 22(1)
used as an excuse to chase
as low lying fruit without addressing all
the other non-compliant participants in the removal of weather walls throughout
the District.
The implications on the resale market throughout the District will be extensive as all
real estate agents become aware of the illegal status of any units they are being
asked to market and, by default, their legal obligations to disclose the issue to all

potential sellers and buyers. Couple that with a substantial increase in Stop Work
Orders being issued by the District as a response to non-compliance complaints and
subsequent investigations and YOU have an even bigger dog's breakfast to deal with
than you currently have. More staff to address an already out-of-control issue only
adds to the budgetary shortfall of the Planning and Building Departments if you
want to make even a small dent in rectifying the problem. Chasing only s. 22(1) does
not even qualify as a dent. In order to ensure that all pending and future real estate
transactions in the District are treated appropriately and equitably it is necessary to
advise all real estate agents who operate in the District of the need to disclose to all
potential purchasers any weather wall removal work done in the unit. They are to
be obligated to advise both the City and the conveyance lawyer of said conditions as
part of their due diligence for the sale of the unit and the condition is then written
into the title record for any future transactions. After all, it’s a known fact that any
removal of weather walls in any condominium unit in the District was done without
a permit as the District expressly denies permission to do this work. The agents
cannot turn a blind eye and say “no one told me”. I’m sure agents aren’t interested in
exposing themselves to the potential liability associated with non-disclosure.
Then, all Strata Councils are to be required to provide revised floor area coverage of
the building at large and adjust maintenance fees accordingly. The District is to then
adjust all taxes, retroactively, to recover the taxes owed from the date the work was
originally done in a non-compliant fashion and all weather walls are to be
reinstalled according to the same stipulations you are demanding of s. 22(1)
The legal ramifications for Strata Council members in this situation are yet to be
fully understood. The failure of any Strata Council member to clearly state to an
owner who advises the council of work being planned that some or all of the work
does not comply with City Permit stipulations about weather walls is one thing.
More significantly, participating in the same non-complaint behaviour in their own
personal units constitutes a clear conflict of interest. How can they advise another
owner not to do what they have done themselves, in non-compliance? Are you really
going to sue all Strata Council members past and present? Who, in their right mind,
would ever take on that obligation again? Would you? As voluntary, elected
positions, Strata Councils would disappear and liability insurance rates would soar
for those who do choose to be active.
The political ramifications of what we are being forced to set in motion are beyond
measure. s. 22(1) filed a complaint to you on August 21st and has been ignored by the
very politicians elected to look after the best interests of their individual
constituents, as well as those of the district at large. She finds herself, to date,
without so much as a word of acknowledgement from those same representatives.
Instead, the problem has merely been punted, once again, back over to the
Planning and Building Department. This is nothing short of evasive and is truly
s. 22(1)
disheartening to a
, law-abiding West Vancouver resident of over s. 22(1)
years. For someone who had been prepared to remediate an error she didn't even
know she had created she has been treated with unbelievable disdain, bureaucratic

roadblocks and absolutely unnecessary costs. I challenge any and all of you to
s. 22(1)
imagine your
stuck in this quagmire, and determine that the process is
fair, solution oriented, forward thinking or equitable - s. 22(1) after the problem
she unknowingly created.
The District’s abject failure to tackle the problem in an open, transparent and
equitable fashion at any time over the s. 22(1) years is totally random, arbitrary and
discriminatory. We are left with no alternatives but to take the bull by the horns and
force the issue to be addressed in a public environment whereby s. 22(1)
circumstances are dealt with fairly and measured equitably. Either enforce the
regulations across the entire market or grandfather all existing conditions to level
the field. We know that you know what the problem is and have known for a very,
very long time. The difficulty of the hurdles involved to remedy the problem cannot
be used as an excuse to not address it. That is simply avoidance behaviour. You’ve
had s. 22(1) that we know of and, I’m sure, many more before that to come up with
a solution and failed to do so. Well, the time is now!!!!
If you the intent od the District is to maintain the status quo then please be advised
that any costs s. 22(1) incurs as a result of this entire process will be tabulated to
include the projected comparative decline in the market value of her unit. We
continue to monitor comparative market conditions so our costing will be based on
the reality of the current market values. She expects the District to cover these costs
retroactively as the political will is finally mustered to remedy the problem across
the entire condo market in West Vancouver. She will be submitting invoices for
reimbursement accordingly and should not be punished financially for being first in
the long line of those impacted by the delayed resolution of the problem. Its no
wonder people want to avoid the permit process.
We look forward to a full, thoughtful and solution-oriented response from the
Mayor, on behalf of all councillors and will not tolerate the issue being
referred back to the Planning and Building Department any more. It is not
theirs to resolve!!!!
Best regards,
s. 22(1)

West Vancouver, B.C.

(9)
Mahssa Beattie

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

s. 22(1)

0116-20-AFAC

Friday, September 18, 2020 4:00 PM
s. 22(1)
MayorandCouncil;
tongkeko@newsmediacanada.ca;
lchristensen@nsnews.com
New Arts Facility...

I was so disgusted at reading in the North Shore News (Martha Perkins/Local Journalism Initiative), the 3 options for an
Ambleside Arts Facility. All 3 will cost we lowly homeowner yet another handout to a developer and/or more money‐‐‐
money we DO NOT HAVE but regarded by Council as their ATM machine. How is this a 'crisis'? Why are you being
swayed by a small group of arts lovers and 'advisors', that what we have now is 'not worthy of our community'. How
elitist and arrogant can you be! If there is such a crisis, and the demand for a new facility so huge, I'm sure then, that
the funds could be raised through private donation only. Stop spending money on things we do not need at the
moment, and focus on 'real world' problems facing the community. Since the Mayor had pledged in her election
campaign that she will see 'shovels in the ground' on a new facility, she should be reminded that was then, this is now‐‐‐
s. 22(1)
it is obvious she for one, is not living in today's real world.
s.
s. 22(1)
22(1) West Vancouver.
Sent from my BlackBerry® phone powered by Koodo Mobile®.

