





From: Michael Roberts (STC) [michael @section-t.com]

Sent: September 29, 2010 12:05 PM O05s -O)
To: MayorandCouncil

Cc: Maureen Connelly i
Subject: Delegation Request

Follow Up Flag: Foliow up

Flag Status: Completed

Attachments: DWV REQUEST_FOR_DELEGATION_COUNCIL_FORM_MJRsigned.pdf

bwv
_FOR_DELEGATIO!

Dear Honorable Mayor Goldsmith-Jones:

Please find attached, a request for a delegation to your Honor and Council on the topic
noted.

Due to the timely nature of this important issue, it would be highly beneficial to
schedule a possible delegation opportunity at your earliest convenience and one that
meets the availability of your staff.

T would be pleased to support further documentation ahead cof the delegation meeting,
such as a prepared Statement of Significance and other supporting documentation that
will be the focus of the Delegation and presentation material.

Your consideration of this matter 1s greatly apprenticed. Please do not hesitate to
contact us should vyou have further guestions or concerns regarding this matter.

Sincerely,

Michael Roberts, P.Eng
Specialty Structural Engineering

NOTICE: This e-mail contains information that may be confidential or solicitor/client
privileged. If you are not the intended recipient, any disclosure or other use of this
e-mail or the information contained herein or attached hereto may be unlawful and is
strictly prohibited. If you have received this e-mail in error, please notify the
sender immediately and delete this e-mail without reading, printing, copying or
forwarding it to anyone. Thank you for your kind cooperation.



THE CORPORATION OF THE DISTRICT OF WEST VANCOUVER
Request for Delegation to Council

Name of person or group requesting a delegation:
MICHAEL ROBERTS, P.Eng

THE EXISTING CAPILANO TWO-SPAN STEEL BRIDGE

Subject of delegation:

Purpose of delegation. 0 For Information only
o To request a letter of support

b Other (provide details)

NOTE: Reauests for funqu are not perm:tled m deleaat:ons (pmsuant fo Counc:l Procedure Bylaw 4483. 2006)
PRESENTATION OF SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION REQUESTY CONSIDER & ACKNOWLEDGE THE HISTORICAL AND ENVIRONMENTAL VALUE OF THE
EXISTING CAPILANO STEEL BRIDGE BEFORE T IS LANDFILLED. THE REASONING FOR RECOGN!ZING IT AS A HERITAGE ASSET & URGING POSITIVE COLLABORATION WITH
THE BRIDGE'S OWNER (MoT) TO FIND A MORE SUSTAINABLE AND HERITAGE-RESPECTFUL SOLUTION TO AVOID LOSS OF A POTENTIAL CULTURAL ASSET. TO PRESENT A
CASE, CASE STUDIES, AND VISION FOR A REPURPOSED FUTURE FOR THE STRUCTURE THAT COULD PROVIDE THE DISTRICT WITH A UNIQUE LEADERSHIP OPPORTUNITY
TO SHAPE A MORE PROGRESSIVE PROVINCIAL INFRASTRUCTURE POLICY THAT IS YET TO RECOGNIZE ITS (MoT) OWN HERITAGE ENGINEERING WORKS: A POLICY THAT
SEEMS MORE IN-LINE WITH THE PROGRESSIVE POLICIES OUTLINED IN THE OFFICIAL COMMUNITY PLAN AND ONE THAT 1S BETTER ALIGNED TO RESPECT A STRUCTURE
WITH SIGNIFICANT VALUE FOR ITS DIRECT INFLUENCE IN THE SHAPING & THE GROWTH AND ECONOMY OF THE DISTRICT OF WEST VANCOUVER FOR 81 YEARS.

Daytime Telephone number: (778) 838-7043
E-mail address: MICHAEL@SECTION-T.COM

Will you be providing supporting documentation? ® Yes 0 No
if yes: ® Handouts at meeting
4 PowerPoint presentation
0 DVD presentation
o Information for publication in agenda (one original due by 4:30 pm on the Monday

prior to your delegation date)

Arrangements can be made, upon request, for you to familiarize yourself with the Councd Chamber equipment
prior to the date of your delegation.

Technical requirements; 0 PC
0 Document camera
X Other SCREEN TO PRESENT ON
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Rules for Delegations:

1. Any person, persons, or organization wishing to appear as a delegation before Council, shall submit a written
delegation request to the Mayor for consideration (send to mayorandcouncil@westvancouver.ca). The Mayor
may refuse to schedule a delegation on an agenda if the issue is not considered to fall within the jurisdiction of
Council. If there is a question with respect to the appropriateness of a delegation, the Mayor may refer the
request to Council for consideration.

2. Only one delegation is permitted at each meeting of Council.

3. Delegation requests must include: subject matter details; the proposed action which is within the jurisdiction of
the District, which the delegation wishes the District to take in response to the submission; the names and
addresses of the person/organization comprising the delegation; the name, address and telephone number of
the designated speaker(s).

4. If a delegation request is approved, the Municipal Clerk will notify the applicant of the scheduled date for the
delegation.

5.  The maximum time for a delegation is ten minutes.

6. Delegations regarding:

- abylaw that is the subject of a public hearing and has not yet been adopted;

- an issue that is before the court or on which Council has authorized legal action,

- requests for funding;

- asubject that has no relation to an agenda item or is beyond the jurisdiction of Council;
are not permitted.

7. Any questions to delegations by Council members of Council will seek only to clarify a material aspect of a
delegate’s presentation.

8. Any other persons wishing to ask questions regarding the delegation may do so during Public Questions and
Comments, not during the delegation item.

9. Persons invited to speak at the Council meeting may not speak disrespectfully of any other person or use
any rude or offensive language or make a statement or allegation which impugns the character of any
person.

10. The Council Procedure Bylaw 4483, 2006 sets out the delegation procedure.

Helpful Suggestions/Tips:

- It is a presentation, not a debate

- Have a purpose and be concise

- Be courteous, polite and respectful

- Be prepared

- If you have a PowerPoint presentation ensure that whoever is presenting knows how to use PowerPoint

- Do not expect an immediate response to a request

- The time permitted for a delegation is ten minutes maximum regardless of how many people will be presenting
- The Municipal Clerk may ask for any relevant notes from you if not already provided.

| understand and agree to these rules for délegations:
MiICHAE L RoRErRT?

Name of Delegate o?esentative of Group
ﬂ/‘% f Sept-29 10/ 0
Signature 7/  // Date ’
For Office Use
o Approved o Not approved
Delegation scheduled for:

Applicant informed {approved or not approved) on (date):

By (signature): : ~ Date:
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Connecting past and future
Why not preserve the Capilano Blue Bridge?

BY MICHAEL ROBERTS, SPECIAL TO NORTH SHORE NEWS

MICHAEL Roberts chacks out the re-siting of the Blue Bridge, moved upstream while a new three-lane west-bound brdge is
built. The project is part of the $40-million Marine Drive Transit Priority Project — the largest project to be funded by the Canada-
8.C Infrastructure Partnership. The span on the right is the original 1930 bridge.

Fhotograph by: Mike Wakefield, NEWS photo

For 20 years, I've driven from downtown over the Capilano Bridge.

It's always been a milestone -- signifying the crossing from one community into another. As children,
seeing the metal chords criss-crossing above the deck and all around our vehicle was magic.

Recently | found out that this historic Capilano Bridge was to be demolished and replaced by a new,
bland, cement viaduct. It caused me to wonder why we would be willing to lose this historic bridge.
Does anyone else feel that the demolition of this unique icon may take with it a significant piece of the
community's spirit and pride of past achievements?

We are all quite aware that the bridge maintenance program was abandoned years ago; the bridge
exterior left to quickly deteriorate like any unkempt home. Was this to make the case easier for public
acceptance in replacing it? Surely, our communities are not that superficial.

Perplexed, | decided to dig deeper to find out more about the bridge, its history and the planned

http://www.nsnews.com/story _print.html?1d=3580986&sponsor=



replacement in order to try and understand what is so wrong with the current bridge that it must be sold
tor scrap.

From a visit to West Vancouver Archives, it turns out that, prior to the current-day bridge, a concrete
viaduct had actually been built and opened by then premier, Sir Richard McBride in 1815, However, the
beautifully detailed structure was partially destroyed by one of the Capilano River's characteristically
powerful flash floods only one year after opening which stymied West Vancouver's economic growth
and development for many following years.

Following years of lobbying for a more secure and permanent link over the Capilano river, the eastern-
mast span of today’s two-span Blue Bridge was actually built as a 77-metre (2560-foot) single-span
bridge constructed and opened in 1930 by then premier Simon Fraser Tolmie, announced as the
longest bridge of its type in British Columbia. At the time, it was an impressive enginesring and
construction accomplishment that he personally applauded. During the grand opening ceremonies,
Premier Tolmie extolled the bridge as "a testament to the skill, determination and innovation of the local
talents that had seen it built.”

A jewel in the crown of the scenic Marine Drive highway, the bridge stood as a symbol of engingering
strength and innovation and provided much needed access over what had seemed an "untameable
river.”

To date, the only public cohsultation, held on Aug. 12, was to announce premeditated plans for the
bridge's replacement and to request feedback for the design and detailing of the new bridge.

| am astounded that there has been no formal community consultation, discussion or investigation of
the values of this historic bridge. Let's at least explore continuation of its service life, or adapt it to a
future use with a creative alternate plan.

