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COUNCIL CORRESPONDENCE UPDATE TO JULY 21, 2021 (8:30 a.m.) 
 

Referred for Action 
(1) July 14, 2021, regarding “CN trains.” (Referred for consideration and response) 
(2) July 15, 2021, regarding “Council's Strategic Plan 2020-2021 - Mobility - 

Development of Local Area Plans” (Referred for consideration and response) 
(3) July 16, 2021, regarding “Complaint about lack of response to rowdy 

behaviour in Pauline Johnson Field” (Referred for consideration and response) 
(4) July 20, 2021, regarding “Proposed art centre” (Referred for consideration and 

response) 
Referred for Action from Other Governments and Government Agencies  
No items. 
Received for Information 
(5) Committee and Board Meeting Minutes – Heritage Advisory Committee 

meeting May 27, 2021 
(6) 6 submissions, July 10-19, 2021 and undated, regarding Proposed 

Subdivision of 5826 Eagle Island 
(7) Surfside Towers Strata Council, July 12, 2021, regarding “Proposal 

development @ 22nd and Bellevue Avenue” 
(8) Women Transforming Cities International, July 14, 2021, regarding  

“Truth and Reconciliation Commission Survey” 
(9) 6 submissions, July 15-18, 2021, regarding Preliminary Development Proposal 

for 6404 Wellington Avenue and 6403-6407 Nelson Avenue (Tantalus Gardens) 
(10) 5 submissions, July 15-20, 2021, regarding Proposed: Official Community 

Plan Bylaw No. 4985, 2018, Amendment Bylaw No. 5135, 2021; and Zoning 
Bylaw No. 4662, 2010, Amendment Bylaw No. 5122, 2021 (Implementation of 
the Neighbourhood Character Working Group’s Recommendations) (Referred 
to the July 27, 2021 public hearing) 

(11) 14 submissions, July 15-21, 2021, regarding Proposed Arts & Culture Facility 
(12) July 15, 2021, regarding “Re: Collingwood School Rubbish Shed. Morven 

Campus.” 
(13) July 16, 2021, regarding “Horse Shoe Bay Park Experience and Suggestions” 
(14) 2 submissions, July 16 and 18, 2021, regarding Proposed: Council Code  

of Conduct Bylaw No. 5112, 2021; and Respectful Communication Bylaw  
No. 5141, 2021 

(15) Hub Cycling (2 submissions), July 16 and 20, 2021, regarding Cycling Events 
and Advocacy 

(16) 2 submissions, July 16 and 20, 2021, regarding Non-Medical Cannabis Retail 
(17) D. Marley, July 17, 2021, regarding “2195 Gordon Avenue Project Update - 

July 16, 2021” 
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(18) July 19, 2021, regarding “Tweet by Martin Pelletier on Twitter” 
(19) July 19, 2021, regarding “4310 Marine Drive, West Vancouver” (Preliminary 

Development Proposal for 4310 Marine Drive) 
(20) West Vancouver Streamkeeper Society, July 19, 2021, regarding  

“July 19, 2012 - Streamkeepers Letter to Mayor and Council” (Lawson Creek 
Restoration Project) 

(21) July 20, 2021, regarding “Keep West Van Active” 
(22) 2 submissions, July 20, 2021 and undated, regarding Dundarave Road 

Reallocation 
(23) J. Chalmers, July 21, 2021 regarding “Fwd: Kelowna resuming in-person 

council meetings | News | pentictonherald.ca/ Arts Facility Survey/ 
Neighbourhood Character Working Group recommendations” 

Received for Information from Other Governments and Government Agencies 
(24) P. Weiler, M.P. (West Vancouver-Sunshine Coast-Sea to Sky Country)  

(2 submissions), July 16 and 20, 2021, regarding Federal Programs and 
Initiatives 

Responses to Correspondence 
(25) Manager of Environmental Protection, July 19, 2021, response to Urban Tree 

Alliance regarding “Typo correction re. REPLY REQUESTED - Re. District-
wide Ecological Education” 

(26) Manager of Bylaw & Licensing Services, July 20, 2021, response regarding 
“Complaint about lack of response to rowdy behaviour in Pauline Johnson 
Field” 
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From:
Sent: Wednesday, July 14, 2021 10:14 AM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: CN trains.

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

We live above the train tracks in West Vancouver and given the dry weather, we are worrying about
sparks setting off fires along the tracks, the very thing that may have caused the catastrophe in Lytton. The areas on
either side of the railway and the gardens beyond are tinder dry, as is Lighthouse Park and other parks nearby. Is the
municipality talking to CN? The trains coming by our property don’t seem to have slowed down any. What is CN
proposing to do that will mitigate the possibility of a fire along its tracks?

West Vancouver
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Transit and alternative modes of travel aren't competitive with travel by car
Measures are lacking to manage road use
Road use exceeds capacity at key times and pinch points
The road network has gaps that reduce choice and increase congestion

We are now half way through 2021 and I am writing today to ask for an 
update/progress report on meeting each of the above three objectives.  I 
am hoping that the work so far will have revealed potential initiatives 
and/or actions that, if put in place, would have a positive bearing on 
Mobility issues in the whole District and the North Shore but importantly be 
of real value with the development of the remaining two LAPs (Ambleside 
Town Centre and Taylor Way Corridor) for the reasons set out below.  Your 
comments in that latter regard would also be much appreciated and are 
requested.   

Could you kindly also advise if the District would consider making 
changes to the current Local Area Plan - (Lap) development process 
to accommodate, in addition to the "Land Use Component", a "Mobility 
Component".  I believe based on the following facts such a change is 
clearly required in the case of the last two Laps.  It would cover off 
those issues that may be affected by current/future planned changes 
within a Lap and/or have effects elsewhere in the District and beyond as 
well as how current or planned changes in the District or elsewhere will 
affect an individual Lap. 

While Local Area Plans are constructed based on a "Land Use Component", considering the above five key 
access and mobility challenges identified in the District and the North Shore, it would seem that 
consideration and/or action on these "Mobility" issues should take place either prior to or concurrent with 
the development of the remaining two Local Area Plans, namely "Ambleside Town Centre and Taylor Way 
Corridor based on the following:  

a) Each of these Local Area Plan locations is bisected by one of the most busy roadways in the District -
Marine Drive OR Taylor Way.

b) The "Ambleside Town Centre Lap" with its draft borders extending from the shoreline north to basically
Inglewood Avenue and from 13th Street in the east to 23rd Street in the west, carries the OCP (2.1.13)
estimated increases of 1,000 to 1,200 new residences. I am satisfied that residents within and
neighbouring the Lap are more able than I to speak to their concerns related to Transportation and
Mobility given just the current mix of single family, multi-family and commercial businesses, Churches,
Schools, the Library,  and municipal services and venues (Police, Fire, City Hall, Community Centre, Ice
Rink and Seniors Activity Centre) as well as importantly those to be considered involving for instance,
traffic volumes of all types from other parts of the District and venues and/or from other parts of the
North Shore and elsewhere travelling through local streets to get to local or other locations, and/or just to
use available limited parking to visit shoreline attractions, restaurants, and retail business
establishments.  Then there are concerns surrounding the projected rising shoreline water level to be
considered.  To add to the mix, recently District residents have been made aware
of the suggested placement of a new multi-use 25,000 sq. ft. Arts and Culture Centre on one of two
locations at Marine Drive and 13th Street just outside (east) of the Laps draft border which would, no
doubt, draw increased travel of all types to the area.

c) The "Taylor Way Corridor Lap" straddles the already heavily travelled and congested Taylor Way, a
Provincial road which according to the Engineering Department, is technically known as "Arterial - (Non-



Freeway).  Its draft borders include a western section extending from the north side of Keith Road north 
to the Upper Levels Highway and from Taylor Way in the east extending west to include a narrow corridor 
which takes in the two Seniors Homes, a Synagogue and its Hebrew School and 20 single family homes. 
The eastern section extends from Duchess Avenue north to the Upper Levels Highway and from Taylor 
Way in the west to Margaree Avenue in the east taking in 120 single family homes, 2 Schools and a 
Church.