(10)(a)
Mahssa Beattie

s. 22(1)

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

0120-06

Saturday, September 19, 2020 1:04 PM
MayorandCouncil
End the Use of Anticoagulant Rodenticides

Dear West Vancouver Mayor and Council,
The purpose of this email to is request the District of West Vancouver to end the use of anticoagulant
rodenticides. On Monday Sept. 14th, the City of North Vancouver joined the District of North
Vancouver and a growing list of other B.C. municipalities in formalizing their commitment to end the
use of anticoagulant rodenticides on municipal-owned property. This is great news for wildlife! I hope
West Vancouver will follow.
In addition I ask the district to communicate the harmful impacts of anticoagulant rodenticides to all
residents and businesses in West Vancouver and to share findings about alternatives. Together we
can make a difference!
The Vancouver Humane Society has more information here:
https://vancouverhumanesociety.bc.ca/posts/poisoned-owl-rescued-by-vhs-supporter/
Thank you for your consideration,
s. 22(1)

West Vancouver

(10)(b)
Mahssa Beattie

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

s. 22(1)

0120-06

Monday, September 21, 2020 4:04 PM
MayorandCouncil
Update/Rodenticides

In my recent correspondence with you regarding the use of rodenticides on Municipal property, I suggested we were
using this dangerous product on school premises and asked you to correct me if I was wrong.
I was informed by the Municipality they had no jurisdiction over School Board property.
Hence I called and spoke with David Stevenson, a long serving school trustee.
Indeed, I was wrong.
The school board have discontinued using rodenticides and their current contractor uses only snap trap and catch traps.
How grateful ( and proud) I am of the School Board for having taken this position, as custodians of our institutions of
learning and as an example to our students. Our future leaders.
And I thought you should know.
Thank you for your consideration on this issue. Your constituents look forward to council taking a strong, decisive
position against these products on the 28th.

s. 22(1)

West Van.

Sent from my iPhone

(10)(c)
Mahssa Beattie

s. 22(1)

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

0120-06

Monday, September 21, 2020 6:03 PM
MayorandCouncil
Rodenticide ban

Dear Mayor and Council;
In addition to the points I made in my letter to Mayor and Council (Sept. 13th), I wish to add some recent
information.
It has come to my attention that the West Vancouver School Board no longer uses rodenticides on any school
properties. They discontinued this practice some time ago and they currently use a contractor that only uses
snap traps and catch traps for rodent control.
This sets a good precedent for the DWV to adopt the same policies. I would be curious as to what process the
School Board had to go through to make these changes, if any, or whether it was as simple as directing the new
contractor with the mandate to follow alternative pest management methods. Could the DWV follow the same
procedure without the need for further staff reports and unnecessary delay?
Also since my last correspondence, the City of Victoria has unanimously passed a comprehensive rodenticide
ban, worded as follows:
That Council:
1. Adopts the policy of introducing a complete ban on use of anticoagulant rodenticides on all City of Victoria
owned properties, with immediate effect.
2. Directs staff to communicate this policy direction to residents and businesses, including information on the
harmful impacts of anticoagulant rodenticides and the availability of more ecologically sustainable alternatives.
3. Requests that the Mayor write, on behalf of Council, to the provincial Minister of Environment, requesting that
the Province of British Columbia introduce a province-wide ban on the use of anticoagulant rodenticides, to
increase protection for wildlife species.
4. to incorporate humane practices in regards to pest control in all City of Victoria properties”

Victoria staff found no need to delay this further and was clear in recommending that the ban be enacted
immediately.
I hope West Vancouver Council sees that a change in pest control methods need not go through a lengthy
process.
Sincerely,
s. 22(1)

West Vancouver, BC
s. 22(1)
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

s. 22(1)

0120-06

Thursday, September 24, 2020 11:08 AM
MayorandCouncil
West Vancouver don't fall behind please join and be part of the solution for a better
planet.

Dear West Vancouver Mayor and Council,

I am proud to hear that on Monday Sept. 14th, the City of North Vancouver joined the District of North Vancouver
and a growing list of other B.C. municipalities in formalizing their commitment to end the use of anticoagulant
rodenticides on municipal-owned property. This is great news for wildlife, and the planet! I hope West Vancouver
will follow.
In addition I ask the district to communicate the harmful impacts of anticoagulant rodenticides to all residents and
businesses in West Vancouver and to share findings about alternatives. Together we can make a difference!

The Vancouver Humane Society has more information here:
https://vancouverhumanesociety.bc.ca/posts/poisoned-owl-rescued-by-vhs-supporter/

s. 22(1)

West Vancouver
s. 22(1)
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

2515-02

Saturday, September 19, 2020 5:10 PM
MayorandCouncil
Compass Cohousing information
Information Package.pdf

Dear Mayor and Council,
Following is an email from a co-housing group in Langley, for your information.
Co-housing, originating in Denmark, provides an alternative to single family homes and condo living.
Studies have shown that seniors in co-housing communities delay assisted living by up to seven
years. It also enables multiple generations to live together and interact in a supportive, engaged
community.
"A cohousing community is an intentional community, initiated, designed and managed by the people who will
be living there -- everyone has a say in how the community is managed. Among its benefits are the strong sense
of friendship that community members have and the support they give each other. In some ways, it's like reinventing the village."
I hope you find this interesting and perhaps an opportunity to explore as a model for West Vancouver.
Sincerely,
s. 22(1)

West Vancouver, BC

s. 22(1)

---------- Forwarded message --------From: Doug Chaffee <dchaffee@telus.net>
Date: Sat, Sep 19, 2020 at 4:50 PM
Subject: Compass Cohousing information
s. 22(1)
To:
Hi,

s. 22(1)

Thank you for your interest in Compass Cohousing!
A cohousing community is an intentional community, initiated, designed and managed by the people who will
be living there -- everyone has a say in how the community is managed. Among its benefits are the strong sense
of friendship that community members have and the support they give each other. In some ways, it's like reinventing the village.

Historically, cohousing originated in Denmark in the 1960s and then spread to the rest of Europe and North
America. It frequently takes the form of apartments or townhouses, which are much like any other apartments
or townhouses. Individual units are strata, and as such you own your own unit and enjoy any increase in value
that it may have in the future. Cohousing units are not subsidized: when a group of people build a cohousing
community, units are sold, at cost, to the people who will be living there. No profit is made by the cohousing
community.
One of the big things that sets cohousing apart is the common house. This is a shared amenities building that
has things like a communal dining/activities room, a large kitchen, lounges, children's play room, laundry room,
reading areas, guest room, workshop, exercise room, craft areas and a music room. These amenities are shared
by everyone in the community.
We have been busy over the past year or so - finding a prime location here in Langley, BC, arranging the
purchase of the property, and assembling a terrific team of a builder, an architect, and various other experts.
If you join a cohousing community early enough in the process, you get the opportunity to help design where
you will live. It's a fun experience! Visit our web site ( https://compasscohousing.com) to see our current
design ideas and learn more about us. You can get more information about cohousing in general from our web
site or from the Canadian Cohousing Network ( https://cohousing.ca/).
Also, have a look at the attached Information Package.
My wife and I have lived in our house since 1981, and as you might expect, downsizing has been "on our radar"
for some time. We decided several years ago that we want our next home to be in a cohousing community. We
don't really want to go through the moving process more than once, so fortunately cohousing is an excellent
way of "aging in place": seniors living in cohousing have been found to go an average of 7 years longer before
having to move into assisted living.
Besides, we want to live in a community with a wide range of ages. Knowing our neighbours and being in an
environment that fosters close friendships and supportive relationships appeals to us. If cohousing sounds like a
lifestyle you might enjoy, and if you'd like to learn more about Compass Cohousing, please feel free to contact
either of us:
Doug: 778-773-2639
Michelle: 604-721-1557
(Of course, you can always reach me by email too; just "reply" to this message.) We'll be happy to try to
answer any questions you may have, and look forward to keeping in touch with you.
Thanks!
Doug Chaffee