There is little time to lose. Major funding for the bridge's replacement comes from federal "stimulus
money" that has a mandate of imposing a hasty political deadline for completion by March 2011,

This nine-month process has the effect of essentially eliminating, for lack of time, any reasconable
timing for public input and discussion of the heritage value of a bridge that has stood strong and served
the public for more than 80 years.

t find it unlikely that this bridge has so little value to the people that have crossed it over the years that
its impending loss does not warrant any meaningful discussion for some understanding beyond the
superficiality of an abandoned maintenance program.

Surely we can find excellent and worthwhile alternatives to the demolition of this amazing icon of
engineering accomplishment rooted in our history thal promote a more respectful and sustainabig
solution,

http://www.nsnews.com/story print.html?1d=3580986&sponsor=



For example, with the money set aside for demolition, the bridge could be given a fresh coat of paint
and converted into a designated bike path for the Spirit Trail Bikeway. it doesn't even need o be
moved!

Or we could achieve a Canadian-city-first by enabling the bridge to become a farmer's market, a
community garden/green-space, exterior culture space, or even a local tourist destination promating
local heritage or instruction on the river's ecology and its importance as a salmon spawning ecosystem.

it could also become a pedestrian-only bridge, perhaps in a prettier location nearby.

It's not too late to make your voice heard and be counted: Start by sending a note to the mayor and
council of the District of West Vancouver and then check out the "Save the Historic Capilano Steel
Bridge" Facebook page.

Community awareness and support are needed now if this impontant community icon is {0 be given its
due respect.

Michael Roberts is a professional engineer currently working and living in Vanccuver. He has worked
on a wide range of signature bridge and building projects including the Vancouver Conveantion Centre,
the new San Francisco Qakland Bay Bridge, and the $1-million bridge lift and rehabilitation of a 100-
year-old four-span truss in Alaska that is on the U.S. National List of Historic Places.

2 Copynght (¢) North Shore News

http://www.nsnews.com/story_print.htm!?id=3580986&sponsor=



MICHAEL Floberts checks out the re-siling of the Blue Bridge, moved upsiream while a new three-lane wesl-bound bridge 3
puilt. The project is pan of the $40-million Marine Drive Transit Priority Project — the largest project to be funded by the
Canada-B.C Infrastructure Partnership. The span on the right is the original 1830 bridge.

Photograph by: Mike Wakefield, NEWS photo

http:/fwww.nsnews.comy/story_print.html?id=3580980&sponsor=



From: ( )

Sent: October 2, 2010 6:55 PM 385 -

To: MavorandCouncil \ 6- 02
Ce: 2
Subiject: Electric Scooter Experiences on Local Streets

[Dictated by 91 year old( )}

Dear Mayor & Council:

May I bring to your attention that many of the sidewalk drop-offs in the Ambleside area
of West Vancouver are guite dangerous.

1. wWhen driving an electric scooter and leaving one drop-off and crossing the road one
often lands 1in on-coming traffic. For example Pound Road and the lane on 13th Street
and several other places along Marine Drive.

2. Going to the library, the north east corner cross walk at 19th Street is obstructed
by street furniture and signalling boxes. Furthermore, the edge of the sidewalk should
be painted a contrasting color as, on a rainy day, the exact location of the drop-off
is not clear.

3. The north-west corner by the funeral home has too much of a step on the drop-off,
forcing one to use the roadway for some distance.

4. The recently installed footpath to the north side of Marine Drive to the East of
11th street 1s extremely uncomfortable to drive over as the edges of the concrete
sidewalk slabs are not even.

Thank you for your attention to these matters.

Yours sincerely,

)



101D - 20-10- 032

From: ( )
Sent: October 5, 2010 6:13 PM

To: MayorandCouncil

Subject: Taylorwood Development Proposal

Follow Up Flag: Foliow up
Flag Status: Completed

I was stunned to read in the September 22 North Shore News that West Van Council has
unanimously approved "moving forward" with another large residential project adjacent to Taylor
Way. And this to replace perfectly good existing housing stock!

Firstly, it does not meet West Van's OCP. What's the point of hundreds of hours of work and input
into an OCP when developer dollars can effect a change in direction?

Secondly, as you know, Taylor Way/Marine Drive is traffic chaos during rush hour (which is
lengthening each year) and the Park Royal area is miserable for traffic on weekends. During the
Evelyn Drive consultations Millenium's paid traffic consultant stated that its development would
add only 30 seconds additional commuter time down Taylor Way. Any experienced driver knows
that one car stuck in the intersection coming off Keith Road will cause a standstill for the length of a
green light alone. Now we potentially could have two large projects funneling traffic onto Taylor
Way and jamming the intersection from east and west.

West Van is quickly losing the unique ambience that attracted many of us to the area. This project
makes no sense.

Regards,



| OI0-206-10-040

From: (, ) (:£4‘)

Sent: October 7, 2010 9:50 PM
To: MayorandCouncil
Subject: Proposed building at Marine Drive and 22nd, West Vancouver

Dear Mayor and Council,

As a resident of West Vancouver since 1965 , now residing at LN )
I wish to express my misgivings
apout tne proposed institution on the old Wetmore Motors site. It is

designated a retirement residence and has been proposed in part as a solution to the
lack of rental accommodation in West Vancouver but the drawings posted on-line suggest
an institutional building, both in the bulk and in the shape and cladding. Its
appearance 1is utterly out of keeping with surrounding buildings and there is no
convincing reason for its being built to the proposed height, which contravenes
existing bylaws governing the height of buildings on Marine. I understand that parking
stalls will not be provided for every suite, which will add to the parking congestion
in the area. The planned Elder College facility on the ground floor will compound this
shortage. The amount of money charged per month for even the smallest suite in the
building makes it ludicrous to suggest that this monstrosity will be in any sense a
solution to the shortage of rental housing in the community. I would like to know why
development so out of keeping with the neighbourhood has been allowed to go so far in
design before concerned citizens were

involved in judging it. From the look of it, I do not think it can be

fixed; I think it should be scrapped, and alternative designs and solutions sought.
The new Community Centre took a long time , but once finished, it looks graceful and
appropriate and is being used as a much-used and genuine space for community
activities. How can you, who planned and brought about this valuable facility for the
community, now approve something as ugly and inappropriate as the proposed "residence®
just across 22nd from it? I appeal to you rescind your tentative

approval of this building and look around for alternatives that serve the announced
purpose, sult the neighbourhood, and do not compound existing problems.

Yours,



OWp- 20 -’
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THE CORPORATION OF THE DISTRICT OF WEST VANCOUVER
DESIGN REVIEW COMMITTEE
Minutes of the West Vancouver Design Review Committee meeting held at
4:30 p.m. on September 9, 2010 in the Municipal Hall Council Chamber,
West Vancouver, B.C.
Members Present:
Voting Members:  Erik Lees (Chair); Donal O'Callaghan (Vice-Chair); Tom Bunting;
Stuart Hood; Jennifer Marshall; Karl Ray (until 6:30 p.m.)
Non-Voting Members: Councillor Shannon Walker.
Members Absent: Michael Richardson; Duane Siegrist.
Staff Present:
Staff Liaison, Geri Boyle, Manager of Planning and Lands; Recording Secretary, Mandy
Emery, Permits and Inspections.
1. CALL TO ORDER

The meeting was called to order at 4:36 p.m.

The Chair advised that Alexandra Bennett has left the Committee as she has moved to
Toronto.

2. CONFIRMATION OF AGENDA
It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the agenda for the September 9, 2010 Meeting be confirmed as circulated.
CARRIED

The Chair noted that both items are coming to the Committee in the design
development stage and that the meeting will take on a more open workshop format.

3. ADOPTION OF JULY 22, 2010 MINUTES
It was Moved and Seconded:
THAT the minutes of the Design Review Committee held July 22, 2010 be

adopted.
CARRIED

September 9,2010  Design Review Committee Minutes Page 1
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4, APPLICATIONS FOR CONSIDERATION:

4.1

AMBLESIDE PARKS FIELD HOUSE RENOVATION - CONCEPTUAL
PLAN FOR EARLY REVIEW BY DESIGN REVIEW COMITTEE

Background:

Geri Boyle introduced Andrew Banks, Senior Manager of Parks. He gave
an overview of the Ambleside artificial field project and advised that a $3
million grant was received from the Federal Government for the project,
with additional funding from the District and West Vancouver field hockey
and soccer clubs. The scope of the project is: artificial field for field
hockey and soccer, field house renewal, practice areas and parking
improvements. Under the grant all work must be completed by March
31, 2011. West Vancouver is hoping to tender the field house renovation
at the end of September.

Project Presentation:

Architect Bruce Carscadden advised that this is Phase 1 of revitalization
project. Intent of renovation is to make more joyous and serviceable
public change rooms, washrooms, office and storage facility by keeping
open and bright. Renovations include:

+ complete upgrade of mechanical system

» insulating and re-cladding exterior walls

¢ new roof

+ thermal glazing.

The architect advised that the washrooms are to be fully accessible hands

free with co-ed zones. He went over the 3 design options which will

screen the mechanical equipment with a designed wall visible from Marine

Drive:

1. A live green wall — this could be planted to act as a sign

2. Artificial turf wall with game line stitched into turf

3. Glass channel wall providing see through transition from inside to
outside.

Committee Questions:
The Committee questioned the presenters on vandalism and durability of

materials; solar water heating; sound carried through change rooms;
treatment of south side of building; and concept for phase 2.

