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COUNCIL CORRESPONDENCE UPDATE TO JULY 9, 2025 (8:30 a.m.) 

Correspondence 
(1) 2 submissions, July 2, 2025, regarding Temporary Protection of the Lauder

Residence at 5665 Daffodil Drive
(2) July 2, 2025, regarding “Formal Complaint – Ongoing Harassment”
(3) July 3, 2025, regarding “WG: Enquiry International Student”
(4) July 3, 2025, regarding “Relocation of house at 1444 Argyle Ave inquiry”
(5) 2 submissions, July 4 and 6, 2025, regarding Pay Parking
(6) 3 submissions, July 4-8, 2025, regarding Bus Speed and Reliability Report
(7) July 8, 2025, regarding “Blocked Access to Street”
(8) 2 submissions, July 8, 2025, regarding Preliminary Development Proposal for

1552 Esquimalt Avenue
(9) July 8, 2025, regarding “Request for Permission to create a lay-by off Marine

Drive”
Correspondence from Other Governments and Government Agencies 
No items. 
Responses to Correspondence 
(10) Senior Manager of Legislative Services/Corporate Officer, July 3, 2025

response regarding “WG: Enquiry International Student”
(11) Manager of Bylaw & Licensing Services, July 3, 2025, response regarding

“Formal Complaint – Ongoing Harassment”
(12) Senior Community Planner, July 7, 2025, response regarding Temporary

Protection of the Lauder Residence at 5665 Daffodil Drive
(13) Senior Community Planner, July 7, 2025, response regarding Temporary

Protection of the Lauder Residence at 5665 Daffodil Drive



From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

Attachments: 

s 22(1) 

Wednesday, July 2, 2025 11 :51 AM 
Mark Sager, Mayor; Linda Watt; Peter Lambur; Sharon Thompson; correspondence; 
Christine Cassidy; Scott Snider; Nora Gambioli 
Request to add four more properties to the Daffodil development 
25jul07-11.5.pdf 

s 22(1) CAUTION: This email originated from outside the organization from email address . Do 
not click links or open attachments unless you validate the sender and know the content is safe. If you believe this 
e-mail is suspicious, please report it to IT by marking it as SPAM.

Dear Mayor and Councillors, 

As was projected, the Daffodil project erased all trees from the 4.5 acres of land, is blasting up the mountain, 
being incredibly loud with scraping of the diggers against the rock sides etc. 

And it has just started. 

On top of that it seems like the covenant for the wetlands are completely ignored, as planters with new trees have 
been placed there. 

Who is monitoring this development from the Municipality? Who is making sure that covenanted land is 
untouched? 
Who is monitoring that proper rain fall protections are in place before winter's atmospheric flood rainfall? 

And now the Harpers want to demolish the historically protected heritage building on the Lauder property to 
develop yet another 4 properties with further increase in traffic. 

This was all expected when 35 plus residents addressed Mayor and Councillors before the rezoning was approved. 

Only two Councillors Ms Watt and Mr Lambur stood their ground, while the rest of you caved in. 

Now you have a chance to at least stop another 4 buildings and destroy a heritage building. 

https:/ /westvancouver .ca/media/6632 

Regards 
s 22(1) 

West Vancouver 
s 22(1) 

Regards 

West Vancouver, BC rtfft

(1)(a)





Date: June 12, 2025  Page 2 
From: Jayne Kuzmich, Planning Technician  
Subject: Temporary Protection of the “Lauder Residence” at 5665 Daffodil Drive  
   

 

  5831218v1 

4.0 Financial Implications 
No financial implications. 

5.0 Background 
5.1 Previous Decisions 

On November 26, 2007, Council established the West Vancouver 
Community Heritage Register. 
On June 9, 2008, Council received for information a list of 171 historic 
places nominated to the Community Heritage Register by the Heritage 
Working Group, including 5665 Daffodil Drive. 

5.2 History 
The “Lauder Residence” (Figure 1) was constructed in 1961 and is 
identified as a Secondary Building in the District of West Vancouver 
Heritage Register. The property is in Eagle Harbour. 
The Lauder Residence was designed by Lauder Brothers and Tate, 
designers and contractors for E RJ Lauder. It is the only dwelling on the 
Heritage Registry to be designed by the contractors. The Lauder 
Residence is an example of the West Coast Modern Architectural style. 
Built into the side of the hill, the cubic structure is enlivened by the use of 
two-storey high sloping buttress piers and a south facing curtain wall. 