What Is Cohousing?
Cohousing communities were started in Denmark in the 1960s and then moved
throughout Europe and North America.
A Cohousing community is one, organized, designed and managed by the people who
will be living there.It is often thought of as recreating a village type life style.
Cohousing most often takes the form of apartments or townhouses which are very much
like any other apartments or townhouses. However, cohousing also incorporates a large
common house which is a shared amenities building or area that has things like a large
dining room, a large kitchen, laundry, lounges, reading areas, guest rooms, workshops,
craft areas and a music room. These amenities are shared by all of the people who live
in cohousing.
Importantly, Cohousing communities are managed by the people who live there and
everyone has a say in how the community is managed.
Cohousing units are market value units. By that we mean they are not subsidized
“affordable” housing units. However, individual units are strata units and, as such, you
own your own unit and enjoy any increase in value that the unit may have in the future.
All units are sold, at cost, to the people who will live there. No profit is made by the
cohousing community.
The benefits of a cohousing community are the strong sense of friendship that the
community members have and the support they give each other.
Our Location:
A parcel of land at 20353 66th Avenue in Langley is in the process of being subdivided
and rezoned. This land is the future site for our community.
The property is within easy walking distance of Walmart, London Drugs, Save-OnFoods, Costco and Home Depot. Professional services and a library are close by, as

are several bus routes. James Anderson Park is adjacent to the site, as are several
trails and greenways.
The Surrey-Langley Sky Train extension, as presently proposed, will end at a station
just down the road at 203rd in Langley City.
About Us :
We are people from a variety of backgrounds who share some important beliefs:
• We are meant to live in small yet diverse communities.
• Children become more confident adults when surrounded by adults who care about
them.
• Elders live more fulfilling lives when integrated into a community; care homes should
be a last resort.
• Many hands make light work; neighbours matter.
• A slightly smaller private space with a wide variety of shared amenities is better than a
large house and lot that are underutilized.
• Sustainability is important.
Design:
Currently, we are in the design stage of our community process. We are working closely
with our architect to create a design everyone loves and with our builder to keep costs
down.
This is the most exciting time to get involved with Compass Cohousing, as it means you
will have valuable input as to what the finished community will look and feel like.
Imagine designing your own community!
Below are some of the design concepts we have been working on. No final design has
been decided upon as yet. It’s a process - one in which you can be involved.

If you would like to learn more about Compass Cohousing, please
contact any of the following people:
Gord:
Michelle:
Doug:

604-880-5814
604-721-1557
778-773-2639

gordoncompasscommunity@gmail.com
michellecompasscommunity@gmail.com
dchaffee@telus.net
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0117-20-TREE

s. 22(1)

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Sunday, September 20, 2020 6:33 PM
MayorandCouncil
LiDAR tree canopy study and Council report

Dear Mayor and Council,
That our tree canopy has grown on private property by 19.6% from 2013 to 2018 is a surprise (given the amount of
development that has happened in our District), and cause for much celebration. It’s good news.
Staff’s report to Council is excellent and I fully support their recommendation to do another LiDAR study in 2021. One
reason is that the ITBWG’s consultation showed that residents felt in a 2018 survey that they want the tree canopy to
stay the same. This means that 2018 is a key datapoint / benchmark (i.e. 77.4% canopy cover) and should the 2021 tree
canopy survey show canopy loss it would require action. I believe that this a good investment ($35,000) as it is aligned to
the District’s estimate of the value of our natural assets in terms of the services they provide annually. The estimated
value of the DWV urban forest is between $653 million–$1.8 billion.
Developing an Urban Forest Management plan (estimated as a $80,000 investment) was a TBWG recommendation, and
I continue to support such an initiative as it will take a strategic, scientific and holistic approach to analysing our urban
forest on private and public land and provide a blue print for proactively managing our trees.
Thank you,

s. 22(1)

, resident

s. 22(1)

and

s. 22(1)

.
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

s. 22(1)

0117-20-TREE

Monday, September 21, 2020 8:39 AM
MayorandCouncil
Hedge issue in West Vancouver

Dear Mayor and Council,
My name is s. 22(1) , resident of British Property. I would like to ask permission to re‐visit the discussion about the
hedge issue in West Vancouver. Based on the 2 year‐period survey, The Tree Working Group has made the
recommendation for hedge height maximum to 15 feet in Tree Bylaw for private property. However, City took out this
recommendation due to some opinion which I would like to address in the following facts:
1. Tall hedge in private property is not neighbourhood character 20‐40 years ago. It takes only 10 years for fast growing
plant like Western Red cedar to become 30 feet completely erasing neighbour’s view and sun.
2. No houses with the nice view has tall hedge planted for privacy to obstruct its own view.
3. For privacy, hedge is not required to be above the roof of house.
4. West Vancouver property lots are not the same sizes. The tall hedge is further away from the house of bigger lots but
very close and encroaching the garden of the smaller lots. It is costly to trim the side of the adjacent neighbour’s 50 foot
high hedge.
5. Trees are grown for hedge purpose will tolerate top trimming for height control without being killed.
6. The Coquitlam city has by law about the tree joining between properties. It clearly specify that Bylaw to help property
owner to come with agreement between themselves, not something City can be involved in.
7. Toronto Municipal Code, Chapter 447 (July 9, 2015, page 447‐2 and 447‐5): Hedge planted along the boundary of
property is considered fence and subject to fence restriction to 4 feet.
8. West Vancouver has bylaw about house height restriction. 50 foot high hedge is green wall for the neighbours.
Allowed uncontrolled hedge height is the same as allow 5 story house built.
9. West Vancouver has neighbourhood bylaw about dog, noice etc. but not hedge. While hedge is the most devastating
to neighbours.
10. British property has guideline about hedge to maximum 6 feet. Guideline does not help, but Bylaw does.
Mayor and Council, Without hedge height restriction, West Vancouver give some residents All the privilege and the
other residents suffer the loss of view, sun and concurring the cost of trimming the sides of neighbours’ tall hedge.
Without regulation, the enjoyment living in West Vancouver depends on the luck of having nice and understanding
neighbours. Without regulation, living in West Vancouver has been begging the neighbours’ mercy for trimming down
their tall hedge. Please reconsider to have bylaw about maximum hedge height to create fair enjoyment for West
Vancouver residents: privacy protection, sun and view.
Thank you.
s. 22(1)

West VancouverBC V
s. 22(1)
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Bike to Work Week [HUB Cycling] <biketowork@bikehub.ca>
Monday, September 21, 2020 8:40 AM
MayorandCouncil
Bike to Work Week returns Sept. 28th - Oct. 4th! 🚲

0055-01
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View this email in your browser

Bike to Work Week is BACK!
Hello HUB Supporter,
Get on your bike with us this Bike to Work Week!
Early fall is a great time to get out on your bike! Come ride with us during Bike to Work
Week and be in with a chance of winning some great prizes. Check out highlights of the
events and prizes below.
Register by Wednesday, September 23 and you’ll be entered to win a $100 voucher
to Body Energy Club!

