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COUNCIL CORRESPONDENCE UPDATE TO OCTOBER 30, 2024 (8:30 a.m.) 
 
Correspondence 
(1) 3 submissions, October 27–28, 2024, regarding Proposed Road Closure and 

Removal of Highway Dedication Bylaw No. 5342, 2024 
(2) October 28, 2024, regarding “The Blue Flag Project” 
(3) 4 submissions, October 28–29, 2024 and undated, regarding Urban Forest 

Management Plan 
(4) October 30, 2024, regarding “Veteran’s Crosswalk” 
(5) Committee and Board Meeting Minutes – Environment Committee meeting 

June 4, 2024; and Arts & Culture Advisory Committee meeting  
September 26, 2024 

Correspondence from Other Governments and Government Agencies 
No Items. 
Responses to Correspondence 
(6) Senior Manager of Climate Action & Environment, October 24, 2024, response 

regarding “Community Wildfire Plan Implementation - Fuel Treatment 
($600,000)” 
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I expect that Council is a steward for the lands in this District.    A hundred years ago, cattle from the 
Clyde farm were grazing on Ambleside Beach and logs were skidded down Hollyburn Mountain.   Those 
residents (all 2400 of them) could likely not imagine today’s West Vancouver any more than the current 
44 000 residents can imagine West Vancouver in 100 years.  I suspect that this access will be even more 
important to the community in the future as our population continues to grow.        

I urge you to reject this proposal to include the sale of the Beach Access with the sale of the property at 
3000 Park Lane. Keep the beach access intact for the benefit of all West Vancouverites now and in the 
next 100 years and beyond.  This bylaw is a short-term solution with long term pain. 

 Yours truly, 

West Vancouver, BC  
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• there would be no direct public access trail to the same beach through the property or directly adjacent
to it;

• and current interest rates are significantly lower than during the previous offer.

        Why then, with these additional attractive features, is it not planned to list the property again on the real 
estate market in hopes of getting more money from the sale of the property? 

11. I have observed that much of the east side of the Consolidated Property has been disturbed by the
previous owners of 2998 Park Lane. Would the District’s building standards call for the use of environmentally 
friendly materials and can the standards allow for the potential buyer of the   Consolidated Property to 
design and build a trail that will not only be safe, but also aesthetically pleasing to walk on for that section of 
trail from Park Lane to the drop-off? 

12. Based on my observation and on the drawing in Exhibit 3, the waterfront terminus of the proposed
SROW trail would not be onto a beach, rather onto the unattractive remains of a filled-in previous
swimming pool and pond. Additionally, the District’s portion of the SROW trail lies within 15 m of the
natural boundary (high tide mark) of the ocean]. What does the District plan for a landscape project that
will make it an attractive waterfront destination for the public and one that will comply with the District’s
Foreshore Protection Area guidelines?

13. The staff report notes that because of potential unknown geotechnical conditions on the foreshore, the
installation could be complex and expensive. What about that very steep section of the property from
the drop-off down to the foreshore which could become very unstable when the vegetation is removed
during construction of the trail? Expensive construction on an unstable slope could add to the District’s
cost of building the trail or it may not even be feasible. In this case, the SWRO trail would end at the
drop-off, creating a situation like at the foot of 29th Street.

14. Does the District’s real estate agent have any idea what impact the public SROW trail will have on the
value of the properties at 2998 and 3000 Park Lane?

15. Does the owner of 2998 Park Lane approve of the proposed SROW trail adjacent to his or her
property?

16. On Page 71 and Exhibits 4 and 5 on Pages 35 and 36 of the staff report, the real estate brochures list
the flood potential of the 3000 Park Lane lot as follows: “Flood Plain: No”. The same could certainly not
be stated for the currently occupied lot on the Ambleside waterfront located immediately west of the
ferry building property which is exposed to flooding from storm surges under high tide conditions and
will eventually be subject to more storm surges and flooding due to sea level rise associated with
climate change. Furthermore, on the concrete walls facing the ocean on the two lots immediately to the
west, there are signs posted with following wording: “CLOSED No public access to this area due to
hazardous conditions” Therefore, how can Council possibly contemplate that money from the
disposition of 3000 Park Lane used to purchase the Ambleside waterfront property will, as the staff
report states: “provide public access to the same body of water that is of at least equal benefit to the
public” ? There is clearly no equal benefit to the public under high ocean water conditions when the
Ambleside waterfront lot is flooded and the 3000 Park Lane lot is never flooded.