While the District of West Vancouver is not responsible for road maintenance "curb to curb" on Taylor 
Way, it does accept certain full or joint responsibilities for sidewalks, boulevards and 
intersections.  Importantly it is the only road access to the eastern portion of the Taylor Way Corridor Lap 
but also the only access to the rest of the Cedardale neighbourhood located to the east.  To recap there 
are currently 126 single family lots within the draft boundary of the Lap (Cedardale has 106 and Sentinel 
Hill has 20).  Cedardale already has a local well known vehicle volume/congestion problem at the two 
entrances from Taylor Way at Keith Road and Inglewood Avenue due to acknowledged increasing am and 
pm and other sporadic congestion on Taylor Way but importantly due to the fact that its streets must 
serve not only its 485 homes from which a 2019 traffic study indicated daily volumes of 2,000 vehicles not 
including the twice daily return trips to drop off and pick up children at the two elementary schools which 
have a  total enrolment of 450 children.  The (2018) OCP (2.1.13) estimates increases of 500 to 600 new 
residences for the total Lap which would, but did not include, the newly proposed substantial enlargement 
of the Inglewood Care Centre in Sentinel Hill located in the northwest portion of the LAP, which would 
increase its beds from 230 to 701 and add new (additional) housing for staff included in massive 10 and 
11 story buildings to add to the traffic at the Inglewood Avenue and Taylor Way intersection.  Additionally 
however I am advised there are several land assemblies in play within the Lap borders on both sides of 
Taylor Way.  This year (2021) one in Cedardale (Canderel), if approved, would have replaced 5 
single family homes with 52 residences or a 940% increase located at Inglewood Avenue and Burley Drive 
while another in 2019 also in Cedardale (Taylorwood Place) located at the corner of Keith Road and Taylor 
Way would have increased 21 single family strata homes to 390 units or a 1,757% increase. Thankfully 
both were set aside by Council pending development of the Lap as obviously such an extrapolation in 
density including the Inglewood Care Centre expansion would result in many many more than the 
mentioned OCP estimate.  As you may appreciate, traffic at Inglewood Avenue and the joining/connecting 
Burley Drive on the west side of Taylor Way and the Inglewood Avenue and Taylor Way intersection are 
already substantially used as an artery for travelling to the east and west in the District.  In this regard, 
ICBC reports 19 and 12 motor vehicle crashes in 2019 and 2020 at that intersection and 16 and 5 at the 
Keith Road and Taylor Way intersection in 2019 and 2020.  Both of these intersections were mentioned for 
upgrading for safety reasons in the Pedestrian Network Study approved by Council July 17, 
2017?  Incidentally I was advised in January 2019, by the Engineering Department, that the Study had 
not been updated but that the District was still working on its identified priorities but there were no current
plans to update the study as there was still quite a bit of work to complete?

From a Mobility standpoint Taylor Way, aside from being often congested, is very steep especially the 
section north of Clyde Avenue to Keith Road, and its sidewalks, largely constructed of asphalt, are narrow 
and in fact, in one place, on the east side, south of Duchess Avenue, is only two feet wide.  They also are 
not maintained to District standard year round, with line of sight views at some intersections obstructed 
making them unsafe for both pedestrians, cyclists and drivers (eg. the south east corner of Keith Road 
and Taylor Way).  Despite the growth of cycling and vehicle volume in the District, Taylor Way has no 
cycling path resulting in cyclists resorting to the use of the narrow sidewalks. In this regard the Ministry of 
Transportation and Infrastructure advise that as the right of way width varies all along Taylor Way 
between Marine Drive and the Upper Levels Highway the ability to accommodate changes is restricted.

Even though Taylor Way is a Provincial roadway, responsibilities and maintenance are covered by 
"Province of British Columbia Ministry of Transportation and Highways Classified Highways - Part 3 
Highway Act Responsibility and Cost Sharing Guide''.  While the District is not responsible for the road 
"curb to curb'', it does accept certain full or joint responsibilities for sidewalks, boulevards and 
intersections.  Considering Taylor Way is not only the entrance to arguably the most affluent location not 
only in Canada but British Columbia, it is also a District of West Vancouver street which serves the 
adjoining neighbourhoods of Sentinel Hill and Cedardale, and as such hopefully Council will, at an early 
date work with MoTI and take action to establish a higher level of respect and yes pride for the road way 
and arrange for a more appropriate level of overall updating and maintenance of the road, boulevards, 
sidewalks and intersections and also seek ways to reduce congestion all of which I feel has been 



severely lacking over the years.  This is West Vancouver, given the topography, the aging population, and 
for the reasons revealed by INSTPP not everyone can/will take a bus or ride a bicycle in the course of 
their busy lives!

You may be interested to learn that the Operations Manager, Howe Sound and Sunshine Coast of the Ministry 
of Transportation and Infrastructure (MoTI) recently advised me that "the Ministry recognizes that Taylor 
Way, Marine Drive and Lions Gate Bridge, when viewed as a single corridor in that it is part of Highway 
99, sees congestion during the am and pm peak periods.  Expanding Taylor Way is constrained by 
property and by the limited capacity of Lions Gate Bridge", and that the Ministry does not have any plans 
to expand or upgrade Taylor Way".
He also provided the following link to a Ministry Document that provides some insight as to what the 
ministry considers when reviewing developments mandated within 800 meters (1/2 mile) of a provincial 
highway.  He did caution it is only a guiding document and development applications are considered on a 
case by case basis.  Unfortunately he was not forthcoming as to any firm limiting traffic volume or other 
issue that would result in rejection of a proposed development (which has not happened in sometime) but 
more to the point, residents must ask, does the District of West Vancouver?? 

https://www2.gov.bc.ca/assets/gov/driving and transportation/funding engagement permits/subdividing
land/planning designing access developments manual.pdf  

In closing, I must say, while acknowledging their individually expressed concerns for Mobility issues in the 
District and the North Shore, I find it difficult to understand how both the District and the Province (MoTI), 
who have obviously reviewed these issues in some depth, can and have continued for some years, to 
approve, (I am told, by MoTI who have continued to approve them without exception), the professionally 
assessed and District approved incremental increases in density and traffic.  Such increases will or have 
resulted from proposed developments above the Upper Levels Highway as well as the growth of all forms 
of traffic from continual expansion of Park Royal Mall over many years, the Evelyn (Onni) Development 
(still not completed) and Amica Seniors Home projects on Keith Road and Taylor Way (addition still to be 
completed), the proposed and/or approved high rise projects which are also either not started, not yet 
completed or significantly unoccupied both in the District of West Vancouver and North Vancouver from 
Capilano Road to Marine Drive and Taylor Way.  Incidentally all of these projects will in addition to putting 
more vehicles on the roads include literally hundreds of bicycle stalls.  Do not forget the Horseshoe Bay 
Ferry Terminal will now be able to load and unload two ships at the same time adding heavier sporadic 
congestion of all types in the District on a more or less regular basis throughout the day and add to 
the vehicle traffic which continues to increase on the Upper Levels Highway, Taylor Way and on the Sea To 
Sky?  In the circumstance would it not be reasonable from a total District perspective that before adding 
more density to the remaining Local Area Plan neighbourhoods and increasing the already substantial and 
projected flow of traffic of all types from all mentioned sources, that the LAP development process be 
updated to include a  "Mobility Component" to better complete/define and complement the "Land Use 
Component" and clearly document a plan for how proposed changes over its future life (of say 10 to 20 
years) would affect not only the relative neighbourhood but those next door and/or the District but how a 
relative neighbourhood would be affected by planned changes in the District and surrounding area over 
the same period?

Regards, 

  West Vancouver, BC  

P.S. In addition to the above mentioned projected growth in Traffic in the DWV and 
the whole of the North Shore, it would seem consideration should also be given to 
Councillor Soprovich's long time concerns as to the impact on particularly Marine 

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



Drive and Taylor Way and the Taylor Way Corridor of the planned First Nations 
residential project below Park Royal Mall as well as the changes in traffic patterns 
and flow that would occur should the long discussed Lower Road be put in place and 
connect via Marine Drive and beyond. 
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Why after years of complaining still no police car patrols in the area? Or why no community police officers
who walk the area? Why no law enforcement, period?

We are frustrated at constantly trying to have laws enforced, so we can have some peace .
What are the problems for not enforcing the law/?
Is it a lack of resources? Is it a lack of communication between departments? Is it a lack of proper structuring
of departments to meet needs and demands of residents? Is it a lack of knowledge of receptionists who
answer our calls in the bylaw department or the police department?

, we are tired from the noise as we try to enjoy evenings
where the noise carries to the extent that even in the heat we have to close door and windows.

We would like answers and action.
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West Vancouver, B.C.   
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docks and garbage/recycling area should not be viewed as solutions to support property development 
on EI. Rather, expansion of these facilities should be viewed as potential problems for the greater 
Eagle Harbour neighborhood due to their further encroachment of public space. 

Could I support the subdivision proposal of 5826 EI if it was a one-off variance and District policy 
would then firmly prohibit future subdivision on EI? 

No. The question seems to imply that it is somehow reasonable and fair to support the subdivision of 
5826 EI in isolation but it is then equally reasonable to oppose of all future subdivision and secondary 
suite development proposals. 

There is a great irony in even considering this question since the OCP already prohibits subdivision. 

In conclusion, I can not support an OCP amendment that would allow the subdivision of 5861 EI. 

Regards, 
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From:
Sent: Thursday, July 15, 2021 9:05 PM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: Tantalus Gardens

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

Dear Sir / Madam,

I am , the owner of , West Vancouver. My property
the site of land assembly for Tantalus Gardens project.
I participated in their virtual preliminary public information meeting on July 15th. I noticed that the front yard setback
from their Rosebery avenue property line is 8 ft on their proposed plans, despite the 30 ft setback regulation for front
yards in West Vancouver. I asked them how they expect their plans to get approved by the District of West Vancouver,
and they said that it will get approved because 8 ft setback is consistent with the setback of cottages down the Nelson
avenue.
I worked with Architects on a plan of renovation and extension before their closure
last year. We could not get less than 30 ft setback . I would expect the
municipality to accept an 8 ft setback , if accepts it from Peter Nilsson.