REGISTER NOW

PRIZES
Daily Prizes

You’ll be entered to win the following prizes when you log a trip each day:







MONDAY: Two bath experience passes to Scandinave Spa Whistler
TUESDAY: A $300 Ryders Eyewear pack
WEDNESDAY: Two bath experience passes to Scandinave Spa Whistler
THURSDAY: A kids strider balance bike donated by Matrix
FRIDAY: A $250 service voucher to Dunbar Cycles
SATURDAY and SUNDAY: A $250 service voucher to Dunbar Cycles

There are also loads more opportunities to win at our Knowledge HUB's and via our
online schedule. What are you waiting for? Registration is free!

REGISTER NOW

Team Prizes
Your team could be your workplace, your
household, or a group of friends! Your
team could win:




A commercial bike maintenance
stand and pump worth $2,500
from Urban Racks! Delivery and
installation included.
Hundreds of dollars of Daiya
Foods vouchers

Register your team

IN-PERSON EVENTS
Read our COVID-19 protocols for in-person engagement to learn about what HUB
Cycling is doing, and what you can do, to stay safe while participating in our programs.
Please note that our in-person events are subject to change at short notice.

Visit a Knowledge HUB
Our Knowledge HUB schedule is now
live! We have 23 Knowledge HUB's
(formerly celebration stations) this Bike to
Work Week.
Each will have a mechanic providing quick
bike fixes, prizes, cycling information, and
fun vibes!
Check out our online map.

Bike Mechanics
Stop by our Knowledge HUBs and get a:




Quick safety check
Basic adjustments including air,
brakes, and chain lube
Diagnosis if there are any larger
issues that should be taken to a
bike shop

Each bike will get a maximum of 15minutes of attention.

Scavenger Hunts

We're partnering with the City of Vancouver and Comor Sports to encourage people to get
out and explore their local streets and businesses (and win more prizes!)



HUB Cycling and Walk Bike Roll Vancouver are running a Slow Streets
Scavenger Hunt! More details coming soon!
Comor Sports and HUB Cycling present the Comor Challenge. The first 5 people
that cycle to the Comor Sports Kitsilano store on Tuesday, Thursday, and Saturday
and us on social media will win a $20 Comor Gift Card on the spot.

Visit the online schedule for how to take part

ONLINE EVENTS
Check out the full online schedule here.

Ride Hour Challenge: Sept. 22
HUB Cycling is partnering with local
leaders TOMORROW, September 22 for
the Ride Hour Challenge. The event
challenges local leaders to spend up to an
hour of their day riding their bike.
Tune in to our social media to watch it
happen: @WeAreHUB on Facebook and
Twitter, @hubcycling on Instagram.

Join Our Webinars
What better way to learn than during a lunchtime webinar? Join a range of experts from
across Metro Vancouver for our free webinar series as we explore topics like:




Introduction to City Cycling (Monday, Sept. 28)
Injury Prevention for Cyclists and Bike Fit Tips (Wednesday, Sept. 30)
Introduction to Biking with Children (Thursday, Oct. 1)



History of Cycling in Metro Vancouver (Friday, Oct. 2)

Registration needed. Tune in and you'll be entered to win funky swag from the TransLink
store!

Bike Q and A's
Got any bike fit questions?
Email them to events@bikehub.ca and
Midori from Allan McGavin Sports
Medicine Clinic will be answering them
live from our Wednesday’s Science World
Knowledge HUB (stop by and you could
win a bike fit voucher too!)

COVID-19 PRECAUTIONS
HUB Cycling wishes to stress that provincial health COVID-19 physical distancing rules
remain in effect. Please continue to respect all health guidelines for physical distancing
and cycle responsibly.

Thank you to our incredible sponsors!

Copyright © 2020 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.
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HUB Cycling <btsw@bikehub.ca>
Tuesday, September 22, 2020 7:31 AM
MayorandCouncil
[BULK] Last chance to register for Bike to School Week!
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Register by this Friday, September 25th!
Only four days left to join this active and safe school-based event!
During these extraordinary times, help bring a sense of normalcy to your school
community by encouraging students to bike, walk, and roll to school and registering
your school for Bike to School Week.
This fun, free event takes place on September 28th-October 2nd. Check out the
60+ Metro Vancouver schools who are taking part.

REGISTER NOW
Why should you encourage active travel at your school?

1) Students arrive energized and ready to learn


Physical activity during the trip to and from school is associated with increased
concentration

2) Improved safety in school zones
3) Students experience better physical and mental health






Biking to school helps students meet the daily physical activity targets suggested
by the World Health Organization, which have been proven to improve control over
symptoms of anxiety and depression
It has been shown that 15 minute periods of aerobic exercise are associated with
significant mood improvements for younger children
Physical activity during the commute to school is associated with decreased BMI
and increased cardiovascular health for students
Biking to school helps students develop skills around emotional self-regulation

Check out pg. 4 of our First Time School's Guide for links to research and resources
supporting these statistics.

REGISTER NOW

Bike to School Week News

School Safety Patrol Program
Support school zone safety and
complement your school’s active travel
initiatives with the BCAA School Safety
Patrol program, FREE for all BC
elementary schools with a qualified
crosswalk. Led by student Patrollers,
promote a safer route to school by
providing a designated point for students
to safely cross the street. Learn more at
bcaa.com/schoolsafetypatrol.

Bike to School Week Prizes
All schools that submit a reporting survey
at the end of the week are eligible to win
amazing prizes, including an urban bike
repair stand AND 2-hanger bike rack (total
$1,500 value) from Urban Racks! All
School Champions who complete our
reporting survey at the end of Bike to
School Week will receive a $5
Starbucks e-gift card!
Learn More

Event Materials and Trip Tracking

Event materials such as promotional posters, trip tracking posters (both classroomsized and school-sized), and social graphics are available for download/print off HUB
Cycling’s website for free.
If schools prefer a contactless trip tracking method, they can use our Bike to Work Week
online tracking tool. Simply register your school as a 'team' using the tool and have
students register individually using their parent's or school email address at btww.ca.
Students can search for their school team within the tool and attach themselves to the
team. Students then log their bike trips using this tool and can see how many carbon
emissions they saved by biking!

REGISTER NOW

COVID-19 Precautions
HUB Cycling wishes to stress that provincial health COVID-19 physical distancing rules
remain in effect. Please continue to respect all health guidelines for physical distancing
and cycle responsibly.

Questions?
We look forward to celebrating cycling, walking, and rolling to school with you again this
year!
If you have any questions or concerns, please email btsw@bikehub.ca. We look forward
to hearing from you!