In conclusion, I would like to see this proposal not adopted and the existing beach access trail moved to lie 
completely within the unclosed road allowance and protected through a perpetual SWRO or an easement and 
utility right of way. 

Sincerely, 
--  

West Vancouver, British Columbia, 
Canada,  
Tel: 
Cell: 
E-mail:

s. 22(1)

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

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

s.22(1)



(1)(c)



To:

Subject: RE: Meeting 

Hello Everyone, 
Well I am so sorry I have just learned that the report will not be done by Tuesday morning. I do want everyone to know 
that our staff are working hard to create a win – win but I have learned there are wrinkles. So I have to apologize and ask 
that we re-schedule our meeting to Wednesday at 4 pm. If anything changes and I can make it earlier I will let you know 
but it is very important that we get this right! 
Thanks for your understanding, 
All the best 
Mark  

Mark Sager
Mayor  |  District of West Vancouver
t: 604-925-7000  | westvancouver.ca

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

 M m  
 m  

Virus-free.www.avast.com 
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Purpose: Asking for ClarificaƟon of how certain maƩers are covered or may be covered in the Urban Forest 
Management Plan based upon my own involvement with Tree Related issues in WVan and elsewhere. 

1. I Love Trees: I grew up with large trees in my yard and now have them in my yard in WVan…provided
they are safe and not onerously expensive to maintain and can be aligned with other key objecƟves.

2. Many unhealthy and unsafe trees in our midst:
a. Unhealthy can mean, improperly prunned decades ago, undetected core that is roƩen, weak

candelabra fingers, etc.
b. Reduced water/soaring temperatures make trees less healthy and more suscepƟble to being a

fire hazard,
c. Example of a dangerous tree that may be otherwise healthy – a tree leaning precariously

toward house, intersecƟons etc. that is extremely top heavy

3. Increasing fire hazard:
a. 2017 Movie “Only the Brave” about a crack volunteer firefighƟng unit called the Granite

Mountain Hotshots, all but one died in a massive fire – I’m reminded of the comment about the
beauƟful scene of a large, forested valley – one of the men said “see all the beauty” and the
more seasoned fire fighter said, “all I see is FUEL”.  We now have no shortage of hair-raising
tales of the dangers of dry forests and hot weather.

b. We need to ensure we have appropriate perimeters between development and the forest – a
report on the forest in the last year or two did not treat this with enough concern in my view.

4. Balancing prioriƟes of trees vs new development – we have deferred  significant development for a
long Ɵme and now need to deal with our acute shortage of affordable housing – trees will need to
come down and be considered in the mix of a sustainable community, part of which is the Urban
Forest Management Plan – this potenƟal conflict is ahead of us because of the pressures of increasing
our affordable housing supply

5. Public senƟment about taking trees down – there are many in the community who do not understand
that dangerous trees must be taken down as they pose a significant safety and insurance risk.  This has
been evident when the public shows up to protest the taking down of dangerous trees even though a
perimit has been obtained.  Also, in a recent public informaƟon meeƟng the comment of a WVan staff
person was that leaving large trees was a priority and they should be protected, but nothing was said
about the need to take them down when they are unhealthy or dangerous or when we need to build
needed housing and replant them elsewhere.  We need to properly educate the public on these
important issues in my view.

6. Owners who have large trees have increased costs to maintain them – taking down unhealthy and
dangerous ones, limbing the damage aŌer a serious storm etc.  We need to give our owners who are
custodians of our large trees because they bear an unfair cost eg. Costs of permits, arborists and fallers
for the rest of us, and do not get extra value for their properƟes because of these trees.

 West Vancouver 
s. 22(1)
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Currently the budget allows staff to address the removal of hazardous trees. Many of these trees are dying 
from drought from our increasingly hot dry summers in our changing climate. 

Besides budgeting for the damage caused by our changing climate, it must be a priority to budget for activities 
which mitigate changes.  What can be more important than maintaining our mature trees for all their eco 
services which naturally help mitigate the devastating effects of a changing climate. 

It is irresponsible to ignore these facts if we are to maintain a livable and resilient community for future 
generations 

I am here to ask Council to please pass a Bylaw to protect trees 20cm and greater on all private property. It 
has been far too long reaching this point.  Meanwhile trees, some of our most valuable assets have been lost 
to inaction. 