September 9, 2010  Design Review Committee Minutes Page 2
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Committee Comments:

The following comments and recommendations were forthcoming from the
Committee:

Building Renovation Approach

® o & 9

Important to consider community function and how the building will
work in the future and with community events. The building should
have the capacity to provide more weather protection and some
seating. Support clearly evident for the design concept to include a
second phase.

The south face is just as much of a visible elevation as the north face
and should be addressed.

Is money being well spent? No additional overhang or weather
projection area provided out front. Put mechanical equipment at back
and do something more significant on entire front.

Need some form of shelter for parents.

Grass field has traditionally been a mud zone. Give consideration to
the mud trap and leaving it outside the building rather than bringing it
into the change rooms.

No logic in putting mechanical system out front when everything is at
the back anyway. Also, by placing the mechanical systems at the back
you have the opportunity to make the whole south wall a solar
collector.

Move equipment to back.

The 2™ phase is really important from a community use aspect.
Prefer glass, tired of turf; don't like idea of Ambleside written in turf.
Didn't see any options that looked at horizontal plane. No covered
entry, seems like missing opportunity to make more horizontal rather
than vertical. Love idea to make feature of entry.

Not worried about back, it will take care of itself.

Don't like billboard out front whether grass or glass, view from Marine
Drive overbearing to what is going on in field - putting all up front while
neglecting back.

Change room exit needs to be defined, need to do something
architecturally here rather than trying to hide the building.

Like comments and approach around whimsy, like idea of mechanical
equipment put out front and have fun with it, adds variation to fagade,
prefer glass option. Concern about plants and vandalism, caution
about high tech grass wall.

Need to provide cohesive landscape plan around building. Needs to
be something for parents and families outside.

September 9, 2010  Design Review Committee Minutes Page 3
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Heritage
+ Encourage heritage restoration of building
» Encourage respect for 50s building.

Interior
« Like change rooms and washroom plan, make sure lasts a long time,
good place to spend money.

Stone vs. Faux Stone Cladding

+ Like to see money spent on stone rather than relocating mechanical
equipment

e Like stone cladding. Would rather see only 1/3 in real stone rather
than all in faux stone.

s Advocate real stone or real material treatment. If not real stone then
brick.

» Like throw back to Stanley Park and the traditional granite materials of
park structures and use of real stone.

Sustainability Aspects of the Proposal

» Encourage solar hot water and heating. Put equipment on back wall
then whole wall can become solar collector.

¢ Solar hot water would be nice addition in roof and if can’t be provided
at this time you should at least rough it in/ make provision for it as a
future retrofit.

+ A summary of the mechanical systems and specifics on efficiencies
and sustainable strategies, including lighting systems, would be
desirable.

Resolution:

It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the Design Review Committee recommends that the application go
back to staff to consider all the information that has been raised during the

meeting.

CARRIED
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4.2 PACIFIC ARBOUR SENIORS RESIDENCE, 2203 MARINE DRIVE -
PRELIMINARY DEVELOPMENT PLANS FOR EARLY REVIEW AND
INPUT BY DESIGN REVIEW COMMITTEE

Geri Boyle provided background to the proposed development:

e The District issued an RFP for the use of the site as seniors housing
and several DRC members joined Council in the review of the
submissions;

« Council selected Pacific Arbour as the preferred proponent in June 2009;
In July 2010 Pacific Arbour submitted an application for an Official
Community Plan Amendment, rezoning and design/development
approval (equivalent to a development permit);

e On July 26, 2010 Council directed staff to consult with the community
on the development plans;

« Staff provided Pacific Arbour with comments on the material
considered by Council on July 26" and as a result Pacific Arbour has
modified the plans in response to these comments — it is these
modified plans that are before the DRC;

e DRC consideration at this preliminary stage is part of the community
consultation and provides an opportunity for DRC input at an early
stage in the process; and

« It is anticipated that complete development permit plans will come back
to DRC in late November.

Project Presentation:

Architect Walter Francl advised that the developer has had several public

information meetings and strong opinions have been voiced from the

public — some positive and some with concerns. The key element raised
is that the building should be scaled down as much as possible. The

Architect noted the following about the building:

« Sited the building to respond to the contour of land so that massing is
as unobtrusive as possible and pulled building away from Tudor
Gardens to prevent overshadowing.

« Commercial/institutional uses, totalling 8,000 sq. ft., are to be located
on the Marine Drive at-grade frontage; a café and Capilano elder
college are proposed for the majority of this space

o Curved building design to maximize views and sun exposure.

e Facade materials on the north side are mountain inspired with masonry
materials and on the south side are marine inspired with more metal
and glass. Large overhang and vertical screening elements provide
shading on window faces, Introduce screening elements as privacy
screen and indicate an inhabitable quality to facade.

« A LEED Gold building is the target. Strategies include a green roof,
minimizing storm water run off, heat recovery strategies and a high
performance building envelope.

September 9, 2010  Design Review Committee Minutes Page 5
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Landscape Architect Bruce Hemstock went over the landscape plan:

e The landscape plan for the project draws inspiration from the
landscape expression along Marine Drive from Memorial Park to John
Richardson Park and the neighbourhood garden character — each
garden is different but together reflects a residential character and
create a less urban and softer streetscape. The project seeks to
reinforce that character.

» Continuous landscape connection between the park and civic centre
along the north edge. The landscape in centre of turnaround connects
to the north edge. No fencing to define property lines, landscape
melds.

» Raised rear patios to provide view to the park and provide sense of
security.

» Green roof helps with storm water management, and take advantage
of grade for storm water management.

Committee Questions:

The Committee questioned the presenters on site context, concept for
retail front, treatment of building skin, sidewalk grade at commercial level,
access to roof, treatment of top 2 floors and setbacks, drop off area at
entrance and traffic calming measures, retention of trees, and railing
details.

Committee Comments:

General

» Nicely presented project; package is excellent.

» Like the landscape architect's description of how the building and
landscape were inspired by the Marine Drive garden character

The Building and Landscaping
» Four committee members commented on the massing of the building,
three were in favour and one against. The specific comments were:

» The proponent has done a great job, but the building dwarfs
everything around it — essentially it feels too large for Marine Drive.

» Really good concept and the siting is perfect. The building is big,
but the team has done quite a lot to massing to lessen the impact on
neighbours.

» The building is a good addition for 22" Street and does a good job
at addressing Marine Drive at the ground plane.

» Massing is good, great effort as long as upper floors dealt with to
diminish impact. Feel that Marine Drive can take 6 storeys. North
side of building should be stepped back at the 5 floor.

« Additional stepping of the north edge on the north wing would be a

benefit in stepping away from Tudor Gardens and doing park swap a

September 9, 2010  Design Review Committee Minutes Page 6
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good thing. Good job carrying garden nature from Marine Drive,
demonstrate great things for neighbour and substantial park area left.
Appreciate siting and massing, notion of front and back differentiation
extremely positive.

Encourage the development team to look at retail fagade to allow
building to float, as there is the capacity of that fagade to become less
dynamic and more stolid. Think about soffits being wood, and could
provide warm feeling on Marine Drive, consider glazing being mirrored.
Retail floor and sidewalk need to be one plane.

Corner greenhouse looks tacked on, not really part of building.
Provide area for planting of things grown in green house.

Like the greenhouse, as it is an ingenious way of making the public
private transition and making it an interesting one. Like the way the
sidewalk swings up into forecourt zone - it works well. Sequence of
green space from park, and “garden zones” to the east is important.
Make sure the project has a distinct landscape not mundane planting;
forecourt area can be enriched.

More detail on commercial/public space, changing paving pattern,
differentiate between active space and sufficient space for seating.
The greenhouse is a great idea.

The opening for scooters needs attention as to how it is lit in the
detailed landscape.

Like having a walkway connecting the park to the Civic Centre,
Concerned that if park space is being traded for the park connection on
the north side of the site, that the connection is not simply a
walkthrough linking up to street. There should be lots of planting and it
should be opaque. When the project returns in November, the
development team should demonstrate how the edge design is worked
out.

Applaud applicant spending money on improvement of park. What is
the program from District staff and Landscape Architect's perspective?
Include whole park in landscape plan submission in November.

Sustainability Features

»

»

The green roof is good. An accessible useable garden roof would be
better.

Design looks great, commend on going for LEED Gold.

Air source heat pumps produce continuous noise and this will impact
the neighbours unless equipment is selected that minimises the noise
and that appropriate design measures are taken to further mitigate this
situation. Recommend that the development team be aware of the
level of acoustical output when selecting the equipment, and retain an
acoustic consultant to assist in dealing with this aspect of the
development
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Materials

« What is presented is good. Will the building appear like the rendenng'P
It all comes down to detailing and how you execute it from here.

« Concern about materiality of building, as this is where it will succeed or
fail.

¢ Concerned about the wooden louvers on Marine Drive and whether
they help.

» Next presentation should deal with the wood screen as this will either
be great or awful in 5 years.

« Provide more explanation on what the materials are.

Resolution:
It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the Design Review Committee recommends that the application go
back to staff to consider all the information that has been raised during the
meeting.

CARRIED

5. REPORTS/REFERRALS.
No reports received.

Geri Boyle provided an update on previous projects:

» Duplex on Argyle Avenue in Horseshoe Bay (1010-20-10-031) - the applicant
is considering subdivision of the property into 2 single family lots.