 
Figure 1: Photo of the Lauder Residence 

The Property (Figure 2) has a topography that slopes sharply downward 
east to west and features a natural ravine on the south-west corner of the 
lot. A ditch that connects to Eagle Creek flows through the south end of 
the lot. 
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Date: June 12, 2025  Page 3 
From: Jayne Kuzmich, Planning Technician  
Subject: Temporary Protection of the “Lauder Residence” at 5665 Daffodil Drive  
   

 

  5831218v1 

 
Figure 2: Map of the Property showing topography. 

5.3 Inclusion on the Community Heritage Register 
The majority of resources on the Community Heritage Register were 
prioritized according to their heritage significance (i.e. primary, secondary 
or support) in one of the District’s 3 heritage inventories prior to inclusion 
on the Register and often have a Statement of Significance (SOS) 
describing the heritage value and character-defining elements of the 
historic place. In the case of the “Lauder Residence”, the resource was 
identified in the West Vancouver Survey of Significant Architecture (1945-
1975), however no SOS has been prepared for the resource. The Property 
was one of the 171 historic places nominated to the Community Heritage 
Register by the Heritage Working Group in 2008. 

6.0 Analysis 
6.1 Discussion 

The owners of the Lauder Residence are exploring a subdivision of the 
Property into 4 lots. To proceed with subdivision, the existing dwelling 
would need to be demolished or relocated to conform with the proposed 
subdivision of the lot. Given the location of the heritage home and the 
terrain of the property, the creation of new lots while maintaining the 
heritage home in its current location would not be possible to 
accommodate additional dwellings and meet zoning regulations. 
The applicant has submitted development permit applications for wildfire 
hazard, difficult terrain, and watercourse protection and a subdivision 
application, which are under staff review. Following the issuance of the 
development permits, the proposed subdivision could be considered and 
approved once any subject conditions are satisfied. Staff wish to delay 
issuance of the permit to allow more time to discuss retention options with 
the owner. This requires an order from Council and allows the District to 
withhold issuance of a demolition permit or, a building permit that would 

255





(1)(b)





(2)



4. Hold the individual accountable if wrongdoing is found;

Ensure protection for my rights, safety, and mental health as a resident. 

Canada is a country that values justice, fairness, and human rights. I should not be subject to repeated harassment simply 
for living quietly in my own home. I am pleading with the authorities to take this matter seriously and restore a sense of 
peace and safety in my life. 

Sincerely, 

Best Regards, 

 West Vancouver 
s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

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



(3)



 München 

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)



(4)
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The District has indeed committed to reinvesting net proceeds from the Lighthouse Park pay parking 
program into park operations for Lighthouse Park. As you are aware, Lighthouse Park is located on 
federally owned land leased from the Department of Fisheries and Oceans (DFO) and as such, DFO 
is responsible for all major capital projects, including infrastructure upgrades and approvals. We 
understand that DFO is currently undertaking a review of the capital needs for all facilities within 
Lighthouse Park.  Revenue from pay parking at Lighthouse Park has been used to pay for existing 
operating and maintenance costs of the park and has helped to offset increases to general property 
taxation that would otherwise be needed to provide this funding. 

A dedicated reserve has been established specific to Lighthouse Park, and any surplus pay parking 
funds (after operating and maintenance costs) are transferred to this reserve. The 2024 surplus 
totaled $3,795, and while allocation decisions have not yet been finalized, we will take your 
suggestion regarding additional Ranger resources into consideration. 

We are grateful to the passerby who recently reported a smoldering fire in the park, and to the quick 
response of both our Park Ranger and the Fire Department, which fortunately prevented a more 
serious outcome. Like many natural parks across the province, we rely on the public to report 
concerns, and we appreciate this partnership in helping keep our parks safe. 

Park Rangers are present onsite at Lighthouse Park three days per week and conduct daily visits 
otherwise. We work closely with our colleagues in Bylaw, Police, and Fire to support both 
preventative patrols and emergency response efforts when needed. 

Staff will continue to evaluate the appropriate level of coverage at Lighthouse Park. Based on 
emerging needs and outcomes, a request for additional Ranger hours may be brought forward 
through the fall budget process. As with all staffing proposals, this would be subject to a rigorous 
evaluation to ensure that resources are allocated effectively and responsibly. 