Best Regards,

Property address: West Vancouver, BC.
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From:
Sent: Saturday, July 17, 2021 4:26 PM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: Tantalus Gardens 

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

West Vancouver
BC

Dear Mayor and Council

My husband and I have lived and love the fact that this area is still a lovely community.

We both feel that the Tantalus Gardens project would be a wonderful addition to this community. The thought that has
gone into the project is lovely and the landscaping will only enhance the area. The care that has gone into the design of
the homes to accommodate older and people with disabilities is outstanding.

It’s a wonderful opportunity for for young families and older residents to be in a position where they are within easy
walking distance to transit to The Bay and Park Royal and Downtown. Also to schools. West Vancouver has a lot of large
single family homes so this would be a very different project and help to keep Horseshoe Bay the very special village that
we all love.

I know there is resistance to the project as it’s taking away a community space but have an amazing Community Centre
at Gleneagles for those who need those facilities. The concern about more cars seems a bit silly as with 10 homes the
most additional cars would be 20 !!!

We do hope that you will grant the use of the land for this beautiful project.

Your sincerely

Sent from my iPad
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Homes.
Fences & retaining walls need to be unobtrusive and give consideration
to an adjoining
Neighbour (as observed, this sometimes has not been the case & impacts
the whole
character of the street).

On another note, the design of the development at Park Royal, at the
entrance to our beautiful seaside community, is ugly. Someone
commented that it looked like a penitentiary. We wish you, our Council,
would be more proactive and show more leadership in design for a
development of this scale.

We thank you for your consideration,

Yours,

West Vancouver, B.C.
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Mahssa Beattie

From: Raeanne Steele <raeannesteele@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, July 19, 2021 2:33 PM
To: MayorandCouncil; Peter Lambur; Nora Gambioli; Bill Soprovich; Sharon Thompson; 

Marcus Wong; Mary-Ann Booth; Craig Cameron
Subject: Two Thumbs Up for Coach Houses

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

Dear Mayor and Council,

I was delighted to see the Official Community Plan Bylaw No. 4985, 2018, Amendment Bylaw No. 5135, 2021 5.

Coach houses provide a perfect way to gently densify West Vancouver, in my opinion.

They foster community, encourage the growth of the young family demographic and enable the elderly to age in place.

Great job!

Best Regards,

Raeanne

Raeanne Steele
604 347 8537
raeannesteele@gmail.com
1761 Ottawa Ave, West Vancouver, BC V7V 2S3

Please do not redact any part of this email.
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From:
Sent: Friday, July 16, 2021 8:58 PM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: Support for Arts and   Culture Centre Funding

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

Please accept this email as confirmation of my approval and support for the funding allocated so far for a Arts and
Culture Centre. The existing outdated and deteriorating facilities West Van citizens and their children have been forced
to use need to be replaced.

I was actively involved on the and, unfortunately had to experience
the eventual removal of replacing our studio when the community centre was replaced. I would hate to see the
West Vancouver government, again deviate from supporting and ensuring the continued development of facilities
appropriate for the arts.

West Vancouver needs to fund the next stage of the project identified three years ago as a priority; the funding of public
consultations of the chosen sites.

Sincerely,

West Vancouver,

Sent from my iPad
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From:
Sent: Monday, July 19, 2021 10:00 AM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: Arts Facility Proposal

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

Dear Mayor and Councillors

I am writing to state my opposition to the proposed arts facility at Ambleside Park. I am not opposed to new and
upgraded Arts facilities for West Vancouver, however the scale and the proposed location strike me as wrong for any
number of reasons. I don’t imagine the proposed site and size is in keeping with the wishes of most West Vancouver
residents. We wouldn’t know because there has been no serious attempt to actually comprehensively consult with
members of the community.

I am appalled at the lack of process, at the lack of communication with the public, with the lack of respect for the
constituents, and the complete lack of consultation with the neighbours most directly effected in this endeavour. At a
recent AFAC meeting, I was stunned to hear a councillor say to the committee folks who are proponents of the proposal
that “process is not your friend”.

What process, may I ask? (And not rhetorically). The councillor seems to hold the citizens who disagree with the AFAC’s
vision in some degree of contempt. “Fearful, angry and negative”. Really? After the little I have heard and seen wrt the
proposal, it would be surprising if some of us were not fearful, angry and negative. I am still astonished by the
misinformation and disrespect towards the public from some members of that committee.

I believe that there has been an epic fail on many levels. Before any further money (taxpayer or otherwise) is spent
(wasted), your so called “process” needs a complete rethinking. I strongly urge you to reject the proposal outright and
start with comprehensive meaningful consultation with the people you are elected to serve.

Sincerely,

West Vancouver BC

Sent from my iPad
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good trouble, necessary trouble. We will find a way to make a way out of 
no way.”

I once again urge you, as Mayor and Council, to sustain your will "to make a lasting contribution,” 
to leave our little patch of Earth “a little better than we found it.”  Find a way to make a way out of 
no way. 

Yours sincerely, 

West Vancouver BC 
 Canada 

Support for Arts & Culture Centre Planning to Proceed 
July 15, 2021 

Dear Mayor and Council, 

I am co-chair of the Arts Facilities Advisory Committee but am writing as a private citizen to urge 
you to support the recommendation coming before you on July 26 regarding the next phase of 
planning for a new Arts & Culture Centre. 

As is obvious to any casual observer, and as you and the citizens of West Vancouver well know, 
our current arts facilities are deteriorating fast, are largely inaccessible to those in wheelchairs or 
with canes, and are wholly inadequate to the kinds of activities taking place in them now. 

Cramped and overcrowded “bedrooms” and “living rooms” in repurposed old houses being used 
as rehearsal, performance, and workshop spaces cannot properly accommodate the needs of 
performers, programmers, arts educators, and students now, let alone sustain growth for the next 20 
years. Some works in the collection of the West Vancouver Art Museum (which includes works by 
luminaries such as Gordon Smith, Emily Carr, Jack Shadbolt, B.C. Binning, Joan Balzar, and Pierre 
Coupey) are even housed in a garage. 

How can we expect potential donors to consider leaving their legacies to West Van if their artworks 
only end up in a shed? How can future artists, architects, actors, musicians, media arts 
designers and educators be allowed to flourish if all we give them are closets and kitchens in which 
to learn, practice, and produce? How can we enhance the lives of the elderly through concerts and 
talks or workshops and classes if our facilities don’t even allow them access to the buildings? 

Our District—our kids, youth, adults, and seniors—deserve much better and yes, progress has a 
cost. The WV Community Centre was fought tooth and nail by some when the plan was proposed 
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years ago; now it’s one of our most successful and beloved community assets. More than just 
passion, vision, and business acumen, that project took exceptional leadership from WV Council. It 
took recognition from elected officials concerned for the health, well-being, and future of our 
community to push for change and to serve our citizens better. 
 
Since 2018, a great deal of work has been done to identify failing buildings, define current and 
future users and audiences, determine the social and economic benefits, and evaluate potential sites 
for a new Arts & Culture Centre (see https://westvancouver.ca/arts-culture/arts-culture-
strategy). Yet all of this research simply builds on the needs and desires of stakeholders, 
practitioners and, of course, the public, expressed over a decade of studies. For those who do the 
reading, the evidence is there, and the evidence is clear: the arts are necessary to the well-being of 
any community, are contributors to productive careers for our kids, and are significant economic 
drivers for the neighbourhoods in which they are situated. 
 
I urge Council to take positive action on July 26 and approve the recommendation to go to the next 
phase of planning for an Arts & Culture Centre, including developing a business plan, 
fundraising plan, and governance model. Vast numbers of your constituents are counting on you to 
do the right thing—and do the thing right—by investing in the future of the arts in our community 
now. 
 
One last thought: if you don’t approve the recommendation, then what? Will the Silk Purse be 
allowed to flood one too many times, and then have to close forever, leaving the West Van 
Community Arts Council and the many arts organizations who offer concerts, classes, kids camps, 
and visual arts and literary events there without a home? Will the Music Box just continue to rot 
from the inside, until it, too, has to be shut down? Will the WV Art Museum have to continue to 
decline significant collections due to lack of space and a leaky building? 
 
Costs to remediate these buildings are prohibitive (just to raise the Ferry Building above the flood 
plain and install a washroom required a $1,010,360 grant from the Federal Government and 
$841,882 from the BC Govt), and to consider replacing them on their current sites is just 
irresponsible. Besides construction costs (again, on a flood plain), for every one of these three 
buildings, systems, staffing, and maintenance would have to be duplicated, costing taxpayers far 
more in the long run than constructing a consolidated Arts & Culture Centre to serve all of West 
Van. 
 