« Proposal for 3 units on each of 3 adjacent lots in the 2000 block of Esquimalt
(Development Application 1010-20-08-041 — staff are currently dealing with
broader block/neighbourhood character issues

Geri also went over some projects that may be sufficiently advanced to come to

the Committee in the next several months. '

6. PUBLIC QUESTION PERIOD
(Regarding process and/or Disposition only)

No Questions Presented.
7. NEXT MEETING

The next regular meeting of the Design Review Committee is scheduled for
Thursday, September 30, 2010.

September 9, 2010  Design Review Committee Minutes Page 8
#417320



8. ADJOURNMENT.
It was Moved and Seconded:

THAT the Design Review Committee meeting be adjourned. The meeting
adjourned at 6:55 p.m.

CARRIED
/‘ ,V’ * ;’f 5
Efik Lees, CHAIR Geri Boyle, STAFF LIAISON
September 9, 2010  Design Review Committee Minutes Page 9
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Suite 104, 901 West 3rd Street
North Voncouver, BC V7P 3F9

North Shore Stroke Recovery Centre

Serving Adults, Older Adults and Families on the North Shore.

Tel: 778-340-5803
Fax: 778-340-8730
WWWLSSTC.OTY

o420 -0 -04

()

September 23. 2010

Mayor Goldsmith-Jones and Council
District of West Vancouver

2121 Marine Drive

West Vancouver, B. C.

V7V 4Y2

Dear Mayor Goldsmith-Jones and Members of Council:
Thank you so much for your recent generous Grant of $2,300.

Your continued support of North Shore Stroke Recovery Centre enables us to provide a
bridge for our members between the medical community, and the larger community of the North
Shore by expanding services for stroke survivor’s recovery as well as their families and
caregivers.

Enclosed is a brochure outlining our services along with your tax receipt.

Yours truly,

Z ) M
/Z/’“’\(/
¢/

Jane Brandt
Secretary

Encl.

Aission: Assist stroke survivors and therr tamilies whase lives have been ollered by stroke, to recovery to the best of their abilities in olf aspecis of life.

Programs in MNorth & West Vancouver.
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The North Shore Stroke Recovery
Centre was founded by a group of
six stroke survivors wishing to meet
and support one another post
stroke. Since 1974 we have been
the main service provider of stroke
recovery and community re-
integration post hospital and
outpatient services for individuals
and families living with stroke,
offering peer and volunteer
supported group atmosphere with
access to speech maintenance &
therapy, music therapy, exercise
therapy and much more. The
organization serves the entire
community of the North Shore, with
over three hundred local residents
supported annually.

Older Adult Stroke Survivor Program:

Daily Exercise Class for Global Fitness
Daily Exercise Group to increase Balance
Daily Music Therapy

Daily Speech Therapy

Daily Therapeutic activities & Social
interaction

Monthly Outings

Monthly Newsletter

Education & Wellness Programs

Young Stroke Survivor Program (<65):

Weekly Speech Therapy 1:1 and groups
Bi-weekly Walking Group

Monthly Support Group

Community Volunteering & Socials
Web-based support & resources

Caregiver Program:

Our Programs:

Monthly Support Group
Weekly Walk&Talk Group
Monthly Breakfast Social
Quarterly Newsletter
Educational Sessions

Outreach Program:

New Stroke Survivor Visitation
Hospital Visitation

Community Education
Supportive Counseling

Call us for your first visit:
778 - 340 - 5803 or
visit our website for more information
WWW.NSSIC.org

e

enges:

You are not alone, this 15 what stroke survivors sav are their chall

"l know it, but | just can't find the words”
"I have difficulty remembering things”

"Since my stroke, I'm having difficulty
remembering my friends names”

"When I'm trying to listen, | seem to get
lost”

"When my kids ask me a question, | try
to think of the answer & | go blank"

“I've been coughing & chocking when |
eat & drink”

"I'm bad with numbers and | used to take
care of the finances"

“I can't speak’
"| feel wobbly on my feet”
"l am afraid of falling"

"l feel like others don't understand me,
the real me"

"I cannot drive anymore”

" feel angry that my body has let me
down"

"It takes me a long time to move, even a
few steps.”

e
T e u“ﬁ%‘{,
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Older Adult Stroke Survivor Program
Young Stroke Survivor Program ‘
Caregiver Support Program i EA AL e
Outreach Program SUR SAEE ol

The Stroke Recovery Centre acts as a

North Shore Stroke Recovery Centre

Exercise Therapy bridge between the medical community and
Music Therapy the home community;
Speech Therapy providing peer and volunteer supported
Caregivers Support Groups programs and professional services to
Counseling actively engage stroke survivors and their
Games & Activities families in further recovery from stroke.
Outings
Information & Resources
Opportunities to Socialize & The North Shore Stroke Recovery Centre
practice learned skills. aims to:
« reduce functional consequences of
stroke;
« promote participation and foster social
Major sources of funding to the North roles;
Shore Stroke Recovery Centre include: + increase functional capacity of activities
North Shore Community Grant for of daily living;
Seniors, VCH, City of North Vancouver, + decrease external home care support
District of West Vancouver, District of through skills building; -
North Vancouver, Stroke Recovery + support and education for caregivers.
Association of B.C., Service Clubs,
Community Foundations, United Way, Wellness, independence and building of Tel: 778-340-5803
individual & corporate donors. ~ skills to re-enter the home community are WWW.NSSrc.org
Thank you. the primary goals of the Centre.

NORTH SHORE

‘ o) v g
www.nssrc.ora oo m;,\%&

Tel: 778-340-5803
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BRITISH
COLUMBIA

The Best Place on Earth

September 29, 2010

Mayor and Council of the District of West Vancouver
750-17" Street

West Vancouver, British Columbia

V7V 313

Dear Mayor and Council:

[ am writing further to discussions you or your officials have had with Squamish Nation
concerning the work being undertaken to facilitate Squamish Nation’s participation in the
tederal First Nations Commercial and Industrial Development Act (FNCID.A).

FNCIDA is designed to facilitate economic development, for identified portions of existing
Indian reserves, by providing the same regulatory regime that would apply to a similar
development undertaken off reserve. A federal regulation, incorporating the content of key
provincial statutes and regulations, will apply to these reserve land patcels (known as
“Project Lands”). For example, a land registry system created under FNCIDA for the
Project Lands would operate very similarly to the system maintained by the Land Title and
Survey Authority. The FNCIDA system would also include the content of provincial
environmental regulations.

The Squamish Nation, Canada and the Province have discussed potential commercial residential
developments on Capilano Indian Reserve #5 in West Vancouver and Kitsilano Indian Reserve
#6 in Vancouver as focuses for the current detailed legal review, but other developments on
other reserves could later use the same approach. The Province sees a system that provides for
the same general rulebook applying on Project Lands as elsewhere in the province as a valuable
tool to encourage economic investment and development. The ability to register lands in a land
registry based on the provincial land title system will afford much mote security and rehablhty to
interest holders.

[n addition, the closer government-to-government relations will be supported by a formal
agreement providing for monitoring the success of the FNCIDA system and recovering
provincial costs to administer the system. Separately-negotiated setvice agreements, as
required, between the First Nation and neighboring local governments, will also ensure that
any local government costs are recovered.

[ am attaching an appendix to provide further information about the wotk being undertaken.
[ and members of my team would be happy to meet with you to explain the FNCID.A work,
from a provincial perspective, and to answer questions you may have about the initiative.

Ministry of Aboriginal Relations Mailing Address: Website: www.gov.be.ca/arr
and Reconciliation Box 9100 Stn Prov Govt
Victoria BC V8W 9B1



[f you would like to have a discussion, please ask your statf to contact Seniotr Negotiator
Cory Herrera to arrange a time. She can be reached at 250.356.1199 or by email at
cory.herrera@gov.be.ca. [look forward to hearing from you.

Youts truly,

Mark Lofthouse
Chief Negotiator

cc: ‘The Honourable George Abbott
Minister of Aborniginal Relations and Reconciliation

Bob de Faye
Deputy Minister

Godfrey Archbold
Chief Executive Officer, Land Title and Survey Authority

Chief Gibby Jacob
Squamish Nation

Harold Calla
Surveyor of Taxes, Squamish Nation



Quick Guide to the First Nations
Commercial and Industrial Development

Act (FNCIDA)

Purpose of the federal legisiation

FNCIDA is federal legislation the use of which is triggered only at the option and request of a First
Nation. Federal regulations developed under FNCIDA apply only to a specific project and parcel of
reserve land. The Act is utilized where the provincial regulatory regime does not apply to reserve land
and there is no similarly robust federal regime that does apply. This is identified as a regulatory gap. For
example a strata leasehold on reserve is not able to take advantage of the provincial Land Title Act or
the Strata Property Act. FNCIDA enables the federal government to replicate the necessary provincial
laws and regulations by incorporating those laws and regulations by reference into a federal regulation
and allows First Nations to move ahead with large-scale, complex commercial and industrial
development projects on reserve. To be eligible, projects must identify a regulatory gap, have a
commercial or industrial partner, and have a province willing to participate. To date, British Columbia
has received such a request from only one First Nation.

On June 30, 2010, the First Nations Certainty of Land Title Act received Royal Assent. This bill contained
amendments to FNCIDA that enable on-reserve commercial real estate projects to benefit from a
property rights regime, including a land title similar to the provincial regime off reserve. The certainty of
land title granted by such a regime would increase investor confidence, making the value of the
property comparable to similar developments off reserve.