Thank you very much. 
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THE CORPORATION OF THE DISTRICT OF WEST VANCOUVER 
ENVIRONMENT COMMITTEE MEETING MINUTES 

RAVEN ROOM, MUNICIPAL HALL  
TUESDAY, JUNE 4, 2024 

Committee Members: C. van der Vorm (Chair), A. Gallet, E. Grdina, P. Hundal, 
P. Scholefield; and Councillor P. Lambur attended the meeting in the Raven Room,
Municipal Hall. Absent: F. Umedaly and C. Castro.

Staff: H. Keith, Senior Manager, Climate Action & Environment (Staff Representative), 
C. Coulter, Plans Examiner; and M. Wise, Climate Action Coordinator (Committee
Clerk) attended the meeting in the Raven Room, Municipal Hall.

1. CALL TO ORDER

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

2. APPROVAL OF AGENDA

It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the June 4, 2024 Environment Committee meeting agenda be approved as
circulated.

CARRIED 

3. ADOPTION OF MINUTES

It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the May 7, 2024 Environment Committee meeting minutes be amended:

• to change the wording from “significance of the Metrotown to Park Royal
prioritization for rapid transit and if it prioritizes a West Vancouver focus,” to
“a committee member raised concerns about the Metrotown to Park Royal
prioritization for rapid transit and questioned whether it has a direct or
meaningful benefit to West Vancouver residents,”

AND THAT the minutes be adopted as amended. 
CARRIED 

REPORTS / ITEMS 

4. Question and Answer Session with District Building Permit Staff

C. Coulter provided answers to Committee member questions about District
building and electrical permitting with support from staff.

Committee members provided comments and queries regarding: 

(5)(a)
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• What departments or policies manage idling, idling signage and 
enforcement, where idling signage is located or practiced, where else 
signage could be added and amplified, and differences in cultural norms 
regarding idling; 

• Reflections on ways the District might support sustainable and low carbon 
renovations and how renovations relate to step codes; 

• How incentivization could be engaged to encourage home energy efficiency 
and heat pump uptake, efficiency upgrades, and ways to increase 
community engagement with energy efficiency assessments; 

• How step code shapes new building requirements to meet energy efficiency, 
how step code compliance is confirmed, ways to incentivise going beyond 
the step code minimum; 

• Permitting fees for heat pump installations and ways to reward applications 
prioritizing sustainable actions; 

• Exploring opportunities for local energy advisers and architects to connect 
with sustainable and green strategies for high performance and passive 
house buildings; 

• Cypress Village requirements for high energy efficiency and sustainability; 

• How the Development Permit process for large developments might create 
an opportunity to negotiate energy efficiency and high energy performance 
developments; 

• Home demolition and waste reduction strategy development and challenges; 

• An overview of tracking heat pump installations at the District between 2019 
and 2024; and 

• How to champion low carbon building materials and procurement processes 
that look at embodied emissions. 

E. McHarg (member of the public) inquired if there is a certified adviser program for 
specialists and architects for green and sustainable certification. 

T. Reinsch (member of the public) commented that depreciation reports will be 
mandatory for multi-family buildings and queried on how many houses being built 
are spec houses. 

D. Reinsch (member of the public) commented on tree protection barriers during 
development and queried what department at the District oversees inspections and 
follow up on this issue.  

D. Reinsch (member of the public) inquired if the District is seeing more water 
filtration tanks being installed at construction sites. 

 
C. Coulter left the meeting at 6:03 p.m. and did not return.  
 



JUNE 4, 2024 ENVIRONMENT COMMITTEE MINUTES M-3
5734945V1

It was Moved and Seconded: 

THAT the discussion regarding Question and Answer Session with District Building 
Permit Staff be received for information. 

CARRIED 

5. Environment Committee Recommendations for Active Transportation

The report dated June 4, 2024 was reviewed and read by the Committee, with the
Committee agreeing to put forth the report as the following motion:

It was Moved and Seconded: 

WHEREAS Objective 4.3 of Council’s Strategic Plan 2024–2025 is to diversify, 
expand, and improve the safety and appeal of active transportation options; 

WHEREAS diversifying, expanding, and improving the safety and appeal of active 
transportation options will help address the District’s climate emergency by 
reducing GHG emissions. More people adopting active transportation options will 
lead to reduced automobile traffic congestion and improved health benefits; 

WHEREAS Objective 4.2 of Council’s Strategic Plan 2024–2025 is to update the 
2010 Strategic Transportation Plan; 

WHEREAS the staff in the District’s Engineering & Transportation Services Division 
routinely refer to the BC Active Transportation Design Guide to ensure that new 
active transportation infrastructure is as safe as possible for users of the District’s 
pedestrian and cycling networks; 