Jenn Moller, Director, Engineering & Transportation Services 

Engineering & Transportation Services | District of West Vancouver

engineeringdept@westvancouver.ca | 604-925-7020







(5)(b)



payment by bank card or credit card required.  I don't need a "smart phone" to park on 
W. 10th Ave., Vancouver.  Clean, easy, and convenient.  What more could one ask for? 
 
  So, if you were to ask me what I would choose to do in the event that Council in its 
infinite wisdom were to decide to install parking meters in the commercial zones of 
Ambleside and Dundarave, without specifying what the means of payment will be or the 
cost of parking should be, I would answer as follows: 

 If parking costs more than $0.50 per 20 minutes to a maximum of two hours, I 
would say that I will shop or bank elsewhere in West Vancouver or North 
Vancouver instead; 

 If payment for parking is "pay-by-phone" only, then I would say that I wil not shop 
or bank in Dundarave or Ambleside unless I could be assured of finding free 
parking on the premises of the shops and banks that I offer my custom to; and, 

 If both the parking toll rate is $0.50 per 20 minutes and the payment option 
includes payment by coin (cash), then I would say that you have my business for 
all my custom that I would offer to merchants and banks and medical service 
providers located in Dundarave and Ambleside commercial zones, without 
restraint. 

  I would not ask for any special treatment, such as "free parking for residents of West 
Vancouver".  If I willingly pay for parking on W. 10th Avenue at the rate of $0.50 per 20 
minutes, then I cannot begrudge the District of West Vancouver the cost of parking at 
that same rate in the Ambleside and Dundarave commercial zones and be true to my 
principles.  But, if it is only "pay-by-phone", then all bets are off, and I will take my 
custom elsewhere. 
 
Your servant, 

 
 West Vancouver, BC  

 
 

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)
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information, with no follow up, and not waste any further staƯ time, Council time, public time, or time of the 
business community.) 

Respectfully submitted, 

s. 22(1)



(6)(b)



outsider to determine what the social benefits or costs of the engineer's proposed 
innovation will prove to be.  How can we decide what course of action is best for our 
community, as opposed to which course of action is best for the corporation 
(Translink/Coast Mountain Bus Company/&c.)? 
 
On the reconfiguration of the intersection of 15th Street and Marine Drive, the 
suggested realignment of travel lanes east & west appears to be desirable from a traffic 
flow perspective.  The loss of on-street parking will of course raise objections from the 
merchants who "lose" street front parking, but what are they willing to pay to keep 
those public parking stalls?  "Willingness to pay" is the proper metric to apply in any 
such decision where a commercial interest raises an objection.  If they're not willing pay 
to maintain the status quo, then is it really worth that much to those of them who object 
to the change proposed?  I would argue in that case that it isn't worth it to those who 
object to retain the on-street parking in that location, and the proposed lane 
realignment should proceed on the merits of the innovation alone. 
 
Your servant, 

 
 West Vancouver, BC  

 
 

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)
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We are tired of having our entrance blocked, and having to ask people, or try to find them and to ask them to please not block our 
entrance, some of whom openly say or become aggressive and say they are not moving their vehicle. We’ve had the police attend on 
more than one occasion, including one because when  we were waiting for the 

when a contractor parked in a large van, completely blocking our front entrance, refusing to move, even when we 
told him what had just happened. Police resources should not have to be diverted to this, when the district only has to enact this 
simple fix to keep our entrance free from being repeatedly blocked.  

We only want what the district has already done at . to protect our two-way street access to and from our narrow 
entrance to our home, so that we can have  be able to access our property without a 
vehicle blocking it, preventing 

. 

I would ask that Mayor and Council review this and discuss it amongst themselves, before just passing it along to the Bylaw 
Department, because this is something that you can make happen for us. It’s a common sense solution just waiting for you to tackle 
it.  

As I’ve mentioned above, it’s something that the district has already done at  See it for yourselves. 

Thank you. 

Sincerely, 

West Vancouver, BC 

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

s.22(1)

s.22(1)

s.22(1)







Mahssa Bea t e

From:
Sent: Tuesday, July 8, 2025 8:29 AM
To: info@1552esquimalt.com; correspondence; Mark Sager, Mayor
Cc: Peter Lambur; Linda Watt; Sharon Thompson; Christine Cassidy; Scott Snider
Subject: 1552 Esquimalt Infill Proposal

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

Dear Mayor, Councillors  & WFC (Wall), 

Regarding the iniƟal developer offering of the infill building at 1552 Esquimalt. Where on earth did this come from? 
Certainly not from the recently completed Ambleside, LAP.  