Provincial role

Supporting the federal legisiation - development of a federal regulation
Squamish Nation sought and received support from the Province to help replicate the provincial
regulatory regime. In practical terms, this has meant a detailed review of a wide range of provincial
enactments to see how they could be incorporated into a federal regulation that would apply to the
specified “project lands” of the Indian Reserve. Provincial officials, led by staff from Ministry of
Aboriginal Relations and Reconciliation and Ministry of Attorney General, have reviewed the statutes
with Squamish Nation and federal representatives to clarify the operation of the statutes and their
linkage to operational regimes. This work is guided by a key practical consideration: the constitutional
status of the Indian Reserve, including the prohibition of alienation, must be safeguarded.



Supporting the federal legislation - potential amendments to provincial
legislation

Squamish Nation is working toward a commercial real estate project that would benefit from a property
rights regime that includes a land title system similar to the general province-wide system. This focus
leads to consideration of potential amendments to provincial legisiation. Thus far, officials have
identified technical amendments that would facilitate the development of the FNCIDA land title
system. For example, the proposed project lands are currently registered in the provincial land title
system. The technical amendments would facilitate the “transfer” of the registrations from the
provincial system to the new FNCIDA system.

jupporting the federal legislation - «levetopment of a “Tripartite Agreement’
A fundamental component of the FNCIDA system is that the First Nation will pay its cost. For example,
Squamish will pay the cost of operating and maintaining the new FNCIDA land registry and a comparable
assurance fund, which will be operated on a cost-recovery basis by the Land Title and Survey Authority
(LTSA). (By comparison, the LTSA operations are funded from revenues earned from land title and
survey services provided to customers. The FNCIDA registry will not have the economies of scale that
support the LTSA registry, with close to 2 million active titles.)

Further, the Province approaches the negotiation of a tripartite agreement with the perspective of
ensuring that there is no financial risk to the Province through our agreement to provide the inspection,
monitoring or enforcement services needed to close the regulatory gap.

The FNCIDA system is intended to be long-standing; accordingly, Canada, British Columbia and Squamish
Nation have a shared goal to establish periodic communication, review and discussion. The three
parties will ensure, for example, that any updates in provincial legisiation work smoothly in the FNCIDA
regime. If, in future, Squamish wishes to add project lands to the FNCIDA regime, the three parties will
negotiate provisions for careful review of the appropriate regulatory regime as weil as information to
forecast service and infrastructure requirements. The Province will also stipulate that neither the
Tripartite Agreement now under discussion or subsequent proposals for additional project lands will
imply any financial obligation on the Province or local governments. FNCIDA is, as noted above, a “pay
your own way” initiative.

Squamish Nation roie

Five First Nations across Canada, including Squamish Nation, led the initiative to deveiop FNCIDA.
Squamish has participated actively in the subsequent national outreach and information efforts, as well
as developing partnerships with investment partners. For this specific project, Squamish sought British
Columbia participation and provided Canada with a formal Band Council Resolution to initiate the work
towards the draft Regulation and Tripartite Agreement.

Carrenc auchorities of Squamisn Mation
Squamish Nation has authorities stated in the First Nation Land Management Act (FNLMA), to manage
the lands and resources of its Indian Reserves (including such authorities as entering into contracts,



etc.). At present, it is working on a community-based process to fine-tune and then to ratify a Land
Code, pursuant to the FNLMA. Squamish occupies the property taxation field and administers its
property taxation under the First Nation Fiscal and Statistical Management Act. There will be no change
to Squamish Nation’s property taxation authorities. Squamish also has the authority to apply the
content of the new FNCIDA regulation to the designated project lands.

Current development plan for the “project lands” on Capilano [R5

Together with a private sector investment partner, Squamish Nation is planning to build some 12,000
condominiums and townhouses (subject to market conditions) and some commercial space, all of which
will be offered for long-term lease on its reserve lands near the Park Royal shopping centre over the
next 25-35 years. It is likely that the development will start with a small number of condominium
buildings, in order to provide a phased development.

Role of local government

For the immediate FNCIDA Regulation

The FNCIDA project does not have any effect on the constitutional status of the indian Reserve where
“project lands” are located. The use of the lands is not now subject to provincial or local government
“yeto”. FNCIDA will not change that.

The FNCIDA Regulation does not include local government service agreements. Those agreements are
negotiated outside the Regulation, directly between Squamish and local government. As noted, there is
no provincial or local government “veto” on Indian Reserve developments -- whether or not an FNCIDA
project is involved. As a practical matter, however, Squamish Nation wants and needs to ensure the
availability of services for the projects it builds. Accordingly, it has negotiated service agreements with
various municipalities and is working with the District of West Vancouver to make its service agreement
more comprehensive. Squamish sees that service agreement as including a consultation process, to
provide for dialogue with the municipality about the availability and feasibility of services for the area.
Such discussions would include discussions about the type of development (in order to establish service
requirements) envisioned.

The provincial government wants to ensure that the neighbouring local governments are informed
about the FNCIDA initiative and have an opportunity to be informed about this effort to close the
“regulatory gap” by providing a mechanism for a level regulatory playing field.

in the event of future proposals to include additional “project lands”

If the First Nation wishes to add project lands in future, the Province reserves the right to review such
lands (and the general nature of the intended developments) to ascertain whether all relevant provincial
statutes and regulations have been canvassed. This step supports the overall objective of closing the
regulatory gap between projects on reserve and elsewhere in the province.



FNCIDA was conceived as an opportunity for a First Nation to reap the same type of economic benefit
from its lands as would be available to a land owner or government not jocated on an indian Reserve.
Accordingly, the Province approaches the question of possible additions to project lands from the
perspective of ensuring that any potential service costs are identified. This step will also help the First
Nation to determine whether the development is economically viable, given the “pay its own way”
principle. For example, the Province will ask for the First Nation’s projections regarding anticipated
population growth for the project lands to be added, anticipated additional demands on transportation
and education infrastructure, and information about any consultations that Squamish Nation has had
with potentially affected local governments and school districts and the outcomes of those
consultations.

The Province would also reserve the right to undertake its own internal consultations, as well as
consultations with local governments, school districts and third parties to assess whether there will be a
need for increased services and new infrastructure, including transportation and education
infrastructure, as a result of the proposed addition.

In line with the “pay its own way” concept, British Columbia (including Crown corporations, local
governments or school districts) would not assume any financial or other obligations associated with any
addition to project lands.
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BRITISH
COLUMBIA
October 1, 2010 Ref: 195058

Her Worship Mayor Pamela Goldsmith-Jones and Council
District of West Vancouver

750 17th St

West Vancouver BC V7V 3T3

Dear Mayor Goldsmith-Jones and Council:

Once again, October has been proclaimed as Foster Family Month in British Columbia. This year is the
20™ Anniversary of Foster Family Month in British Columbia — a time to celebrate fostering and
recognize the remarkable contribution foster families make in our communities and in the lives of
children, youth and families.

There are approximately 3,400 foster families in British Columbia. Whether they provide emergency,
short or long term care, foster families play an invaluable role in the lives of thousands of children in
British Columbia. Foster parents come from all walks of life. They are our neighbours and colleagues.
They have diverse cultural, social and economic backgrounds. They bring different life experiences to
their role and they have different reasons for doing the work they do. They are ordinary people engaged
in extraordinary acts of kindness.

Foster parents help make our communities stronger by providing the foundation a child needs to develop
and grow into a confident adult. There is no job more important than that of a parent — biological,
adoptive, or foster. To help raise a future generation is a tremendous responsibility. Ongoing support and
recognition in the community are vital to show existing families that their efforts are appreciated and to
help encourage more people to get involved in fostering.

This year, the Ministry of Children and Family Development has created the enclosed information kit to
help inform communities, and perhaps help give you some ideas of things you can do to help celebrate.

On behalf of the Honourable Gordon Campbell, Premier, and the Government of British Columbia, we
thank you for your recognition and support of the foster families in your community who open their
hearts and their homes to care for vulnerable children and youth.

Sincerely,

4

Mary Polak
Minister

Enclosure

Ministry of Ofthce of the Mailing Address:
Children and Family Minister Parliament Buildings
Development Victoria BC V8V 1X4
and Minister Responsible

for Child Care



‘nster Parents

lake a Difference in so Many Lives

ATTACHMENTS
AVAILABLE FOR VIEWING
IN LEGISLATIVE SERVICES DEPARTMENT
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COLUMBIA  Development




From: C ) OO - - 10 -032
Sent: October 4, 2010 9:44 ¥M 20 -10-063

To: MayorandCouncil 1 'e)
Cce: Lisa Berg
Subject: Taylorwood Place Redevelopment

Mayor and Council:

My thanks to Lisa Berg for the time she gave me in discussing, at a high level,
the Wednesday October 6th, 2010 Community Consultation Meeting related to the subject
project.

As mentioned, in my experience over 23 years 1n West Vancouver, 1t is not unusual
for Project Sponsored Information Meetings to get low attendance and sco those held by
Polygon for this project, which you advise got less than 20 residents each, is not
surprising. In this connection, as mentioned it is my view holding this meeting,
sponsored by the District, at 6:00 pm (the dinner hour), may well get the same
reception -~ which would be too bad! This must be very uncomfortable feeling for
Council in moving a proposal forward. In this regard I must respectfully disagree with
the one Councillor who at a related/recent Council Meeting expressed the feeling that
Polygon had done a great job in this area!