WHEREAS the construction by the District of the Ambleside and western sections 
of the Spirit Trail has served to motivate people of all ages and abilities to safely 
take up active transportation options; 

WHEREAS a large number of the proposed additions to the District’s sidewalk 
network, shown on the map on page 69 of the District’s Pedestrian Network Study 
(2017), have not yet been installed. To address this proposal for new sidewalk 
installations, the Engineering & Transportation Services Division has developed an 
approach to sidewalk network prioritization and programming which was endorsed 
by the Environment Committee at its 7 May meeting; 

WHEREAS there continues to be complaints from residents about the need for 
maintenance of existing sidewalks; 

WHEREAS some people with disabilities prefer to ride their wheeled devices on 
bike lanes instead of on the more uneven surfaces of sidewalks; 

WHEREAS the growing popularity of e-bikes means that cycling in hilly West 
Vancouver is now more accessible to its residents, which is increasing the demand 
for safe bicycle infrastructure; 

WHEREAS HUB North Shore’s principal goal, as it pertains to the District of West 
Vancouver, is to have safe and attractive bikeways (protected from automobile and 
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pedestrian traffic) in the Marine Drive corridor between Dundarave and the Lions 
Gate Bridge; 

WHEREAS there are only 3 blocks (330 m) of bike lanes in the District that are 
protected from automobile and pedestrian traffic compared to just over 4 km in the 
City of North Vancouver; 

WHEREAS the section of the Spirit Trail between Ambleside Dog Park and Park 
Royal South has, at times, become hazardous due to increased pedestrian and 
bicycle traffic and an increasing number of people on e-bikes traveling faster than 
those on traditional bicycles; 

WHEREAS the District has been arranging for HUB’s bicycle education courses to 
be given to a few of its elementary schools each year and also sponsors one of 
HUB’s Go By Bike Week celebration stations twice yearly; 

WHEREAS in 2020, plans were being made by representatives from the Council, 
District staff, the North Shore Safety Council, the ADBIA and HUB North Shore to 
conduct a Sunday car-free day family event on a few blocks of Bellevue Avenue on 
September 26, 2020, but plans had to be canceled in March due to the onset of 
COVID-19; 

WHEREAS the three HUB North Shore West Vancouver Liaisons have recently 
prepared a map showing four possible bike loops on relatively safe streets 
encompassing Dundarave, Ambleside and Cedardale; 

WHEREAS in preparation for EXPO 86, the District participated in creating a signed 
walking route called “The Village Walk” which was advertised as “SCENIC AND 
HISTORIC PEDESTRIAN TOURS OF AMBLESIDE, CEDARDALE AND 
DUNDARAVE” and unfortunately the signs fell into disrepair, disappeared, and 
were never replaced; 

WHEREAS there are no more printed copies available of the latest 2021 hard-
covered, multi-folded North Shore Bike Map that was jointly funded by the three 
North Shore municipalities; 

WHEREAS with the exception of the Spirit Trail and multi-use pathways at the north 
end of the Lions Gate Bridge, there is a lack of suitable wayfinding signage on the 
District’s cycling and pedestrian networks; 

WHEREAS the City of North Vancouver and District of North Vancouver Councils 
both voted on April 8, 2024 to extend their inclusion in the province's pilot project to 
legalize e-scooters until 2028; 

WHEREAS according to the 2021 North Shore Transportation Survey Report, over 
73% of shopping trips on the North Shore were car-based, with only 1% made by 
bike or on foot; 

WHEREAS the City and District of North Vancouver have just launched, in April 
2024, a new 6-month long lending program, which allows residents with a library 
card to borrow electronic powered bicycles with additional carrying capacity (cargo 
e-bikes), for one week;
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WHEREAS the City of Vancouver has designated a speed limit of 30 km/hr on 
streets with their bike network and the District already has 30 km/hr speed limits on 
the Bellevue Avenue bike route between 17th and 31st Streets, on short sections of 
the Fulton and Kings Avenues bike routes, and also on those bike routes by 
schools and the West Vancouver Community Centre; and 

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Environment Committee recommends 
to Council the following actions to improve active transportation options in the 
District of West Vancouver for all residents and visitors: 

1. proceed as soon as possible to produce the planned update to the District’s
Strategic Transportation Plan so that the information can be used to facilitate
planning for the implementation of the Ambleside and Taylor Way Corridor
Local Area Plans and the possible development of Cypress Village which could
also guide the District’s transportation planning related to a future TransLink
Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) hub at Park Royal North;