If you don’t care about the people who use, support, exhibit, perform, learn from, and enjoy the 
kinds of programming that take place in these spaces, then your decision is easy. If you do care, 
then the decision may be harder, but I guarantee it will come with a legacy as positive and powerful 
as any you may have made as elected officials so far. Every great city in the world makes space for 
the arts, celebrates the arts, and encourages education and participation in the arts; our District 
should be doing the same. 
 
So take the tougher road and approve the July 26 recommendation to proceed with the next phase 
of work on the Arts Centre proposal. We are worth it. 
 
Thank you, 
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EMAIL CAMPAIGN 2021 Art and Health&utm medium=email&utm term=0 f0ebe20dcf-
12a0304acf-208097846

Why Doctors Think Art Can Help Cure You
With art lessons and trips to museums on prescription, the links 
between culture and health are being reconsidered 

The forthcoming World Healthcare Congress, Europe, which takes place in Manchester in 
March, will ‘have an arts, health and social change agenda throughout’ explains Clive Parkinson, 
head of Arts for Health at Manchester Metropolitan University, the UK’s longest established arts 
and health unit. Parkinson, who has co-programmed the conference with Manchester Museum 
director Esme Ward, describes the arts focus of the conference as ‘telling’. Bringing together 
medical professionals, academics and policy makers, and including a keynote speech from Arts 
Council England CEO Darren Henley, it signals how the arts and health agenda is moving from 
the periphery to centre-stage. With initiatives such as doctors being encouraged to prescribe art 
lessons as part of a GBP£1.8 million UK government strategy, and a trip to the Montreal 
Museum of Fine Arts now part of the prescribing options for members of Médecins 
francophones du Canada, art and wellness are increasingly being talked about in the same breath. 
As MMFA director general Nathalie Bondil put it last year when the Montreal scheme was 
announced: ‘In the 21st century, culture will be what physical activity was for health in the 20th 
century.’ 

The recent Calm and Collected report by Art Fund is yet another example of the foregrounding 
of cultural consumption as a healthy lifestyle option. The report’s key finding was that those 
under 30 are twice as likely to visit a museum or gallery at least once a month in order to ‘de-
stress’. These visitors are, it would seem, turning to art galleries and museums as a therapeutic 
third space. Stephen Deuchar, director of Art Fund, says of the report: ‘We thought we should 
commission some proper research to investigate how regularly engaging with museums and 
galleries can contribute to an individual’s sense of wellbeing. The outcomes of the Calm and 
Collected research clearly confirm that visiting museums more frequently does indeed have a 
positive effect on one’s overall sense of personal balance and fulfilment.’ 



Tate Britain, 2010. Courtesy: Getty Images; photograph: Oli Scarff  

This is, of course, no great surprise to many of those working in museums and public art 
galleries who have been promoting the health and wellbeing role of cultural institutions for some 
time. Their work goes far beyond exhibition making and can include everything from workshops 
for the elderly to outreach activities in local communities. Yet while the role of arts and culture 
in terms of physical and mental wellbeing is increasingly being recognized, it is also under 
threat. Many galleries and museums rely on local authority funding, and as the effects of 
austerity in the UK continue to be felt, more cuts to already tight budgets are expected. Research 
by the County Council Network, for example, states that almost GBP£400m has been cut from 
annual local authority spending since 2010. A report by the Centre for Cities think tank, 
meanwhile, has also highlighted the drop in city councils’ culture funding. Paradoxically, just as 
the social benefits of the arts are being championed, a legal obligation to provide social care 
services is in turn leading to a reduction in councils’ arts spending. 

Although arts and health funding may not be joined up, the thinking increasingly is. In 
November last year for example, the annual conference of the UK gallery education network, 



Engage, was titled ‘A Social Prescription’ and entirely devoted to the ‘intersection between arts, 
health, wellbeing and education’. Parkinson delivered the conference’s keynote address in which 
he made specific reference to the All Party Parliamentary Group On Arts, Health and Wellbeing 
Inquiry (launched in January 2014) and its July 2017 report, Creative Health: The Arts for 
Health and Wellbeing. This comprehensive study presented the findings of two years of research 
exploring the role of the arts in health and social care, in order to make policy recommendations. 
Parkinson describes it as ‘an important report at a very critical time’. He adds: ‘As the NHS 
prepares to roll out social prescribing we could be on the brink of a step-change in the way 
public health is understood, and how the negative factors that influence health and wellbeing 
might be mitigated against.’ He is, though, keen to stress that ‘the arts aren’t a panacea for all 
life’s ills, and one size does not fit all. Context is everything.’ 

Courtesy: Montreal Museum of Fine Arts  

Parkinson believes that research such as the 2015 Arts For Health report Exploring the 
Longitudinal Relationship Between Arts Engagement and Health provides compelling 
international evidence of the long-term benefits of engagement with the arts, including its impact 



on mortality. And while you could argue that the findings of the Art Fund research are, although 
useful, at the light-touch end of the spectrum when it comes to the intervention of arts and 
culture, Parkinson cites research done by the ‘Dementia and Imagination’ project led by Bangor 
University’s Dementia Services Development Centre as an example of the sharp end of practice. 
‘We found that working with 271 people affected by dementia who took part in visual arts 
appreciation/art making sessions over a couple of years, not only reduced depression 
and anxiety but significantly improved wellbeing.’ He adds that the data revealed that 37% of the 
participants had never previously engaged in art. ‘In other words, it was the condition of 
dementia that brought them to the arts for the very first time. This is powerful and significant.’

Designing Wellness: What Influence Does Architecture Have on Health?

Speaking when the Montreal initiative was announced last year, Dr Hélène Boyer, vice-president 
of Médecins francophones du Canada and head of the family medicine department at the city’s 
McGill University, explained that there is ‘more and more scientific proof’ to support the 
benefits of the arts for physical and mental health. ‘It increases our level of cortisol and our level 
of serotonin. We secrete hormones when we visit a museum and these hormones are responsible 
for our well-being.’ Parkinson, though, is wary of over-medicalizing the conversation. ‘It would 
be very easy to believe that we somehow need to evidence the impact of the arts in the language 
of bio-medical science,’ he says. ‘My experience tells me the arts do something more nuanced 
and subtle than that.’ 



From:
Sent: Wednesday, July 21, 2021 12:47 AM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: Arts Centre

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

Dear Mayor Booth, and members of West Vancouver council,

I am writing to you as a relatively recently settled newcomer to West Vancouver from , about the
proposed Arts Centre.

I have no doubt at all that an Arts centre would be an asset to West Van particularly in mind of the resources at its
disposal and the engaged citizens young and old making up the community.

Yes we will have NIMBYs concerned about building work and traffic. And low tax evangelists who don’t care that the tax
burden is not remotely as high as many other places in North America. And there will be people who do not trust
government or representatives regardless of the issue at stake. And of course there are people who automatically
assume that they will be on the hook for the cost of the project, absent any evidence that that is the case.

But as a former resident of a diverse, vibrant city with a world class arts scene I can only encourage everyone to imagine
how wonderful it would be to have our own arts facility fit for the future.

I personally enjoy theatre, modern art, live literature events, innovative music, and avant garde cinema. You don’t have
to share my tastes but I know that there are thousands of people in our community who are similarly passionate about
the arts. While it’s not a pre requisite, having a majority of university educated people in our community is likely to
bolster the cause.

I know that next year is an election year and already people are muttering that this will be some kind of legacy, or vanity
project. But we are very far from having the arts centre in place and anyway there’s nothing wrong with signalling your
support for a fantastic new asset which our community will cherish for years to come.

So I urge you to approve the proposal to move the arts centre on to the next planning stage.

With thanks for your attention,

Yours faithfully,

West Vancouver
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If the lack of community awareness doesn’t shock you, then this should.  Those most negatively impacted by 
this proposal, i.e. the Marine Drive and surrounding area residents north of the Rutledge Field/Tennis Courts 
were neither aware of this project nor the survey until a concerned citizen knocked on their doors on Sat, Jun 
12th/21!  This was too late to attend either of the two info meetings but, luckily, there was time still, to respond 
to the survey and, for those who could, also attend the next AFAC meeting on Tues, Jun 22nd/21 to learn the 
survey results.   

LACK OF COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT 

It’s not like the District doesn’t know when and how best to engage the community.  It even has a West 
Vancouver Community Engagement Committee to help it do just that.  Here are 6 examples from the 
past where the District has provided its residents both proper notification and opportunity for dialogue and 
public consultation.  The first 3 are under your helm, the last 3 are previous councils. 

1) Dear Resident letter delivered to front door.  Dated Jan 21/19.  From Engineering & Transportation, namely
Vanessa Garrett, Manager of Roads and Transportation.  RE: North Shore Portable Digital Message Sign Pilot
Project.  Alerting recipients of a proposal to place a Portable Digital Message Sign on south side of 1200 block
Marine Drive for 12 months.

2) Dear Resident letter delivered to front door.  Dated May 8th/21.  From Engineering & Transportation,
namely Mariano Cusano, Superintendent Utilities Construction.  RE: New Watermain Construction on Taylor
Way.  Alerting recipients of the impacts to traffic disruptions and noise.  Directed residents to the designated
website for more info and a signup for email updates.