For my part I have decided to write in advance to express my concern that my
comments provided at the first Polygon sponsored meeting and following by phone to Geri
Boyle do not seem to have made their way into the current thinking of either the
Developer or the District. They were namely pertaining to density and resulting
rraffic, trying to get across the point that the community of Cedardale to the East and
South of the Project is bounded by Taylor Way in the West, Inglewood in the North, 3rd
Street in the East and Keith Road in the South until it gets to Keith and 6th Street
where it goes South two blocks and then West along Duchess to Taylor Way. While I
appreciate from a "View Perspective" etc the notification area outlined on the web site
igs reasonable, from density and traffic perspectives it does not contain all of the
immediately affected area. As a resident I followed closely the Evelyn Drive project
and objected for the same two reasons. In this case it is particularly upsetting that
given the comments made by existing Councillors, particularly Mr. Smith, on both of
these areas, that the District Staff still do not seem to understand that what happens
on Taylor Way, Marine Drive, Inglewood, 3rd Street and Keith Road , 6th Street,
Esquimalt, and Duchess affects the quality of life of not only residents of Cedardale
as well as those West of Taylor Way but in fact all residents of West Vancouver. For
example even now if Taylor Way is congested going South then traffic typically flows
from Taylor Way East along Inglewood South on 3rd Street and West on Keith Road. In
addition, you should be aware when North Bound Taylor Way is congested then traffic
will exit Taylor Way East on Duchess or Esqguimalt then North on 6th Street and then
either East or West on Keith Road.

It is my view, and I hope the District agrees that traffic and road access must
be adequately addressed very early in negotiations for the periods during and after
construction. In this regard T have the following thoughts for your consideration.

1) It seems to me that some changes/widening of the Keith roadway on the North Side
from Margaree Place or at least 6th Street to Taylor Way should be provided by the
developer to ensure smooth flow of traffic in and out of the Church/School property and
expedite turns North up Taylor Way. In this regard I bring the following to your
attention:

A) In addition to local pedestrian traffic, the facilities at the St Anthony's
Elementary School and Christ the Redeemer Church are used not only by attending
approximately 300 children, some of whom walk to school, and an the active
congregation or 800 families for services, weddings and funerals etc but by other local
groups renting meeting facilities.



B) Keith Road is a main/most efficient route for police,fire and ambulance to access
the high density Spuraway Development not to mention the other single family homes in
the area - police and fire no doubt can provide stats for there visits. In addition
the District constantly utilize Keith Road to access Klee Wyck and the District Yard
adjacent to the Capilano River Bridge with a variety of trucks and equipment. The West
Vancouver Blue Bus #256 also travels both ways Keith Road to Taylor Way and South to
Park Roval stopping where ever requested.

C) Keith Road is already very busy, most with no side walk resulting in many people
walking on or close to the road surface and therefore increasing traffic on Keith Road
and on Inglewood and 3rd Street will only make these streets more dangerous for
pedestrians (many seniors) and children. The roadway pavement of the two latter
streets were done in the typical West Vancouver size with rounded curbs and pass by two
parks (one very active with baseball with typically cars parked on the roadway), a
bridge, many areas with no shoulders and of course no side walks. Many residents in
the area including those from the Woodcroft High Rise Buildings in North Vancouver walk
on the roads and others walk their dogs regularly.

Dy If I am correct, Keith Road and Taylor Way and Inglewood and Taylor Way are both on
the list of high accident intersections in West Vancouver.

2) As for the planed two accesses to/from the Taylorwood Project on Keith Road,
adequate sight lines should be in place so that particularly exiting vehicles can see
pedestrians and traffic proceeding West on Keith Road.

3) Hydro and other wires should be relocated underground by the Developer from 6th
Street to Tavlor Way to improve the appearance/congestion of this busy area. Some of
rhe poles are currently planted in the sidewalk?

4) While not wishing to dwell on the Evelyn Drive project which has already been
approved. It was my understanding that comprehensive traffic studies were undertaken
and in addition a construction traffic plan was clearly negotiated before any work was
to begin. It should be confirmed that any of the improvements contemplated in the
District approval of that Project and incorporated in the traffic studies to be
completed on Taylor Way and west on Keith Road from Taylor Way will be in place before
Taylorwood starts and confirmation obtained as what if any impact it will have on the
Evelyn Drive Project which will go on for over 3 years. I remain concerned with the
ability of Keith Road to handle the Evelyn Drive Project traffic and so that concern is
increased with this extra volume produced by Taylorwood. Keith Road is again the
police and fire access to the Cedardale area and the route used by Cedardale residents
to access Ambleside and Dundarave.

5) When Saint Anthony's School was rebuilt some years ago, you will recall it was taken
down and constructed largely in the summer months and construction vehicles and
suppliers accessed from Burley Drive to the north during only 2 hours each day. I
wonder how construction vehicles and suppliers will access this project - I suppose by
Keith Road. I suggest that maybe that access via Burley Drive and the School Yard
property may be a consideration - if it could be arranged with the Church and School.
In any event as a resident of Cedardale I would hope we would not be subject to more
than a year of heavy truck traffic across Inglewood, down 3rd Street and west on Keith
ro enable compliance with the heavy vehicle BylLaw of West Vancouver.

In conclusion, in my opinion this project with two apartment blocks should not be
approved because of density and traffic both of which are already affecting the quality
of life in Cedardale as well as all of West Vancouver. However, if Council in their
wisdom decide on approving this project, for this first class developer, I hope you
will find my concerns and comments constructive for your purpose and that adequate
community benefits will accrue to the District to be used to improve quality of life in
the area.

Regards.
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TO: Mayors, Chairs and Administrators
FROM: Local Government Program Services, UBCM ‘ \)
RE: Funding Opportunity - 2010 School Community Connections Round 2

The School Community Connections
(SCC) program was launched in 2005
through a one-time $10 million grant
from the provincial Ministry of
Education. The program is jointly
managed by the Union of BC
Municipalities and the BC School
Trustees Association and is intended to
promote sustainable and innovative
collaboration between boards of
education and local governments.

In early 2010, the Supporting
Neighbourhood Learning Centres
program was launched to continue the
original goals of the program while
actively encouraging boards of
education and local governments to
work cooperatively and with
community partners to create
neighbourhood learning centres and
expand the use of schools to provide
community services.

Boards of Education and local
governments are now invited to apply
under Round 2 of the 2010 program.
Grants of up to $25,000 per school
district are available although,
depending on the number of
applications that are submitted, an
additional $5,000 per school district may
also be available.

All boards of education and local
uowmmonts in BC are eligible to apply;
howeve: the board of education and
local government must apply together.

One will act as the primary applicant
and the other will act as the partnering
agency. The application dLadhne is
November 19, 2010.

To access the Program & Application
Guide and the Application Form, please
visit the Funding Programs section of
www.ubcm.ca. For more information
about the funding program, contact:

L.ocal Government Program Services
Union of BC Municipalities

(250) 356-5134

lgps@ubcm.ca

www.ubcm.ca
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From: ( D <‘ z)
Sent: October 5, 2010 12:47 PM ,

To: MayorandCouncil
Subiject: 21st STREET TRAFFIC CALMING PROJECT OPEN HOUSE - September 28, 2010
Attachments: MAYOR and COUNCIL 1.jpg; MAYOR and COUNCIL 2.jpg

Dear Mayor and Council,

On September 28, 2010, you had an open house to exhibit the plans for the 21st Street Traffic Calming Project and to get
feedback from the residents. Here is my feedback:

To begin with, the plans themselves appear to look fine as they affect my property. I'm also pleased that no additional
roundabouts were included.

However, the planned changes appear to be outsized and unjustified based on the existing traffic, empirical data, future
population growth projections and, in respect to the sidewalks and parking, reasonable expectation of usage. If it proceeds, the
whole project should be scaled back drastically.

First, no empirical data has been offered to show any significant traffic increase since the Civic Centre and Aquatic Centre
were completed.

Second, according to your data, West Vancouver is the slowest growing community in the GVRD,; projected at less than '2 % a
year; an average of 217 people per year — from 43,078 in the 2001 census to a projected 49,724 in 2031. Which is in line with
the past growth according to census results: 1971 pop. 37,898; 1981 pop. 37,157; 1991 pop. 40,334, and 2001 pop. 43,078
(1). Some of the projections provided to justify this project seem to indicate that every man, woman and child of the projected
annual population increase will be driving up or down 21st street, in their own car, three times a day! (2).

Third, what growth we have, according to West Vancouver Facts and Stats, is not organic but the result of immigration from
outside the country (3); and while we welcome these people we should keep in mind that many of them also have homes
elsewhere, and thus are part-time residents of West Vancouver. For example, it is not unusual for someone to own a condo in
West Vancouver but have a primary residence in another country. The same is probably true of many retired citizens who have
second homes and vacation homes elsewhere. Consequently, the impact of new housing and condominium construction will
probably not have the same effect on infrastructure usage here as elsewhere in the GVRD. Meaning, the nature, not just the
numbers, of what little growth we have should be taken into consideration when formulating plans.