2. continue to refer to the BC Active Transportation Design Guide to ensure that
new active transportation infrastructure is as safe as possible for users of the
District’s pedestrian and cycling networks;

3. work towards the visionary goal of a Spirit Trail across the North Shore
between Horseshoe Bay and Deep Cove by expanding the existing Spirit Trail
westward from Ambleside, and separate people on bicycles from automobile
and pedestrian traffic on the Spirit Trail between 14th Street and 16th Street of
Argyle Avenue so that there will be a protected bike path all the way between
13th Street and 17th Street. Create a five-year vision plan and implementation
strategy to establish a safe biking connection between Ambleside and
Horseshoe Bay, including transforming Marine Drive or Bellevue Avenue (18th
Street to 26th Street) into a slow-speed road with protected bike lanes,
prioritizing biking and enhancing safety for all road users;

4. address key gaps in the existing pedestrian network, including important gaps
close to schools;

5. continue to make improvements that can easily accommodate the use of
sidewalks by those people with disabilities;

6. work towards the goal of having a safe and attractive bikeway (protected from
automobile and pedestrian traffic) in the Marine Drive corridor between
Dundarave and the Lions Gate Bridge, including the prioritization of a protected
bikeway bypass of the Spirit Trail between Ambleside and the Welch Street
Bridge over the Capilano River;

7. provide funding for HUB’s bicycle education courses to be given to all the
schools each year and sponsor one of HUB’s Go By Bike Week celebration
stations twice yearly;

8. contribute on a shared-funding basis to update and print copies of the hard-
covered, multi-folded North Shore Bike Map and/or consider a bike website to
find further information about biking in West Vancouver, including the map, and
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possible signage with QR codes directing to this website, which would include a 
short educational video on biking; 

9. expand the installation of wayfinding signage on the District’s cycling and
pedestrian networks by including information such as distances to destinations
and travel time estimates;

10. apply in 2025 through TransLink’s Car Free Days of Summer website to host
one or more car-free days in West Vancouver in the summer of 2025, including
participation of the North Shore Safety Council, the Ambleside Dundarave
Business Improvement Association, and HUB North Shore as was planned for
the canceled event on September 26, 2020;

11. consider re-establishing the signage along the Village Walk and installing signs
along the proposed Village Bike Loop which runs on relatively safe streets
through Ambleside and Dundarave to provide cyclists a connection to many of
the District’s public facilities including three schools and nine parks;

12. pursue the possibility of joining the City of North Vancouver and District of
North Vancouver in participating in the province's pilot project to legalize
e-scooters until 2028 (Council motion to join pilot project passed on July 8,
2024);

13. consult with the West Vancouver Memorial Library to gauge interest in
participating in a cargo e-bike rental program during the months of April through
September;

14. expand restricting automobile speed limits to 30 km/hr along the District’s bike
routes;

15. install bike racks and/or parking options for cyclists to safely secure their bikes
at key destinations and bus stops; and

16. explore free local transit days during, for example, the West Vancouver
Community Cultural Fest, pending further assessment of its costs.

CARRIED 

6. Climate Action Strategy

Staff provided insight on next steps for the draft Climate Action Strategy with a
request for Environment Committee members to prepare questions and feedback
for the July 2, 2024 Environment Committee meeting.

It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the discussion regarding Climate Action Strategy be received for information.

CARRIED 

7. PUBLIC QUESTIONS
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T. Reinsch, commented on how energy assessments are not regularly filled out as
part of property owner disclosure statements and inquired if this could be an
opportunity to emphasize energy assessments.

D Reinsch quired about the percentage of properties the District aims to FireSmart 
and if the District requires non-combustible roofing on new homes.  

E. McHarg, inquired about how the District might leverage signage for focused and
accessible wayfinding.

D. Reinsch, commented on pedestrian safety at 21st and Marine Drive, and
inquired if there any systems that could be put in place that could help to proactively
signal to drivers that the crosswalk ahead is being engaged.

D. Reinsch, provided a comment regarding sediment accumulation in catch basins
and the impact this has on drainage and cyclists, and inquired what obligations
developers have to ensure catch basins remain clear.

8. NEXT MEETING

Staff confirmed that the next Environment Committee meeting is scheduled for July
2, 2024 at 4:30 p.m. and held in-person in the Raven Room at the Municipal Hall.

9. ADJOURNMENT

It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the June 4, 2024 Environment Committee meeting be adjourned.

CARRIED 

The meeting adjourned at 6:33 p.m. 

Certified Correct: 

_____ ___________ 
Chair Committee Clerk 
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