3) Dear Resident or Business Owner letter delivered to front door.  Dated Jun 17th/21.  Received Jun
25th/21.  From Special Events, namely Christie Rosta, Cultural Services Manager.  RE: Canada Day in West
Vancouver.  Alerting recipients of the rooftop performances in Ambleside and minute of silence at 7
pm.  Directed recipients to the designated website for truth & reconciliation.

Note: It was not lost on us residents that the above Christie Rosta is the same manager that sits on AFAC as the 
assigned District staff representative, yet Cultural Services' duty to door deliver any notice regarding this 
particular project seems to have completely eluded that department. 

4) 2007/2008 project spearheaded by the Engineering department with some involvement from Parks.  RE:
Ambleside Town Centre gateway.  There was regular open dialogue and consultation between 1100 and 1200
block Marine Drive residents with Brent Dozzi of Engineering and Colette Parsons, Urban Design Planner,
regarding the beautifying of the Marine Drive stretch from Park Royal Towers to 13th Street to create a sense of
entry to Ambleside town centre (the results of which, WV still enjoys today).

5) Dear Resident letter delivered to front door.  Dated Mar 23rd/07.  From Special Events, namely Angela
Hogan, Special Events Co-ordinator.  RE: Open Letter to Ambleside and Sentinel Hill Residents.   Alerting area
residents of change to the location of the 3rd annual Iranian picnic from the lagoon to the all weather field (now
Rutledge Field) due to nesting green herons and the impacts to traffic disruption and noise.

6) Dear Resident letter delivered to front door.  Dated 1st half 2013.  From Engineering & Transportation.  RE:
Clyde/Keith Traffic Calming.  Alerting area residents to an Open House to receive public input.  Attendees then
able to signup to receive further information by email.  Followup email duly received Sep 25th/13.  From From
Engineering & Transportation, namely Emily Willobee, Engineering Outreach Coordinator.  RE: Invitation to a
followup Clyde/Keith Traffic Calming Open House on Oct 10th.  Alerting recipients to come view and provide
feedback on the two proposed options, which were developed with public input collected at the earlier open
house.



Need I provide more?  You no doubt see the obvious pattern here.  The District engineering department does an 
excellent job of properly notifying affected residents and conducting Open Houses.  Even Christie Rosti, when 
wearing her Special Events hat, can be commended for proper notifications of events.   

Yet projects of this magnitude, costing tens of millions of dollars and involving the destruction and rezoning of 
our precious parkland does not warrant any kind of front door notice delivery to all citizens of West Vancouver, 
let alone to those residents most negatively impacted by this?  As much as it likes, the District can publish 
Newspaper articles, distribute notices to various District facilities, send out emails from its plethora of lists, and 
post to social media but the only method of certainty to reach the nearby residents and the wider community is 
with good old fashioned Canada Post!  

Furthermore, projects of this magnitude do not warrant an Open House/Town Hall style meeting for public 
input and feedback?  Instead, a handful of elite people on the AFAC committee are charged with deciding our 
fate, facilitated by Cornerstone Planning Group (Cornerstone) who, let’s face it, have a monetary interest to 
keep pushing this project along?  Seriously?  Here I was thinking that I lived in a democratic society.      

Curiously, AFAC formed a Klee Wyck Subcommittee to study the arts & culture possibilities at that location.  It 
met 4 times between Nov 2019 to February 2020.  It also hosted a blue-sky workshop facilitated by Human 
Studio and Cornerstone on Dec 1st/19.  Additional members of AFAC participated.  Members of the public 
attended the meetings and workshop and provided their comments and feedback.  Not only that, Christie 
Rosti’s 'Arts Facilities Advisory Committee/Klee Wyck Subcommittee - Klee Wyck Site 2020-2029 Plan 
Recommendations’ report goes on to state 'consult with the local {Klee Wyck} neighbourhood to determine the 
interest for community gardens and a heritage plant staging area at the Site.’  How nice for these residents!  I 
am curious, what’s the per capita spend to build and maintain this as a park versus the select few neighbourhood 
residents who will be using it?  But I digress. 

Excuse me, but why then wasn’t an Ambleside Park Subcommittee formed and the area residents afforded an 
opportunity to give their comments and feedback on the Ambleside Park location?  The wider community has 
been cheated out of this whole process too!  Why did Cultural Services sidestep the District’s own Official 
Community Plan Bylaw 4985,2018 here re: Promoting an engaged community?  Specifically, 2.8.17 Engage the 
community in planning for services, programs, and facilities, and municipal decision-making. 

AFAC 

Do not for a minute think that our attendance at the Jun 22nd/21 AFAC video meeting afforded us any 
comfort.  Cornerstone presented its interpretation of the survey findings.  I was pleased to hear of the 50/50 
result, considering even those in favour had expressed some of the same concerns with an Ambleside Park 
location.  Lead by Cornerstone, the consultant had them all believing it was as simple as solving the tennis court 
conundrum and educating the public on “no loss of parking”.  I observed how he cleverly was only telling them 
what they wanted to hear.  I was amazed, how each of those committee members just swallowed what they were 
fed - hook, line, and sinker.   

instead of admitting defeat, the committee members simply dismissed the results and the public’s feedback, and 
expressed the desire to push forward regardless, keeping their eyes on their prize i.e. Dupe Council to move the 
project to its next phase.  Here, I was thinking to myself what happened to the AFAC Terms of Reference, 
which states 'qualifications for those seeking membership on the AFAC are to include: individuals with 
an ability to look beyond personal interests for the benefit of the community and residents of West 
Vancouver.’  I observed no evidence of this and, in fact, I found AFAC to be self-serving and its attitude 
towards the general public quite appalling.  I was now seeing for myself why the Arts community in WV does 
have a serious image problem and perhaps they should be working on first improving that!   



The resounding message amongst them was unanimous and stunk of ‘There’s no need to convince the public 
{us little guys}, we only need to convince Council and, to do that, all we need to do is find ourselves a wealthy 
individual to help with the capital costs in exchange for giving them naming rights’.  Is this true?  Is our Council 
so easily bought at the expense of its own values, those of the District, and those of its citizens?   
 
Kudos to the one senior District staff member who dared to suggest that perhaps more public engagement was 
necessary only to be shot down by the attending Councillor's declaration of ‘Process was not going to be our 
{yeahsayers} friend’.  In other words, we need to muzzle the naysayers?  Surely not!  By now, you should be as 
gobsmacked as us public were at the conclusion of that meeting.   
 
CONCLUSION 
 
No, process has certainly not been our {WV citizens} friend, in fact it has been non-existent!  I am requesting 
Council to now right this wrong and, on Jul 26th/21, reject an Ambleside Park location and any further 
expenditure on it.  It’s time to direct staff to now go back to that drawing board and this time conduct proper 
and effective community engagement. 
 
Thank you for your attention and time. 
 
Sincerely, 

West Vancouver, BC 
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An Arts & Culture facility would NOT complement surrounding uses and users as Cornerstone suggests.  It 
would be in total conflict with existing park users and interests, impose on visitors relationship with the park, 
disrupting and crowding them out and, in the process, destroying dwindling valuable recreation 
space.  Ambleside Park is the crown jewel and gateway to West Vancouver, not some out of place building.  In 
2007/2008, the District spent hundreds of thousands of tax payer money beautifying this gateway, specifically 
to “open up the views to the water for pedestrians, park users, and passersby”, so please keep it that way and 
show us that parkland and open spaces are truly valued now by our current Council as it was by our Council all 
those years ago. 

WATERFRONT 

I quote the District sign currently posted along the Argyle waterfront ’The District has been working to create 
open park space and public access to the waterfront since the mid-1950’s.  The District bought and removed 
cottages and houses to create Ambleside Park and, then in the 1970’s, began buying properties along Argyle 
Avenue...’.   

So, on the one hand, tearing down buildings from the Argyle waterfront and, in the other hand, building a 
25,000 sq ft structure in the Ambleside Park waterfront?  Robbing Peter to pay Paul, so to speak, and rejecting 
the vision of every Council that came before you.  NO! 

FLOOD PLAIN 

I quote Cornerstone from its own presentation material:  'Ambleside Park Challenges = Located within flood 
zone, adverse soil conditions!' 

Putting valuable District assets (i.e. Art) in a flood plain.  This is bound not to end well.  Even the Public Arts 
Advisory Committee noted in its May 19th/21 minutes item 7 ‘issue of sea level rise would impact the 
placement of public art pieces!.  It is concerned about a few art pieces.  The District is contemplating putting up 
a whole building here filled with art pieces!   

Not to mention, all the extra cost due to building in a location known for unstable soil and prone to flooding, 
knowing full well that sea levels are rising and extreme weather events are becoming more common 
place.  Seriously? 