Percentages are also often quoted when justifying this project; they can be misleading when the actual numbers are very
small. For example, a 36% increase in parking usage at Park Royal or Pacific Centre would probably represent thousands of
cars, a significant number, perhaps even requiring some infrastructure changes to better accommodate it. On the other hand a
36% increase in parking demand on a mile long street that typically has 8 cars parked along it (all below Inglewood) represents
3 cars; hardly justification for hundreds of thousands of dollars in parking and sidewalk improvements! (4)

As for sidewalks down both sides of the street, if some of my neighbours across the street want them for their own use or need
that's one thing; perhaps they should have considered it before buying the house. However, if sidewalks are being justified
because of general community need or expected usage that is unrealistic. Twenty-first has a relatively steep grade which
makes it uncomfortable for a recreational stroll and its present usage for commuting by school children can only be described
as light and projected to get lighter (5). True, to walk to a flatter street like Mathers, for a stroll, you would have to use 21st but
the sidewalk is not crowded now and its present use hardly justifies the expense of a $100,000.00 twin.

Recommendations:
1. Do nothing. The street looks fine and is adequately servicing its residents and the community.

2. If at some future date additional parking is needed between Fulton and Inglewood increase the Civic Centre parking and
restrict parking on those two blocks to residents. The same could be done on Fulton.



Footnotes:

(1) Quote: ‘The total increase in West Vancouver's population between 2001 and 2031 is therefore expected to be
approximately 6500 people. The overall average annual growth rate during this period is forecasted at 0.47%.” Source: West
Vancouver Facts and Stats - http://www.westv,ancouver.ca/upl,oadedFiles/Comm unityﬁPIa,nning/Facts_an,d_Stats/PopuIation%
20Projections%20People30.pdf

(2) "The iTRANS Rogers Creek study projects 720 to 760 additional cars per day". Quote from letter (see attached).

(3) Quote: “Growth in population results from a small net inflow of people moving into West Vancouver from other communities
(in-migration) rather than a natural increase in population (natural increase occurs when the number of children born exceeds
the number of people who die)...In West Vancouver, negative natural increase has occurred for several decades. Between
1996-2001 there were almost twice as many deaths as births. Between 1996-2001 West Vancouver's regional and intra-
provincial migration were also negative with more people moving out of West Vancouver into other GVRD and BC
communities than moving into West Vancouver from these areas. The growth in population that counterbalanced these
declines and added approximately 540 more people to West Vancouver's total census population between 1996-2001
stemmed primarily from net international in-migration and to a lesser extent net interprovincial in-migration." Source: West
Vancouver Facts and Stats -

http://www.west,yancouy@_rl,g,gjupIoadedFiles/Community Planning/Facts_and_Stats/Population%
20Projections20People30.pdf chart # 10 and table # 5.

(4) See attached letter, point #7.

(5) Projected “decline in the proportion of youth age 10-19 from 13% of total population in 2001 to 9% by 2016 followed by a
slight shift up to 10% by 2031.” The numbers: 13% of 43,078 = 5600, 10% of 49,724 = 4,972. Source: West Vancouver Facts
and Stats - http;jiwww,,wgagty,an,gQuyme,,r,@a[ugjgggﬁegfjleg[Gommunitv Plannina/Facts_and_Stats/Population%20Projections%

20People30.pdf Note: This could also resultin an 11% reduction in the 3:00 after school car traffic on Mathers, 15th and 21st.

Sincerely,
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MEMBER RELEASE

October 5, 2010

TO:! Mayor & Council; Chair & Board; Senior Staff

FROM:

Union of BC Municipalities

RE: 2010 Resolutions Disposition & Executive List

The following is a preliminary summary of
the resolutions and positions adopted at the
2010 Convention, as well as policy
discussion outcomes. The full and exact
wording of all resolutions, amendments and
policy papers will appear in the Convention
Minutes.

EXTRAORDINARY RESOLUTIONS

office on November 1.
Ad Verification of Compliance with Medical
Marihuana Access Regulations

Referred to UBCM Executive

SECTION B - PART |

ER1 Extraordinary Resolution to Amend the
Union’s Bylaws Respecting Rules of
Procedure & the Handling of Resolutions
Endorsed

ER2 Extraordinary Resolution to Amend the
Union’s Bylaws Respecting Addition of
Two Vancouver Metro Area
Representatives to the Executive
Endorsed

SPECIAL RESOLUTIONS

SR1 RCMP Police Costs & Accountability

Endorsed
SECTION A
Al Harmonized Federal & Provincial

Environmental Assessment Process
Not Endorsed

A2 Four Year Local Government Term
Not Endorsed

A3 Local Government Elections Date
Endorsed as Amended

THERFFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the
UBCM recommend to the Province that
the date for local government elections
be moved to the third Saturday of
October and that those elected take

In keeping with UBCM resolutions
procedures, Section B — Part 1 resolutions
were passed as a block by the 2010
Convention on Thursday, September 30 with
the exception of B7, B14, B18 and B25,
which were pulled for individual debate.
Consideration of these four resolutions
followed passage of the block.

The disposition of the resolutions in the
Section B — Part 1 block was as follows:

B1 Community Charter Conflict of Interest
Endorsed

B2 Support for the Community Justice
Program
Endorsed

B3 Provincial Regulation of Fireworks
Endorsed

B4 Transforming the Fire/Rescue Service
Report Recommendations
Endorsed

B5 Fire Rescue Service
Endorsed

B6 Funding of Road-side Rescue Services
Endorsed
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B8

B9

B10

B11

B12

B13

Bie

B17

B19

B20

B21

B22

B23

B26

B27

Long-term BC Coastal Community Flood
Protection
Endorsed

First Responder Supplies
Endorsed
B28
Financial Equipment & Personnel Support
for RCMP Rural Detachments
Endorsed

Additional Policing
Endorsed

Victim Services
Endorsed B29

Support for Youth Outreach/Street
Workers B30
Endorsed

Greener Transportation
Endorsed B31

Increased Shoulder Width of Highways
Endorsed B32

BC Cycling Development Program
Endorsed B33

Rural Roads Access & Maintenance
Standards
Endorsed B34

BC Ferry Services Performance
Endorsed
B35
Local Contributions to BC Transit
Endorsed

Park Land B36
Endorsed

Development Cost Charges & Synthetic B37
Turf Fields
Endorsed

B38
Provincial Motor Tax Fuel
Endorsed

B39
Riparian Area Protection on Private
Forest Lands
Endorsed B40

BC Recycling Regulation
Endorsed with Amendment as Proposed

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the
Union of British Columbia Municipalities
lobby the Ministry of Environment for the
addition of milk containers to the
Recycling Regulation.

Ban Pesticides & Other Chemicals
Endorsed with Amendment as Proposed

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the
Province of British Columbia enact
provincial legislation that will ban the
sale and use of cosmetic pesticides
province-wide.

Invasive Species
Endorsed

Derelict & Abandoned Vessels, Barges &
Docks
Endorsed

Carbon Offsets
Endorsed

Expanding the Scope of Carbon Offsets
Endorsed

Product Stewardship Programs Cost
Recoveries for Communities
Endorsed

Funding of Local Government Recycling
Programs
Endorsed

Development of a Species & Ecosystem
Protection Act for BC
Endorsed

Parkland Dedication
Endorsed

Treaty Settlement Costs
Endorsed

ALR Review
Endorsed

Meat Regulations
Endorsed

Utilization of BC Pine Beetle Infested
Forest
Endorsed

N
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B41

B42

B43

B44

B45

B46

B47

B48

B49

B50

B52

B53

B54

B55

B56

Increased Funding for Local Recreation
Sites
Endorsed

Support for Persons with Mental lliness
Endorsed

Rural Health Care
Endorsed

Addiction Treatment Services
Endorsed

BC Ambulance Services Response Time
Endorsed

Restore & Maintain Funding for BC
Libraries
Endorsed

Greenhouses
Endorsed

Arts & Culture Funding
Endorsed

School District Funding
Fndorsed

Cellular Phone Coverage in Rural
Communities
Endorsed

Poverty Reduction Plan
Endorsed

Changes to Local Government Legislation
Regarding Accessible Residential
Building Standards

Endorsed

Accessible Building Code Standards
Endorsed

Canada Post Policy on Unaddressed
Admail
Endorsed

Local Government Studies — Grades 8 to
12

Fndorsed

Funding for Early Childhood

Development
Endorsed

B57 Legal Aid for BC
Endorsed

The following resolutions, removed from the
Section B — Part 1 block, were then
considered individually:

B7 Mandatory Helmets for Small-wheel
Vehicles
Not Endorsed

B14  Alcohol Reduction Strategy
Endorsed

B18  Trails Along Railway Rights of Way
Endorsed

B25 Support for Ministry of Environment in
Dealing with Urban Wildlife
Endorsed as Amended

THEREFORE BF IT RESOLVED that the
Union of BC Municipalities request the
Province of British Columbia to put more
resources into wildlife management areas
in which both rural and urban wildlife is
a significant problem.

SECTION B - PART ll-a

In keeping with the amended procedures for
handling resolutions that were brought into
effect as a result of the endorsement of 2010
resolution ER1, Section B — Part 2-a
resolutions were passed as a block by the
2010 Convention on Thursday, September
30 with the exception of B76, B77, B85, B93
and B94, which were pulled for individual
debate. Consideration of these five
resolutions followed passage of the block.