Thank you to our generous sponsors!

Copyright © 2020 Bike Education Team, 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: 312 Main Street (2nd Floor), Vancouver, BC V6A 2T2
btsw@bikehub.ca
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.
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s. 22(1)

3200-01

Monday, September 21, 2020 9:21 AM
MayorandCouncil
Lower Mainland Rail Rapid Transit
Lower Mainland Rail Rapid Transit LTP 2020.pdf

Dear Mayors Council,

I have sent the attached document to the Mayors Council. It is focused on rail rapid transit and regional rail in
the Lower Mainland.

The North Shore section is based on the 2a and 5b crossings in the BIRT study. The 2A crossing follows
Georgia St and ends at Seymour St. The 5B crossing merges into the Millennium Line west to the Rupert
Station.

Access from Phibbs to the Millennium Line at Rupert would be 5 km whereas the line to Brentwood would be
6.5km. The section from Rupert to the Expo Line at Commercial/Broadway already exists whereas an
additional 4.7 km of track would have to be built to access the Expo Line at Metrotown. The same train runs
from the North Shore to UBC when the Millennium Line is completed.

Phibbs to Downtown Vancouver via Park Royal would be 20 minutes.
Lonsdale Ave to Downtown Vancouver via Park Royal would be 15 minutes.
Park Royal to Downtown Vancouver would be 8 minutes and Park Royal to Phibbs would be 12 minutes.
Phibbs to the Millennium Line would be 7 minutes and to the Expo Line 11 minutes. Phibbs to UBC would be
30 minutes when the Millennium Line is complete.

There is also a possible option for the extension of the Expo Line that is elevated along the Waterfront and then
run along Hastings St to at least Willingdon if required.

This is as far as I can go with the Lower Mainland Rail Rapid Transit at this time. It allows transit riders to get
around the region with reasonable travel times and as few transfers as possible.

Thank you for your time.

Sincerely
s. 22(1)

Nanaimo, BC

s. 22(1)

Lower Mainland Rail Rapid Transit
Written by

Long Term Plan 2020

s. 22(1)

This option connects most of the city centers in the Lower Mainland with Skytrain and Regional Rail.
There is no time frame and sections would be built when funding is available.

Expo Line
• The line would extend along Fraser Highway to 203a St in Langley. There would be a connection
to a regional rail service from Langley to Abbotsford and Chilliwack.
• The line would extend along the King George Highway and 152 St to the White Rock Transit
Centre.
• The line would extend from the Waterfront Station along Waterfront Rd, CPR right of way, CN
right of way, and Hastings St to Willingdon Ave.

Canada Line
• The line would extend along No 3 Rd, Steveston Hwy, Hwy99, and Hwy 17A to the Ladner
Exchange. Stations at Blundell Rd, Williams Rd, No 5 Rd, Hwy17A, and Ladner Exchange.
• The single track section on No 3 Rd would be upgraded to double track.
Millennium Line
• The line would extend west from the existing Millennium Line and run underground along the
Broadway corridor to UBC. The line would extend east from Coquitlam Central Station and run
along CPR, Kingsway Ave, Lougheed Hwy, 226th St, and end at the Haney Place Transit
Exchange. The line would extend from the Expo Line along 200th St, over to 202 St, 201 St, over
the Fraser River and merge eastbound with the Millennium Line. A connection at the Carvolth
Exchange in the Township of Langley and the WCE at Maple Meadows.
• The line would start at Seymour St in Downtown Vancouver and running along Georgia St,
under the Burrard Inlet to Park Royal, Marine Dr, 3rd St (Option Keith Rd), Cotton Rd, Main St,
across the Burrard Inlet, Trans Canada Hwy, and merge with the Millennium Line towards the
Rupert Skytrain Station. Stations at Seymour, West End, Park Royal, Garden Ave, Capilano Mall,
Lonsdale Ave, Queensbury Ave, Park & Tilford, Phibbs Exchange, Hastings St, and E 1st Ave.
• Underground pedestrian connections to Vancouver City Centre Station and the Granville
Station.

Millennium Line on the North Shore and Expo Line along Hastings St

Millennium Line on the Northeast Corridor

Possible Option for the Expo Line from Waterfront Station East (Elevated)

Average Speed
The table below shows the average speed of rail transit systems in Canada.
City

Toronto
Streetcar

Toronto
LRT

Cancelled
Surry LRT

Toronto
LRT

Vancouver
Skytrain

Vancouver
Skytrain

Line

Tram 501

Finch West

SNG

Eglinton

Canada Line

Expo Line

Average
Speed

14.5km/hr

17.4km/hr

23.3km/hr

26km/hr

36km/hr

45km/hr

Note: The average speed is calculated using the distance of the line and the time it takes to travel that distance
including the station stops.

Travel Times (South Shore)
• Langley City Centre to Waterfront Station would be 62 minutes.
• White Rock Transit Centre to Surrey Central Station would be 26 minutes whereas travel time
for the cancelled LRT would have been 48 minutes.
• White Rock Transit Centre to Waterfront Station on the Expo Line would be 65 minutes. The
#351 bus and the Canada Line is 66 minutes plus transfer.
• Lafarge Lake-Douglas to UBC on Skytrain would be 50 minutes.
Travel Times (North Shore)
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Phibbs to Downtown Vancouver via Park Royal would be 20 minutes.
Lonsdale Ave to Downtown Vancouver via Park Royal would be 15 minutes.
Park Royal to Downtown Vancouver would be 8 minutes.
Phibbs to Park Royal would be 12 minutes.
Phibbs to UBC would be 30 minutes.
Phibbs to the Millennium Line at Rupert Station would be 7 minutes.
Phibbs to the Expo Line at Commercial/ Broadway would be 11 minutes.

Regional Rail: Interurban Line
•

•

The Interurban line would be upgraded to double track from 232nd St to Mufford Cr and then elevated
along Glover Rd to Fraser Hwy. This would keep the freight trains on the west track and the regional rail
on the east track. The line would be elevated over the CN mainline in Chilliwack to Cheam Ave. Station
stops at Chilliwack, Sardis, Abbotsford, Thunderbird Show Park, and Langley City Centre.
Travel time from Abbotsford to Langley City should be approximately 35 minutes (60km/hr average
speed) where as the bus takes close to an hour. The travel time from Chilliwack to Langley City is
approximately 70 minutes where as the bus takes 96 minutes.

Stadler Flirt DEMU
• Texrail is running Stadler Flirts diesel-electric low floor multiple unit (DEMU) from downtown
Fort Worth Texas to the Dallas Fort Worth International Airport. Ottawa O-Train has purchased
the Stadler Flirts for their Trillium Line. These particular train sets are designed to allow
operations in a mixed fleet including freight.