TREES 

I quote Cornerstone from its own presentation material:  ’Tennis Court Site Challenges = It’s our belief we’ll 
be able to keep virtually all those {3 iconic} trees.’  Well, ‘virtually' (and ‘probably’ as I’ve seen them use 
elsewhere in reports) just doesn’t cut it!  No pun intended.  

So, there is no guarantee of the saving of any of those 3 iconic trees along 13th Street.  How can you squeeze in 
a building of this size in such a small space without damaging those roots?  Also, see the CN Rail item 
below.  The Tennis Court site also contains lots of other trees that would be lost too.     

What Cornerstone refers to as ‘loss of existing landscaping’ on the South Parking lot site is actually 28 mature 
trees (I counted them!) plus 4 iconic trees just east of the indigenous sculpture.   

CONGESTION 

I quote Cornerstone form its own presentation material, regarding access to the park space itself ‘We don’t 
expect that there will be any additional challenges.’  Laughable to say the least! 



We don’t need expensive traffic studies to tell us that the entrance to Ambleside Park is already severely 
congested.  Just stand there for 15 minutes and observe the goings-on.  We do not need any more gridlock and 
traffic jams in this already busy park, not to mention the safety concerns.  More traffic would not be 
supportable.   
 
There is the 13th Street & Marine Intersection with 4 crosswalks, then pedestrians walking along both sides of 
13th Street, then the entrance to the Grosvenor parkade, then the pedestrian crossing from the tennis court 
parking lot to Bellevue, then the entrance to the tennis court parking, then pedestrians crossing that entrance and 
Bellevue (i.e. both the east and west sides of the railroad crossing) to enter the park, then pedestrians/bicycles 
crossing between Argyle and the Spirit Trail, and the constant vehicles streaming in and out of the park, and the 
CN trains of course.  Isn't Marine Drive a designated emergency route too?        
 
 
Anyway, Jennifer Webb, Chair of AFAC, seems to have already done the traffic study for us.  In her Letter to 
the Editor in Jun 16th/21 North Shore News, titled ‘Klee Wyck Not Suited For Arts Centre', she states that 
when Klee Wyck was considered there was “input from neighbourhood residents” and that location dismissed 
because "such a centre would attract users and audiences of all ages every day of the week from morning to 
night, leading to constant traffic ... and high noise levels in the neighbourhood.”     
 
NOISE 
 
See Jennifer Webb’s comment immediately above.  I can assure you that residents of the Ambleside Park area 
do not want this constant traffic and high noise level any more than the Klee Wyck residents do. 
 
PARKING 
 
Cornerstone’s claim is that there will be no loss of parking spots.  If you build that $10 million parkade (2019 
costs), parkers will come alright and, in no time, fill up those extra spots.  Now, you’ll have two user groups 
competing for the same spots.  As well, the employees of the next door businesses will thank you too as will the 
Spirit Trail users and waterfront walkers as they park and go about their business.  In other words, there’s no 
means to control who is parking there.  Don’t even think about charging for parking.  Street parking is already 
at a premium for the nearby residents and their visitors.  The locals shouldn’t be made to fight for spots with the 
Ambleside Park overflow crowd even more frequently than they do now.    
 
NEIGHBOURHOOD 
 
Imagine for a moment, if you lived immediately north of Rutledge Field/Tennis Courts.  When you bought your 
house, it was overlooking a cherished park but now you learn you’ll be literally living in the Ambleside 
Business District!  Because that’s what this proposal will do!  It extends the commercial area into the park and 
what was your residential neighbourhood.  A horrifying thought so how could anyone justify forcing this on 
others! 
 
Referring again to Jennifer Webb’s statement above, now these residents will also be subjected to the high noise 
levels, increase in traffic congestion, air pollution, litter, loss of privacy, loss of through light (admitted by 
Cornerstone in its video), loss of sea breeze, loss in market value (and whose even going to want to buy their 
houses in the future), increased traffic on local roads, reduced street parking, etc.         
 
What of the new Neighbourhood Character Working Group, tasked with developing policies that respect 
neighbourhood character and minimize impacts of new development in single-family residential 
areas!  Does it not apply here? 
 
CN RAIL/TSB 



The District would already be well aware of this.  An added complexity.  The CN’s Proximity and Development 
group would need to be contacted for comments and recommendations for any project proposed within 300m of 
CN the right of way, which both Ambleside Park sites would fall under.  Recommendations would normally be 
to provide a 30 metre setback for vehicular property access points from at-grade railway 
crossings.  Cornerstone’s drawing failed to mention or be concerned about the parking entrance proximity to 
the at-grade railway crossing.  By my calculation, this means the entrance to the facility parking cannot remain 
where it currently is but, rather, it would need to start at about the trunk of that first iconic tree.  So that’s the 
first and possibly second of the three trees destroyed for sure!   

The safety challenges surrounding this already heavily congested area are going to be even more of a concern 
when factoring in the at-grade railway crossing.  The District best gets the Transport Safety Board involved 
because an at-grade railway crossing so close to 13th/Marine/Bellevue/Argyle/pedestrian crossings)/Grosvenor 
parkade in such a condensed and high-traffic vehicle/bicylce/pedestrian area is a serious accident just waiting to 
happen.   

GROSVENOR 

Has anybody at the District looked into the possibility of instead leasing some space in the Grosvenor 
building?  They have had For Lease signs up for months, one space on the Marine Drive side for up to 3700 sq 
ft and another space on the Bellevue side for up to 4300 sq ft.  They are already hosting an artist, Benjamin 
Lumb.  Heirloom has moved out and I understand the barber’s lease is not being renewed.  So lot’s of space 
there!  The Meinhardt space has been looking for sublease too.   

CONCUSION 

It belies belief as to why either of the Ambleside Park locations were ever contemplated for an Arts & Culture 
facility.  The survey results clearly indicate that the citizens of West Vancouver do not want it there.  I am 
requesting Council to respect the conclusive results and, on Jul 26th/21, reject an Ambleside Park location and 
any further expenditure on it.  It’s time to direct staff to now go back to that drawing board and this time 
conduct proper and effective community engagement. 

Thank you for your attention and time. 

Sincerely, 

West Vancouver, BC 
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It is highly disappointing to be ignored by you, the Mayor of our municipality, in not responding to my email dated June 13
(enclosed below).

The illegal garbage shed at Collingwood School is still used. The truck collecting the rubbish came again this morning making a
tremendous and protracted noise, certainly waking up some of .

We are again asking you to order the School to tear down the shed and move the garbage containers to their underground parking
lot.

Respectfully,

West Vancouver BC

Sent from my iPad

Begin forwarded message:

From:
Date: June 13, 2021 at 12:08:19 PM PDT
To:MayorandCouncil District of West Vancouver <MayorandCouncil@westvancouver.ca>
Cc: Kevin Spooner <kspooner@westvancouver.ca>, Sheryl LeBlanc <sleblanc@westvancouver.ca>, Jim Bailey
<jbailey@westvancouver.ca>
Subject: Collingwood School Rubbish Shed. Morven Campus.

To: Mayor Booth and Council,

I am representing neighbours residing near Collingwood School on and as their
Neighbourhood Block Watch captain.

We have an ongoing and highly irritating issue with the School’s garbage shed.
The shed is merely meters away from our homes. It is visited daily by wildlife, including rats, raccoons, crows and
black bears. It is an unsightly site and it creates potential danger to us, the residents, particularly due to recent
aggressive visits of the bears.

We have just learned that the garbage shed was constructed illegally, without a permit from the District. With
due respect we are asking the District to order the School to tear down the shed and to move their rubbish
containers to their underground parking lot. This would be in accordance with the permit issued by the District
for the newMorven Campus.

Respectfully,

Neighbourhood Block Watch Captain

West Vancouver BC

Sent from my iPad
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Mahssa Beattie

From: Cathy, HUB Cycling <membership@bikehub.ca>
Sent: Friday, July 16, 2021 7:30 PM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: Advocating for Slower Speeds, Safe Passing & Increased Fines

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the organization from email address bounce-mc.us19_106436078.6105760-
7da6923545@mail118.suw131.mcsv.net. Do not click links or open attachments unless you validate the sender and know the content 
is safe. If you believe this e-mail is suspicious, please report it to IT by marking it as SPAM. 

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

View this email in your browser  

Join our campaign for safer streets

It's no secret that the faster a vehicle is travelling, the more likely a collision involving a 

person cycling or other vulnerable road users will result in a serious injury or fatality. 

The risk of severe injury to a person cycling (or other vulnerable road users) 
depending on how fast a vehicle is going, jumps exponentially from 10% at 25 km/h 
to 90% at 74 km/h. 

HUB has been steadily advocating for safer streets for people cycling and other vulnerable 

road users including: 

5 a



 

 Safe speed limits of maximum 30km/hr on neighbourhood streets (local streets 

with no centre line). 

 Safe passing distances of minimum 1 - 1.5 m for vehicles when passing people 

cycling. 

 Increased fines for dangerous behaviour on the road, including aggressive 

driving, and motorist negligence causing injury or death of vulnerable road users. 