- Infill? I think we can stop with that term. Sounds like a passive addiƟon. This is a massive new development.

- We followed the LAP to the end, no where in Ambleside was any site foreseen as 19 stories? Two sites at 17 stories,
Fresh St., and Fair in the Square. So how did all but one Councilor vote this to proceed to this point? It’s a head scratcher.

- Regarding density, LAP addressed this as well, correct me if wrong, 100 suites more than that already very dense block
permits, again how did this get to this point?

- Aghast to hear one councillor suggest the LAP is just a rough guide. What? No, a 10 year study using unlimited
taxpayers money is not just a guide, it’s a blue print. A rough guide is wriƩen on the back of a napkin aŌer lunch.

Please reconsider this proposal, that goes against everything the enƟre community has voiced their opinions on. 

Thank you. 

West Vancouver, BC 

- 

- 

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)
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Mahssa Bea t e

From:
Sent: Tuesday, July 8, 2025 1:51 PM
To: info@1552esquimalt.com; correspondence; Mark Sager, Mayor
Cc: Peter Lambur; Linda Watt; Sharon Thompson; Christine Cassidy; Scott Snider
Subject: Re: 1552 Esquimalt Infill Proposal

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

One last point. Is anyone else having Deja vu? We have all been dealing with this twice before.  Why Is it always 1st week 
of July that this project is proposed, and comments closing just a few days later? Like 5 days? Maybe it’s in hope of most 
folks being away? Just wondering.  Sent from my iPhone 

> On Jul 8, 2025, at 8:29 AM,  wrote: 
>
> Dear Mayor, Councillors  & WFC (Wall), 
> 
> Regarding the iniƟal developer offering of the infill building at 1552 Esquimalt. Where on earth did this come from? 
Certainly not from the recently completed Ambleside, LAP. 
>  
> - Infill? I think we can stop with that term. Sounds like a passive addiƟon. This is a massive new development.
> 
> - We followed the LAP to the end, no where in Ambleside was any site foreseen as 19 stories? Two sites at 17 stories,
Fresh St., and Fair in the Square. So how did all but one Councilor vote this to proceed to this point? It’s a head scratcher. 
>  
> - Regarding density, LAP addressed this as well, correct me if wrong, 100 suites more than that already very dense
block permits, again how did this get to this point? 
>  
> - Aghast to hear one councillor suggest the LAP is just a rough guide. What? No, a 10 year study using unlimited
taxpayers money is not just a guide, it’s a blue print. A rough guide is wriƩen on the back of a napkin aŌer lunch. 
>  
> Please reconsider this proposal, that goes against everything the enƟre community has voiced their opinions on. 
> 
> Thank you. 
> 
> 
> 
>  
> 
> West Vancouver, BC 
> 
>  
> 
>  
> -
>
>  

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)
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. I have  and  have  for various 
charities. 

To summarize, we request that the city give us permission to take out part of the  Marine Drive 
in order to create two lay-by parking spots. Coming in and out of the lay-by would not be any different from the other , 
mentioned above, which have driveways off Marine Drive. The cyclists are used to the cars coming out of driveways and will get 
used to a car coming out of our lay-by. 

Thank you for your kind attention in reviewing our request and for your positive action. 

Sincerely, 
s. 22(1)

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

s.22(1)

s.22(1)



Mahssa Bea t e

From: Hope Dallas
Sent: Thursday, July 3, 2025 1:31 PM
To:
Cc: correspondence
Subject: Response re: Enquiry International Student 

Hello 

Thank you for writing to the District of West Vancouver. I am in receipt of your correspondence, dated 
July 3, 2025.  

Information on international studies through West Vancouver Schools (School District 45) is available on 
their website: https://westvancouverschools.ca/international/ 

Please note that West Vancouver Schools (School District 45) is not within the jurisdiction of the 
municipality. For additional information, please contact the school district directly: 

West Vancouver School District 
1075 21st Street 
West Vancouver, BC V7V 4A9 
604.981.1158 

Sincerely, 
Hope 

Hope Dallas
Senior Manager
Legislative Services/Corporate Officer  |  District of West Vancouver 
t: 604-925-7045 |  c: 604-360-7460  |  westvancouver.ca

We acknowledge that we are on the traditional, ancestral, and unceded territory of the Skwxwú7mesh Úxwumixw (Squamish 
Nation), səÍílwətaꬷ (Tsleil-Waututh Nation) & xwməθkwəýəm (Musqueam Nation). We recognize and respect them as nations in 
this territory, as well as their historic connection to the lands and waters around us since time immemorial. Learn more about 
each of these Nations; click each name to visit their official website.