Disclaimer
The author is not a professional planner, consultant, or a member of any group. The options are an
idea for Skytrain and Regional Rail in the Lower Mainland. The calculations are as accurate as possible
based on information available on the internet.
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

2620-01

Monday, September 21, 2020 9:59 AM
MayorandCouncil; Robert Bartlett; jhorgan@leg.bc.ca; bonnie.henry@leg.bc.ca;
adrian.dix.mla@leg.bc.ca
Lies, Damned Lies and Health Statistics – The Deadly Danger of False Positives -

Hello To All,
Re: https://www.globalresearch.ca/lies-damned-lies-health-statistics-deadly-danger-false-positives/5724417
Spread truths from the mouth, please stop this neural paralysis.
How many deaths are there in Canada annually, from 'sickness' now transferred
to 'Covid'? In the USA? In Britain, France, Italy? Find out, please. Bring truths,
not stupidized 'fears'.
Watching innocent baby sheep around West Van, scared and obedient lemmings,
is humanly pitiful and ugly. It is a move by certain persons that want secured controls.
Of the world pop. and workings.
Awaken; sleep only when the awoke has become cinched. How sickly to watch
each day, week, month, will all the BS by MSM's that are owned and run by the
cabals who are designers of the act upon knowingly-unawakend neural sensitivities.
Thanks kindly,
s. 22(1)

W Van BC
https://www.globalresearch.ca/lies-damned-lies-health-statistics-deadly-danger-false-positives/5724417
and:
https://www.globalresearch.ca/initiative-unites-scientists-doctors-lawyers-free-citizens-world/5724155
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

s. 22(1)

0332-01

Wednesday, September 23, 2020 11:00 AM
MayorandCouncil
Attn: Mayor Booth and Council - Chemical Spill in McDonald Creek

Good morning Mayor Booth and Council,
I hope your day is going well. I have been a resident of the North Shore for over ten years - first in
s.
s. 22(1)
. I have worked in s. 22(1) for the last five years.
22(1) and now in

s. 22(1)

I am writing to you regarding a matter that concerns all North Shore residents. McDonald Creek was just
contaminated by a chemical spill which killed all the fish, invertebrates, algae, and other species vital to the
ecosystem's health. Before this incident, McDonald Creek exemplified what the efforts of restoration groups
like the Streamkeepers could accomplish via reintroduction of salmon and maintenance and protection of the
environment.
Even worse, the act appears to be not so much an accident, but carelessness or complete disregard for the proper
handling and disposal of alkaline chemicals via presumably a contractor. The pH of the stream was 11, thus the
chemical pH was much higher. If applied to the skin or eyes, this product could cause severe burns and
blindness.
Sadly, this is only the most recent of several such incidents in North and West Vancouver (see non-exhaustive
list of links below). These streams are vital to our natural environment but also to the enjoyment and quality of
life of residents and visitors to the North Shore. In this time where connecting indoors is dangerous and
irresponsible, these refuges in the city afford citizens (especially seniors and those with mobility challenges)
enjoyment and reprieve.
It appears that the perpetrator(s) of this incident may face up to a $750 fine from the City if federal charges are
not sought. Three years ago a catastrophic spill (also pH ~11) in Larson Creek resulted in the functional
extinction of a local population of cutthroat trout and as of this time no federal charges have been made.
The apparent inability of the current federal and municipal regulations to deter these kinds of incidents is very
concerning. This is a matter that concerns all North Shore residents from both environmental and health/safety
positions. Public acknowledgement and awareness of these issues are critical in deterring these
actions. Strengthening the municipal bylaws in North and West Vancouver should be pursued in order to
disincentivize the improper handling and disposal of chemicals resulting in the contamination of our vital
streams.
Current spill:
https://www.nsnews.com/news/it-pretty-much-wiped-out-everything-west-van-chemical-spill-worse-thanthought-1.24207604
Prior spills:
https://www.nsnews.com/news/chemical-spills-wipe-out-fish-in-three-north-shore-streams-1.23290861
https://www.nsnews.com/news/wagg-creek-spills-getting-out-of-hand-environmentalist-says-1.23620947
https://www.nsnews.com/news/north-vancouver-homeowner-fined-for-creek-contamination-1.23306390

I appreciate you taking the time to hear and consider these concerns. Thank you for all of your hard work.
Best regards,
s. 22(1)

North Vancouver, BC
s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)
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0055-02

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Ambleside Dundarave Business Improvement Association <info@adbia.ca>
Wednesday, September 23, 2020 7:18 PM
MayorandCouncil
ADBIA September Newsletter

Unsubscribe
It appears that you have subscribed to commercial messages from this sender. To stop receiving such messages from
this sender, please unsubscribe

September 2020

LATEST NEWS
Share your bright ideas......
As representatives of the business owners and
commercial land owners in Ambleside, the ADBIA is
here to support visibility, sustainability and growth
within our business community. In order to retain
our current businesses and entice new ones, we need
attractive and vibrant business and leisure areas.
To that end, we have secured a temporary drop in location at 1493 Marine Drive
(formerly The Dog's Ear*) and created an online form to share ideas. It is our hope
to hear from residents, visitors and all members of our community as to what they
envision Ambleside to look like in our future....how they "Imagine
Ambleside". Our objective of this grassroots initiative is to engage with those that
work, live, visit or do business in Ambleside using a creative and open dialogue
where feedback can be collected and summarized. We also have a survey available
online with the opportunity for people to share their feedback. Visit
www.imagineambleside.ca to participate.
We have postcards with the contact information and website listed and will be
distributing them to our members to share with their clients and customers. If you
would like some for your location, please email Maureen and we will drop some
off to you.

It is our vision to help facilitate a process which enables the District of West
Vancouver to expedite the revitalization of Ambleside.

Imagine Ambleside with us and share your bright ideas.....
*NOTE: The Dog's Ear has not gone out of business, they simply did not require retail space
any longer. They are continuing to operate in a more industrial space to accommodate the
needs of their clients. If you are looking to contact them, please visit their website.

Social Distancing Floor Decals
We have ordered more social distancing floor decals and have a limited quantity available on a
first come/first serve basis. If you would like to have your decals replaced or missed out on
receiving some when we distributed them in April, please email Maureen with how many you
would like (please try to keep to a maximum of 5).

Outdoor Patio Space Extended to October 31, 2021
Council has voted unanimously to extend the
temporary outdoor business area to October 31, 2021.
This allows local businesses to establish “temporary
outdoor business areas”, which could take the form of
new or expanded restaurant patios or outdoor retail
space for other businesses. These temporary business
areas can be located on a public sidewalk, in curb side
parking spaces (where appropriate) or on private
property. In order to expedite the process, the following guidelines have been implemented:
 Approval authority has been delegated to staff
 Enforcement of on-site parking requirements is temporarily suspended
 Requirements for development permits or development permit-exempt reviews is also
temporarily suspended
 No municipal fees will be charged

West Vancouver District Communication
In an effort to better communicate with our business
community, the District of West Vancouver will email
updates on emerging issues and general District news in a timely fashion. Please subscribe to
these email updates here: https://westvancouver.ca/transportation‐roads/major‐
projects/ambleside‐projects
Subscribers can sign up for Ambleside only, Dundarave only, or both.