The disposition of the resolutions in the
Section B - Part 2 block was as follows:

B58  Requirement for Geotechnical Reports for
Non-habitable Structures ‘
Endorsed with Amendment as Proposed

THEREFORE BF IT RESOLVED that the
UBCM request financial assistance from
the Province to undertake secondary
geotechnical studies in order to reduce
the need for individual site specific
studies.
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B59

B60

B61

B62

B63

B64

B65

B66

B67

B68

Fire Smart Canada Community Program
Endorsed with Amendment as Proposed

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the
Union of BC Municipalities request that
the Province initiate a Fire Smart Canada
Community Program similar to the
FireWise program in the United States
and the Partners in Protection Fire Smart
Canada proposal.

New Manufactured Homes — Protection
of Consumers
Endorsed

Restoration of Emergency Management
Training Funding
Endorsed with Amendment as Proposed

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that
UBCM lobby the provincial government
to restore core funding for emergency
management, emergency socjal services,
and first responder training to at least the
2008/2009 levels and to continue
working with the BC Association of
Emergency Managers, the Emergency
Social Services Association and other
stakeholders to improve emergency
program training for every community in
BC.

Community Gaming Grant Funding for
Emergency Training
Endorsed

RCMP Costs
Endorsed

Restricting the Importation of Precursor
Products
Endorsed and Referred to FCM

PRIME-BC Funding
Endorsed

Security of Canada Post Super Mail Boxes
Endorsed and Referred to FCM

Reservoir Flood Buffer
Endorsed

Community Wildfire Protection Planning
Endorsed with Amendment as Proposed

B69

B70

B71

B72

B73

B74

B78

B79

B8O

B81

B82

B83

B84

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the
UBCM request the Province to continue
to provide funding of the Strategic
Wildfire Prevention Program.

Travel Authorization Permit Exemptions
for Emergency Response Vehicles
Endorsed

Access to Transportation for Individuals
with Disabilities
Endorsed and Referred to FCM

Community Works Fund
Endorsed

Exemption from Assistance to Business
Requirements — Broadband
Endorsed

Property Tax Deferment
Endorsed

Expansion of Infrastructure Grant
Programs to Include Major Local
Government Facilities

Endorsed and Referred to FCM

Local Government Revenue
Endorsed and Referred to FCM

Location of Assessment Appeal Hearings
Endorsed

Southern Strait of Georgia National
Marine Conservation Area Reserve
Endorsed

Federal Environmental Assessment
Requirement for Co-generation Power
Plants Burning Toxic Fuels

Endorsed

Mapping of British Columbia’s Aquifers
Endorsed

Proposed Wastewater Systems Effluent
Regulations
Endorsed

ICBC Aggregate Data
Endorsed

Community Energy & Emissions
Inventory
Endorsed
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B86

B87

B88

B89

B90

B91

B92

B95

B9e

B97

B9s

B99

B100

B101

Maximizing Reduction in Greenhouse
Gas Emissions
Endorsed

Hazardous Spill Response
Endorsed

Security of Water Supply
Endorsed

Education for Use of Full Cut-off Light
Fixtures
Endorsed

Extended Producer Responsibility -
Construction Waste
Endorsed

Interface Forests
Endorsed

Highway Corridors
Endorsed

Business Improvement Areas
Endorsed

Community Farm Markets
Endorsed

Regional Fishing Economy
Endorsed

Timber Supply Constraints
Endorsed

Alternative Energy Industry Growth
Endorsed

Buy Local BC Fruit Programs
Endorsed with Amendment as Proposed

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the
Province of British Columbia endorse and
implement a “Buy Local” program to
promote the sale of local, sustainably
produced foods in support of the British
Columbia tree fruit industry.

Creating Green Jobs in Green
Communities
Endorsed with Amendment as Proposed

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the
UUBCM support and encourage the
development of partnerships of local

B102

B103

B104

B105

B106

B107

B108

governments, community Co//eges, the
Province and local investors to establish
funding agreements which could provide
the basis for stimulating and building
enduring economies in British Columbian
communities, through attracting and
supporting green industries and providing
the training for the newly-skilled workers
they would require.

Clean Energy Act Exemptions from
Oversight
Endorsed

Elimination of Provincial Fuel Tax on
International Passenger Flights
Endorsed

Community Forest Program Expansion
Endorsed

Community Forest Land Base
Endorsed

Provincial Support for Airport Marketing
Programs
Endorsed

Long Term Economic Viability of Short-
line Railways
Endorsed and Referred to FCM

Trade Agreement European Union
Endorsed with Amendment as Proposed
and Referred to FCM

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the
UBCM request:

*  a briefing from the Province of BC on
the scope and content of trade
negotiations with the European
Union;

* the Federation of Canadian
Municipalities to provide sector-by-
sector analysis of the potential
impacts on local government
functions and powers of the
procurement regime that the
European Union is seeking;

s the Federation of Canadian
Municipalities to urge the
government of Canada not to provide
the European Union with access to
sub national government
procurement; and
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* that the provincial government
negotiate a clear, permanent
exemption for local governments
from CETA.

B109  Marijuana Grow-ops
Endorsed

B110  BC Ferries Subsidy
Endorsed

B111  Capital Cost of Health Care
Endorsed

B112  Improved Training for Rural General
Practitioners
Endorsed

B113  Palliative Care Fees
Endorsed

B114  Development of a Livable-inclusive
Communities Strategy
Endorsed

B115  Re-instatement of Gaming Grants
Endorsed

B116  6-Storey Wood Frame Residential
Buildings
Endorsed

B117  Mandatory Training Requirements for
Building Contractors
Endorsed

B118 Social Assistance Benefits
Endorsed

B119  Food Security for BC
Endorsed

B120  Motor Vehicle Accidents - Insurance
Coverage & Liability
Endorsed

The following resolutions, removed from the
Section B - Part 2-a block, were then
considered individually:

B76 Local Government Share of Provincial
Carbon Tax Revenues
Endorsed

6

B77  Allocating a Larger Proportion of Federal
Gas Tax Revenue to Local Governments
Endorsed as Amended

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the
UBCM lobby the provincial government
to work with the federal government to
revise the agreement to expand the
eligibility criteria and allocate to local
governments a greater portion of federal
gas tax revenues in a manner that allows
for sustainable financial planning.

B85  Stop Permits on Schedule 2 Lakes &
Rivers
Endorsed

B93 Road Access Maintenance Standards for
Selling of Share, Co-op & Bare Land
Strata Conversions
Endorsed

B94 Forestry Plans & Public Consultation
Processes
Endorsed as Amended

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that
UBCM request that the provincial
government provide direction to forest
licensees through regulation under the
FRPA or other means to achieve smaller,
more targeted forest development units in
forest stewardship plans;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that
UBCM request that the provincial
government improve public consultation
processes associated with forest
stewardship plans, including extending
the period for public consultation for a
reasonable period of time before the
stewardship plans are approved.

SECTION B - PART II-b RESOLUTIONS

B121  Mandatory Snow Tires
Not Endorsed

B122  Mandatory Winter Tires
Not Endorsed

B123  Bylaw Enforcement Notice Appeals
Not Endorsed

B124 PRIME-BC
No Action Required
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B125

B126

B127

B128

B130

B131

B132

B133

B134

B135

B136

B137

B138

Segway ~ Alternative Mobility Device for
People with Disabilities
Not Endorsed

U-Pass Pricing Throughout BC
No Action Required

Interim Tax Relief for Resort Owners
Not Endorsed

Towns for Tomorrow Program Changes
Endorsed

Grant Funding for Small Communities
Not Endorsed

Expanded Timeframes for Infrastructure
Construction Spending
Endorsed

Infrastructure Stimulus Fund
Withdrawn

Greenhouse Gas Reduction Targets in
Official Community Plans
Endorsed

Single Transferable License Plate
Endorsed

Prohibition of the Sale of Rabbits in Pet
Stores
Not Endorsed

Legislated Mandatory Recycling at
Landfills & Transfer Stations
Not Endorsed

Provincial Standards for Recycling at
Landfills & Transfer Stations
Not Endorsed

Greywater Discharge Sites
Endorsed

Offshore Oil & Gas Exploration &
Development
Endorsed as Amended

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the

Province of BC implement a legislated

ban on off-shore oil and gas exploration
and development;

AND BEIT FURTHER RESOLVED that
UBCM lobby the federal government to

B139

B140

B141

B142

B143

B144

B145

B146

B147

B148

B149

implement a legislated ban on west coast
offshore exploration and programs.

Bulk Crude Oil Tanker Traffic
Endorsed as Amended

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the
UBCM be opposed to any expansion of
bulk crude oil tanker traffic in Dixon
Entrance, Hecate Strait and Queen
Charlotte Sound in British Columbia;

AND BEIT FURTHER RESOLVED that the
UBCM petition the federal government to
establish a legislated ban on bulk crude
oil tanker traffic through Dixon Entrance,
Hecate Strait and Queen Charlotte
Sound in British Columbia.

Tar Sands Oil
Endorsed

Redundant Covenants on Property
Endorsed

Land Use Contract Discharge/
Amendment
Endorsed

Youth Treatment Program Options —
Substance Abuse
Endorsed

Tobacco Use on Public Lands
Endorsed

Base Level Harm Reduction
Endorsed

Medical Cannabis
Endorsed

School District Buildings & Property
Referred to UBCM Executive

School District Property Exchange
Referred to UBCM Executive

Accessibility Designation
Endorsed

Prohibition of Fighting Events Unless

Regulated by an Athletic Commission
Endorsed

>~
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