 

Join HUB as a member and help us push for safer streets  
 

 

We've seen an appetite for change from individual Metro Vancouver municipalities. 
The City of North Vancouver recently passed unanimous support for a safe passing law. 
The City of Vancouver launched its first pilot project that will test 30 km/h speed limits 
in residential streets. 
 
But these are small strides and we NEED to apply pressure on the Provincial 
Government who is ultimately responsible for passing legislative changes to the outdated 
BC Motor Vehicle Act. 

The time to act is NOW. 

 
Join HUB as a member and throw your weight behind our efforts to reduce vehicle speed, 
safe passing laws, and increased fines for dangerous road behaviour. 
 
The more members we have the greater our voice when we push to create a safer place to 
bike for all ages and abilities across Metro Vancouver. 

 

 

Best wishes, 
 
Cathy Acuna 
Membership Manager 
 
PS: Already a HUB Member? Consider supporting us by making a donation to 
support our advocacy work. All donations receive a charitable tax receipt. 
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Mahssa Beattie

From: HUB Cycling <events@bikehub.ca>
Sent: Tuesday, July 20, 2021 9:20 AM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: Bike to Shop Registration is NOW OPEN!

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the organization from email address bounce-mc.us19_106436078.6107816-
7da6923545@mail8.suw91.mcdlv.net. Do not click links or open attachments unless you validate the sender and know the content is
safe. If you believe this e-mail is suspicious, please report it to IT by marking it as SPAM.

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

View this email in your browser

Bike to Shop returns to 20 Neighbourhoods from
August 7-20!

Hey HUB Supporter!

Our popular Bike to Shop event returns this summer from August 7-20 and it’s the biggest
one yet!

More than 70 local businesses in 20 neighbourhoods across Metro Vancouver are
offering amazing freebies and sweet deals for people biking to their businesses.

Get on your bike and come join the Bike to Shop movement with us! As always,
registration is 100% free. Register before July 30 for a chance to win a $50 Compass
Card from TransLink so you can explore even more Bike to Shop neighborhoods
this summer.
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Don’t forget to RSVP on Facebook and invite your friends to ride and shop with you!

REGISTER NOW

VIEW SCHEDULE

Get Freebies and Sweet Deals from 70+ Local
Businesses

Your FREE registration scores you access to redeem promotions at participating

businesses like:

BierCraft Wesbrook Village is offering free appetizers

Coffee + Vanilla in Coquitlam are offering free brownies

Steveston Bakery is offering free cookies

Chez Christophe Chocolate & Pastry in Burnaby is offering free americanos

JJ Bean is offering free coffee at select locations

Strathcona Brewing is offering a free order of garlic bites when you buy a pint

Yellow Dog Brewing in Port Moody is offering $1 off pints



Stickys Candy in Langley is offering 2 for 1 ice cream cones 

The Bike Doctor is offering free bike check & quick fixes, clif bars, and goodie 

bags (for adults and kids!) 

JamJar Canteen in The Shipyards District is offering free pieces of pistachio 

baklava 

Check out the schedule for the full list of participating businesses, locations, and terms 

and conditions. More businesses are being added weekly! 

   

REGISTER NOW

Visit 12 Knowledge HUB Stations 

In-person events are BACK! Stop by one or all of our 12 Knowledge HUB stations during 

Bike to Shop for free basic bike maintenance, snacks, cycling information, giveaways, 

engage with your local community, and enter to win great prizes. Come visit us in 

Vancouver, Burnaby, West Vancouver, North Vancouver, Langley City, Port Moody, and 

Coquitlam. Each Knowledge HUB has different deals - check them out on the schedule!



How do I bike to shop?

If you’re entirely new to biking to shop, don’t fret! Follow HUB Cycling on Facebook,

Twitter, and Instagram for tips and tricks on how to easily make cycling to shops a part of

your routine, or check out The Commuter Bike Shopper’s Checklist or How to Shop by
Bike. Be sure to check out these other great resources too:

Marketing to Cyclists Guide
Small Businesses are Learning to Love Bike Lanes
Are Bike Lanes Good for Small Business
Article: I turned my office into a cycling cafe
'Part of an evolution': Downtown business partners with cycling group

To get “warmed-up” for Bike to Shop, try challenging yourself this week to do one errand,

trip, or activity by bike that you'd normally do by vehicle or transit!



Bike to Shop Businesses

Be a participating business in Bike to

Shop and HUB Cycling will bring

customers directly to you! All you need to

do is offer a small free promotion.

Stipends are available for businesses

needing financial support. If your business

is in one of the 20 neighbourhoods then

you are eligible to take part.

Register for free here.

Park your bike at one of
TransLink’s New Bike Lockers

Cycling and multi-modal transit trips just

got easier in Metro Vancouver! As part of

TransLink’s goal to make it easier for

people to combine cycling and transit into

their everyday travel, on-demand bike

lockers are now available at select transit

hubs across the region!

Visit translink.ca/bikeparking to find a

location near you.

Thank You to our Generous Sponsors!



Copyright © 2021 Bike to Shop Team. All rights reserved.

You are receiving this email because you wished to stay up to date on Bike Events, Bike Advocacy, and
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This email was sent to mayorandcouncil@westvancouver.ca. Want to change how you receive these
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You can update your preferences or unsubscribe from this list.
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Attention Mayor and Council. 

Subject…Support for Weather Cannabis Store at 6412 Bay Street Horseshoe Bay. 

I would like to pledge my support for the Weather Group’s proposal to open a Cannabis Store at the 
above address.  

I’m a strong proponent of the need to have a locally owned and managed store in Horseshoe Bay. The 
location at 6412 I believe is ideal. I particularly like the fact that it is a 2nd flour location, discrete but 
accessible. No need for large unattractive blanked out windows on the main street in Horseshoe Bay. As 
you are well aware Horseshoe Bay is a community or residents and businesses that care about the 
appearance  of the village. 

I know first hand that the principals of Weather Cannabis share that view and have demonstrated their 
commitment by taking the time and effort to consult and engage the community. Making the effort to  
survey, ask questions and respond to residents and business owners demonstrates to me the 
commitment of the group to understand and engage with the community. 

The principals of Weather Cannabis have contributed to the community through their active 
involvements with community groups and associations promoting both safety and cleanliness of the 
village and beach area. Taking an active role in the community is a key element to their business model. 
This I believe is crucial component for a successful business in Horseshoe Bay.  

This Team has taken the time to use their Health, Wellness and Creative experience to implement best 
practices from industry and consulting professionals to assemble an impressive concept. I know that 
Weather Cannabis will be a professionally locally  run artisan style shop that will compliment the village 
without being intrusive at street level.  

In closing I would like you to ratify their application, they have demonstrated the ability to implement 
the right concept for the Bay area and most importantly have a great 2nd floor location that will not 
attract the attention of younger teens that have tendency to gather around store front locations.  

 Regards, 

. 

West Vancouver 

s.22(1)
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Good afternoon Mr. Panneton, 

I am reading with interest that many municipalities are returning now to in-person Council 
meetings. 

Would you please advise why the District of West Vancouver is not? 

Thank you very much, and I look forward to your reply. 

Best Regards, 

Judy Chalmers  

https://www.pentictonherald.ca/news/article_b64564fe-e34d-11eb-9883-1fb50fd5b131.html 

Sent from my iPhone 



Mahssa Beattie

From: Weiler, Patrick - M.P. <Patrick.Weiler@parl.gc.ca>
Sent: Friday, July 16, 2021 1:03 PM
To: Weiler, Patrick - M.P.
Subject: Letter from MP Patrick Weiler - Call for Applications for Stream 1 of the Canada Digital 

Adoption Program
Attachments: Letter from MP Patrick Weiler - Call for Applications for Stream 1 of the Canada Digital 

Adoption Program.pdf

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

Good afternoon,

Please find attached a letter from MPWeiler regarding the call for applications for stream 1 of the Canada
Digital Adoption Program.

Sincerely,

Kevin Hemmat
Office of Patrick Weiler
Director of Communications
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 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS
CHAMBRE DES COMMUNES

CANADA

Patrick Weiler 
Member of Parliament  

West Vancouver-Sunshine Coast-Sea to Sky Country  

July 16, 2021 

Dear Friends & Neighbours, 

This week, the Honourable Mary Ng, Minister of Small Business, Export Promotion and International Trade, 
announced the launch of a call for applications for the Canada Digital Adoption Program’s (CDAP) first 
stream, Grow Your Business Online. Announced in Budget 2021, the CDAP is an investment of $4 billion and will 
be comprised of two streams, with stream 2, Boost Your Business Tech, also including $2.6 billion in zero-interest 
loans to help Canadian businesses adopt new technologies. 

The first stream will award funding of up to $336.8 million to not-for-profit organizations to support small 
businesses as they adopt digital technologies such as digital storefronts and e-commerce platforms, and expand 
their digital presence. 

The call for applications for the first stream targets organizations with expertise and experience in helping local 
and regional businesses adopt digital technologies as well as experience in working with educational systems. The 
latter experience includes recruiting, training and mentoring students who will support small businesses as part of 
the CDAP as they bring their products and services online. More details can be found on the Grow Your Business 
Online page. 