Welcome to the ADBIA

We are pleased to welcome some new businesses to our association.
Breathe Yoga: 1441 Bellevue Avenue
Casa di Amici: 1747 Marine Drive
Gentleman Jack's Barbershop: 1360 Marine Drive
Rosette Florist: 1433 Bellevue Avenue
Silver Spoon Baby: 1760 Marine Drive
Wish Dry Bar: 1459 Bellevue Avenue

Ambleside Dundarave Business Improvement Association
200 - 1497 Marine Drive, West Vancouver, BC, V7T 1B8
www.shopthevillages.ca
604-210-3500

Ambleside Dundarave Business Improvement Association | 200 - 1497 Marine Drive, West
Vancouver, British Columbia V7T 1B8 Canada
Unsubscribe mayorandcouncil@westvancouver.ca
Update Profile | About our service provider
Sent by info@adbia.ca powered by

Try email marketing for free today!
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2560-07

s. 22(1)

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Thursday, September 24, 2020 1:29 PM
MayorandCouncil
Horseshoe Bay September, 24th 2020

To the District of West Vancouver Mayor, Councillors and Planning department.
o

o
o

As a long time resident of Horseshoe Bay I wish to comment on the extent of the proposed development
of Horseshoe Bay. I acknowledge and appreciate the enormous amount of work that has been done, by
professionals and particularly local volunteers from associations in Horseshoe Bay. I completed the
survey, but had difficulty sending it.
I am, however , shocked at the extent and density of the proposed development. How many residential
units would this provide, along with the Sewell’s development? I feel in this small, somewhat enclosed
area, the height of the buildings should be no more than 3 stories, in the hopes of maintaining a little of
the charm and uniqueness of this village. Should this development go ahead as proposed, the amount
of congestion of people and traffic boggles the mind! I do appreciate the desperate need for tax dollars
generated by development, but please, let us use some moderation, and try to maintain the
attraction and liveability of Horseshoe Bay.
Yours hopefully,

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

West Vancouver,
B.C. s. 22(1)
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0160-06

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Weiler, Patrick - M.P. <Patrick.Weiler@parl.gc.ca>
Thursday, September 24, 2020 11:01 AM
Weiler, Patrick - M.P.
Deadline Reminder: Applications for the Community Culture and Recreation & Rural
and Northern Communities Infrastructure Programs
Letter from MP Patrick Weiler - Applications for the Community^J Culture and
Recreation ^0 Rural and Northern Communities Infrastructure Programs.pdf

Attachments:

Good morning,
A reminder that applications for the second intake of the Community Culture and Recreation (CCR) and
the Rural and Northern Communities (RNC) Infrastructure Programs are fast approaching.
The CCR program application deadline is October 1, 2020 (11:59pm PDT) and the RNC program application
deadline is October 22, 2020 (11:59pm PDT).
Please find attached MP Weiler's letter from June 25, 2020 with information about these programs and
application details.
Sincerely,
Kevin Hemmat
Office of Patrick Weiler
Communications & Correspondence Assistant
West Vancouver‐Sunshine Coast‐Sea to Sky Country
Office: 604‐913‐2660
Cell: 604‐353‐2550
Kevin.Hemmat.842@parl.gc.ca



Before printing this e-mail, think about the Environment

HOUSE OF COMMONS
CHAMBRE DES COMMUNES
CANADA

Patrick Weiler
Member of Parliament
West Vancouver-Sunshine Coast-Sea to Sky Country

June 25, 2020
Dear Friends & Neighbours,
I am pleased to inform you that starting today, June 25, the Province of British Columbia has launched
the application process for the second round of infrastructure funding through the Community, Culture
and Recreation (CCR) Infrastructure Stream and the Rural and Northern Communities (RNC)
Infrastructure Stream, programs that are part of the federal government’s Investing in Canada
Infrastructure Plan.
The Government of Canada and the Province of British Columbia have committed up to $100.6 million
towards the second intake of the CCR program and $58.7 million for the RNC program to support costsharing of infrastructure projects in communities across BC. Such projects range from recreation and
cultural centres to drinking water and wastewater facilities and disaster mitigation to help strengthen
communities throughout British Columbia.
Local governments and Indigenous communities, as well as eligible for-profit and not-for-profit
organizations are encouraged to apply.
This second intake is designed to target projects starting in 2021 or 2022. The CCR program application
deadline is October 1, 2020 (11:59pm PDT) and the RNC program application deadline is October 22,
2020 (11:59pm PDT).
For more information and to submit applications for these programs, please visit the Investing in
Canada Infrastructure Program on the B.C. government website.
Please feel free to share this letter with your networks, and do not hesitate to reach out with any
questions or concerns. Our office stands ready to support your application.
Sincerely,

Patrick Weiler, MP
West Vancouver-Sunshine Coast-Sea to Sky Country
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From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Good morning

Sarah Almas
Tuesday, September 22, 2020 9:27 AM

2620-01

s. 22(1)

MayorandCouncil
RE: West Vancouver Party of over 200+

s. 22(1)

,

Thank you for your email addressed to Mayor and Council, dated September 17, 2020, regarding a large gathering which
took place in West Vancouver. Your email has been forward to me for review and response. Staff share your concerns
about the importance of addressing large gatherings in contravention of Provincial Orders, and appreciate your
commitment to complying with PHO’s.
Effective August 21, 2020, Police and other provincial enforcement officers (not including municipal bylaw officers) were
given the ability to issue $2,000 violation tickets for owners or organizers contravening the provincial health officer’s
(PHO) order on gatherings and events. They are also able to issue $200 fines to attendees for offences such as attending
large gatherings and failing to comply with orders to disperse.
I have liaised with my colleagues with West Vancouver Police Department, and determined that on the evening of this
particular event, police members were in the process of responding to other high priority calls. On attendance to the
gathering, the majority of the attendees had left, with the remaining attendees scattering on police arrival. While
members were on scene, a separate serious incident occurred requiring police response. Given all of these factors, there
was a challenge related to determining the event organizer, and ultimately a fine was issued to one of the attendees.
Bylaw Services subsequently received information that the property was rented out for short‐term accommodation, and
followed up with the registered owner of the property to inform them of the large gathering, and that short‐term
rentals are not permitted. A bylaw fine has been issued to the registered owner for property use in contravention of the
Zoning Bylaw.
Please don’t hesitate to contact me if you wish to discuss this further.
Sincerely,
Sarah Almas
Manager, Bylaw & Licensing Services | District of West Vancouver
t: 604-925-7153 | westvancouver.ca

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

(5)
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Mahssa Beattie

s. 22(1)

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

2620-01

Thursday, September 17, 2020 6:09 PM
MayorandCouncil
West Vancouver Party of 200+

Hi,

Maybe the Mayor or Council could advise me on why there were only a couple of people fined as a result of the huge
party Of young people that did not obey the ruling set out by Dr Bonnie Henry. We as older people are doing our best to
abide By the rulings and what kind of a deterrent is it to young people that they all got away with nothing when they
were old enough to Know what they were doing was careless and irresponsible. I feel Mayor and Council should instruct
the bylaw people that everyone There should have been issued fines.
We have to give our name and number when entering restaurants etc and that should have been done at the party.
With out any kind Of severe consequences one can. expect the same thing to happen over and over again.
I understand it took police 3 hours at least to break up the party the cost in man hours alone would not be covered by
the two fines.
I expect Mayor and Council to discuss this matter and make decisions that will give consequence to the young people. I
have two sons myself and I can assure You there would have been severe consequences if they showed such a careless
attitude when the pandemic we are in is costing lives as well as financial Hardship to people.
I think Mayor and Council have a duty to protect the older citizens of West Vancouver that may be affected by young
people they come in contact with Attending the party.
I have I think never felt strong enough to have contacted Mayor and Council about any other matter and have lived in
s.
West Vancouver since 22(1) but I feel this Is a great shame on you for not taking control and showing the young people
that they need to take responsibility for their actions particularly as they are not under 10 years Of age but most
between 17 to 19!!
Sincerely

s. 22(1)

West Vancouver
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

0127-01

Pascal Cuk
Tuesday, September 22, 2020 3:47 PM
agnes.jackman@gmail.com; MayorandCouncil
RE: COSCO's requests re 2020 UNIDOP to BC city, township, village & district councils
COSCO - Proclamation Request.pdf

Dear A. Jackman.
Thank you for your correspondence addressed to Mayor and Council regarding “Observation of the UN International Day
of Older Persons – October 1”.
While the issuance of proclamations by the District was discontinued many years ago, Council was appreciative of
receiving the information regarding this important topic. The information you provide was posted to the District’s
website, on the correspondence page.
Thank you again for providing the information for Council.
Sincerely,
Pascal Cuk
Manager, Legislative Operations/Deputy Corporate Officer | District of West Vancouver
604-925-7049 | westvancouver.ca

(1)
////

0127-01

September 2, 2020
Dear Mayor and Council,
Re: Observation of the UN International Day of Older Persons -October 1st
Established in 1950, the Council of Senior Citizens’ Organizations (COSCO) of BC is an umbrella, volunteer run organization made up of many seniors’ organizations and individual
associate members. Registered under the Societies Act since 1981, COSCO has grown and
now represents approximately 80,000 seniors in BC.
Our mandate is to promote the well-being of seniors and their families, advocating for policies that allow seniors to remain active, independent, and fully engaged in the life of our
province. The organization is non-partisan, but politically active, advocating for seniors’
needs no matter who is in power. Our motto is “Plan with seniors not for them”.
COSCO invites you, the civic leaders to help celebrate the

UN International Day of Older Persons (UNIDOP) 2020
Theme: “Pandemics: Do They Change How We Address Age and Aging?”
“The year 2020 marks the 75th Anniversary of the United Nations and the 30th Anniversary
of the International Day of Older Persons (UNIDOP). This year has also seen an emergence of
COVID-19, that has caused an upheaval across the world. Considering the higher risks confronted by older persons during the outbreak of pandemics such as COVID-19, policy and
programmatic interventions must be targeted towards awareness of their special needs.
Recognizing older persons contributions to their own health and the multiple roles they play
in the preparedness and response phases of current and future pandemics is also
important.” (United Nations For Ageing)
“The UNIDOP 2020 event will also promote the Decade of Healthy Ageing (2020-2030) and
help to bring together UN experts, civil society, government and the health professions to
discuss the five strategic objectives of the Global Strategy and Action plan on Aging and
Health while noting the progress and challenges in their realization.” (United Nations For
Ageing)
“The objectives of UNIDOP 2020 are to:
1) Inform participants about the strategic objectives for the Decade of Healthy Ageing
2) Raise awareness of the special health needs of older persons and of their contributions
to their own health and to the functioning of the societies in which they live
3) Increase awareness and appreciation of he role of the health care workforce in maintain-

ing and improving the health of older persons, with special attention to the nursing profession
4) Present proposals for reducing the health disparities between older persons in the developed and developing countries, so as to “Leave no one behind”
5) Increase understanding of the impact of COVID-19 on older persons and its impact on
health care policy, planning, and attitudes.” (United Nations For Ageing)
Two ways that we ask you to consider to celebrate the IDOP are:
1) Publicly proclaim/declare your support of the IDOP 2020 (Please refer to attached sample proclamation.)
2) Prominently display the UNIDOP flag for October 1st 2020 if you have one
We are pleased that for the past two years, the Province of British Columbia proclaimed
that October 1st would be known as “International Day of Older Persons”. They have been
asked by COSCO to do so again this year. We would like the BC city, township, village and
district councils to follow suit. For those councils that are able, declarations are preferred
over proclamations as they are ongoing. Please let us know if your council has already made
a declaration in the past and if you will be making either an IDOP proclamation or declaration for IDOP 2020 and if you will be flying the UNIDOP flag this year.
If there is any question about this request, please contact Agnes Jackman at cell#
604-376-5188; 821 20th Street, New Westminster, BC, V3M 4W7; or agnes.jackman@gmail.com.
Thank you for your consideration.
Yours truly,
Agnes Jackman, Board Member, COSCO

United Nations International Day of Older Persons, October 1, 2020
Draft Proclamation:
WHEREAS this 30th Anniversary of the United Nations International Day of Older Persons (UNIDOP) celebrates the importance of the 72nd anniversary of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and reaffirms the commitment to promoting the full and equal
enjoyment of all human rights and fundamental freedoms by older persons, and
WHEREAS the 2020 International Day of Older Persons has as its theme “Pandemics:
Do They Change How We Address Age and Aging?” and focuses on raising awareness
of the needs of older persons and of their contributions to their own health and to the
functioning of the societies in which they live, and
WHEREAS growing older does not diminish a person’s inherent dignity and fundamental rights, and
WHEREAS more than 40 years after the adoption of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, issues of human rights for older persons were taken up in 1991 in the formulation of the United Nations Principles for Older Persons, which provided guidance in
the areas of independence, participation, care, self-fulfillment and dignity, and
WHEREAS in 2002, governments for the first time agreed to link questions of aging to
other frameworks for social and economic development and human rights, and
WHEREAS the interdependence between older persons’ social integration and the full
enjoyment of their human rights cannot be ignored, as the degree to which older persons are socially integrated will directly their dignity and quality of life;
NOW KNOW YE THAT, We do by these presents proclaim and declare that October 1,
2020 shall be known as
“International Day of Older Persons”
in the ___________________________________________.
Respectfully submitted by,
Agnes Jackman, COSCO Board Member