The Grow Your Business Online stream is targeted at customer-facing businesses such as small-scale retail and 
service operations that have not made significant investments in digital technologies and are looking to reach 
more customers online by digitizing their businesses. These businesses are eligible for microgrants of up $2,400 to 
adopt e-commerce capabilities and increase their digital presence. This stream will also support up to 11,200 jobs 
for students who would act as digital advisors to small businesses. 

The call for applications closes on August 6, 2021 at 5:59 p.m. PT. 

More information on the CDAP’s second stream, Boost Your Business Tech, as well as more details for small 
businesses and students, will be available in the coming weeks. 

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to reach out to our office. We stand ready to support your 
application in any way that we can. 

Sincerely, 

Patrick Weiler, MP 
West Vancouver-Sunshine Coast-Sea to Sky Country



Mahssa Beattie

From: Weiler, Patrick - M.P. <Patrick.Weiler@parl.gc.ca>
Sent: Tuesday, July 20, 2021 5:14 PM
To: Weiler, Patrick - M.P.
Subject: Letter from MP Patrick Weiler - New Intake of the Disaster Mitigation and Adaptation 

Fund
Attachments: Letter from MP Patrick Weiler - New Intake of the Disaster Mitigation and Adaptation 

Fund.pdf

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

Good afternoon,

Please find attached a letter from MPWeiler regarding the new intake of the Disaster Mitigation and
Adaptation Fund.

Sincerely,

Kevin Hemmat
Office of Patrick Weiler
Director of Communications
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 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS
CHAMBRE DES COMMUNES

CANADA

Patrick Weiler 
Member of Parliament  

West Vancouver-Sunshine Coast-Sea to Sky Country  

July 20, 2021 

Dear Friends & Neighbours, 

Infrastructure failures from natural hazards and extreme weather events can result in threats to health 
and safety, interruptions in essential services, significant disruptions in economic activity, and high costs 
for recovery and replacement. 

An increasing number of Canadian communities have experienced significant weather-related disasters 
triggered by climate change, impacts our region knows all too well. The Government of Canada is 
making important investments to construct, rehabilitate and expand critical public infrastructure 
susceptible to these risks. 

Today, the Honourable Catherine McKenna, Minister of Infrastructure and Communities, launched a 
new intake for the Disaster Mitigation and Adaptation Fund (DMAF). Communities across Canada are 
invited to submit projects that will protect and strengthen their communities by increasing their 
resilience to the socio-economic, cultural and environmental impacts of natural hazards and extreme 
weather events when considering current and potential future climate change impacts. 

The Disaster Mitigation and Adaptation Fund received an additional $1.375 billion in Budget 2021 to 
support projects such as wildfire mitigation activities, rehabilitation of storm water systems, and 
restoration of wetlands and shorelines. Under this program, $670 million is being dedicated to new, 
small-scale projects between $1 million and $20 million in total eligible costs. The remaining funding 
envelope is allocated to large-scale projects above $20 million in total eligible costs. In addition, a 
minimum of $138 million of the total funding envelope is being dedicated to Indigenous recipients. 
Together, this funding will help small, rural, remote, northern, and Indigenous communities adapt to 
climate change impacts. 

Through DMAF, the Government of Canada is making sure Canadian communities are better able to 
withstand damage caused by climate change and extreme weather events. These investments help keep 
Canadians safe, protect local businesses, and support strong local economies. 

The DMAF program will be open on July 20, 2021 to accept applications for the Large-Scale and Small-
Scale Project Stream. All eligible applicants have the option of submitting their completed applications 
forms by the specified submission deadlines as follows: 



-2-

2/2 

Large-scale project stream 
Projects with Total Eligible Costs of $20 million and above 

Applications are open on July 20, 2021.
First assessment period: Applications are closed on October 15, 2021 at 7:00 PM EST.
Second assessment period: Applications are closed on July 20, 2022 at 7:00 PM EST.

Small-scale project stream 
Projects with Total Eligible Costs between $1 million and $20 million 

Applications are open on July 20, 2021.
First assessment period: Applications are closed on November 15, 2021 at 7:00 PM EST.
Second assessment period: Applications are closed on July 20, 2022 at 7:00 PM EST.

For more information and to apply for the Disaster Mitigation and Adaptation Fund, please visit this 
webpage. If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to reach out to our office. We stand ready to 
assist your application in any way that we can. 

Sincerely, 

Patrick Weiler, MP 
West Vancouver-Sunshine Coast-Sea to Sky Country
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Transcript of spoken words, by telephone, to Council on Monday evening July 12, 2012

" I would like to acknowledge and compliment the District for the attractive 'grass watering advisory' postcard, which I imagine has
been received by all those who could potentially have a lawn to care for.

This tool, I am sure, is a very effective means by which to educate residents the layout is fresh and appealing and it is able to be
read most efficiently.

And so I believe a replication of this same format could be used to educate beyond lawn watering, and illuminate the expansive
world of trees we are so fortunate to live within: their intrinsic value as well as the natural services they provide to this community,
to the Lower Mainland, to the globe; as well this responsible action of the District would outline the fundamental need to protect
trees and their habitat, including their interdependant, vital waterways; reference to the governance provided by way of the tree
bylaw, would clarify the objective of a secure co existence between trees, humankind and other precious species.

The Urban Tree Alliance refreshes our offer to assist in the creation of this by way of review, or alternatively we are pleased to
participate in the drafting thereof.

If our previous offers have been interpreted that we ourselves would create, print and distribute this, I would like to clarify here that
our intention is for the District to draw down, from perhaps the same departmental budget as the lawn watering advisory. The cost
would be extended due to this distribution reaching the whole of the West Vancouver residential population, and the format being
larger (say 7" X 11" 17 X 27cm). Important to include in this communication are commercial enterprises, particularly of
landscaping, tree removal, real estate, land development and architectural focus.

As confirmed by Mary Gamel, who is one of the Urban Tree Alliance Directors and a member of the former Interim Tree Bylaw
Working Group, education was a major theme of that working group and to this end it was one of the recommendations made by
the ITBWG and which is understood as adopted by staff. "

Kindly advise at your early convenience to which staff member(s) this communication should be directed.

Sincerely,

Lucinda Jones
Director Urban Tree Alliance

West Vancouver, BC
s. 22(1)
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From: Sheryl LeBlanc
Sent: Tuesday, July 20, 2021 4:17 PM
To:
Cc: MayorandCouncil
Subject: Noise Disturbance- Field Use Pauline Johnson

Good afternoon ,

I am sorry to hear about the ongoing noise disruptions you have experienced from the Pauline Johnson sports field and
adjacent parking lot. I looked into the details of the file initiated from your phone call on , and spoken to the
staff on duty at that time. Unfortunately, we had an unanticipated absence that evening, which meant we did not have
an officer who could attend the site at the time of your phone call around 7 p.m.

If a bylaw officer determines that there is a need for assistance when responding to large groups of people or if it is
suspected that the group of people are consuming alcohol or appear to be intoxicated, it is standard procedure for us to
reach out to the West Vancouver Police Department directly and coordinate their attendance. Bylaw officers will use
their discretion when responding to these types of complaints, and public safety is always our top concern.

As we were not fully staffed at the time of your call on , and the officer who took your phone call was ending
their shift, they suggested contacting the West Vancouver Police Department Non emergency line for response. Matters
of public indecency (urinating in public, intoxication, etc.) should be directly reported to the WVPD non emergency line
at 604 925 7300.

Please continue to report bylaw contraventions to our department, and we will assess the next steps as to whether or
not support is needed from external agencies such as the WVPD. In the meantime, we will reach out directly to the slo
pitch league advising them of the ongoing concerns and requesting their voluntary compliance with our bylaws.

Thank you for bringing this matter to my attention.

Sincerely,

Sheryl LeBlanc 
Manager, Bylaw & Licensing Services | District of West Vancouver 
d: 604-925-7459 | westvancouver.ca 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

This email and any files transmitted with it are considered confidential and are intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom they are 
intended. If you are not the intended recipient or the person respons ble for delivering the email to the intended recipient, be advised that you have 
received this email in error and that any use, dissemination, forwarding, printing or copying of this email is strictly prohibited. If you have received this 
email in error, please notify the sender immediately and delete all copies of this email and attachment(s). Thank you. 
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Why after years of complaining still no police car patrols in the area? Or why no community police officers
who walk the area? Why no law enforcement, period?

We are frustrated at constantly trying to have laws enforced, so we can have some peace .
What are the problems for not enforcing the law/?
Is it a lack of resources? Is it a lack of communication between departments? Is it a lack of proper structuring
of departments to meet needs and demands of residents? Is it a lack of knowledge of receptionists who
answer our calls in the bylaw department or the police department?

, we are tired from the noise as we try to enjoy evenings
where the noise carries to the extent that even in the heat we have to close door and windows.

We would like answers and action.

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

s.22(1)

s.22(1)

s.22(1)