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

(10)
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 München 
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Mahssa Bea t e

From: Matthew OConnor
Sent: Thursday, July 3, 2025 6:23 PM
To:
Cc: correspondence
Subject: RE: Formal Complaint - Ongoing Harassment

Good afternoon, 

I am in receipt of your correspondence and will respond in my capacity as Bylaw & Licensing Services Manager. I 
am unable to speak for . 

Bylaw Enforcement staff do look to attend when a complaint is received to determine if there is a contravention of 
any applicable municipal bylaws. If there are no contraventions observed, this could potentially be concluded with 
a brief attendance in the area or a quick conversation. Upon receiving a complaint and observing a contravention, 
staff work to provide time and opportunity to individuals to bring any concerns into compliance voluntarily, prior to 
any enforcement. Our staff are afforded powers through municipal bylaws, and other legislation such as the 
Community Charter and Local Government Act. Staff work to ensure an objective, consistent approach when 
attending to a complaint and enforce the bylaw within the parameters afforded to us to achieve compliance. Staff 
are currently working on an enforcement framework to better provide transparency and general guidance for 
members of the public, elected officials, and District staff with respect to how the District responds to calls for 
service related to bylaw contraventions. 

During my review of the history on file related to your property, I noted that prior attendances and complaint 
responses did lead to the observation of several bylaw contraventions at your property over the course of several 
years, including: 

 These concerns correspond with noted sections in the following bylaws: 

. Staff worked with you to attempt to rectify these concerns independent of enforcement, and 
throughout our attendances for these numerous contraventions over many years only tickets were issued as 
staff wanted to work with you to achieve compliance rather than pursue enforcement for all observed non-
compliances.  

During our most recent attendance in response to your complaint, voluntary compliance was gained, and 
 and, after further education on the bylaw, . The officer notified 

them that  still constituted as a contravention, , as 
. If this is to occur again, you can 

contact our department for additional follow up.  and 
are prohibited. I will note that staff afforded you the same approach and did not ticket you for 

 as voluntary compliance was gained. Bylaw staff look to investigate received complaints and 
determine if any follow up is required in a fair and equitable manner, while also attempting to understand the 
intricacies and challenges that individuals may be dealing with. You may contact our department at 604-925-7152 
or bylawdept@westvancouver.ca to report any concerns. 

It is also important to note that despite your assertions, the District has received complaints about your property 
from numerous complainants. If there is any active threat, harassment, or safety concern please immediately 

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

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

s. 22(1)
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remove yourself from the situation and contact the West Vancouver Police. I am unable to comment on your 
relations with . 

I sympathize with what you are dealing with on a personal level and strongly encourage you to pursue the 
appropriate  to help address and manage the issues you noted. If you require assistance in 
connecting 

. 

I will be returning to the oƯice on July 15, 2025, if you wish to discuss further. 

Sincerely, 

MaƩhew O’Connor  he, him, his 
Manager, Bylaw and Licensing Services  |  District of West Vancouver 
d: 604 925 7153 |  westvancouver.ca 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
I acknowledge that I am on the tradiƟonal, ancestral and unceded territory of the Sḵwx̱wú7mesh Úxwumixw (Squamish NaƟon), səl โílwətaʔɬ (Tsleil-Waututh NaƟon), 
and xʷməθkʷəy̓əm (Musqueam NaƟon). I recognize and respect them as naƟons in this territory, as well as their historic connecƟon to the lands and waters around 
us since Ɵme immemorial. 

This email and any files transmiƩed with it are considered confidenƟal and are intended solely for the use of the individual or enƟty 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, disseminaƟon, forwarding, prinƟng or copying of this email is strictly prohibited. If you have received this email in error, please noƟfy the sender 
immediately and delete all copies of this email and aƩachment(s). Thank you. 

s. 22(1)

s.22(1)

s.22(1)
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4. Hold the individual accountable if wrongdoing is found;

Ensure protection for my rights, safety, and mental health as a resident. 

Canada is a country that values justice, fairness, and human rights. I should not be subject to repeated harassment simply 
for living quietly in my own home. I am pleading with the authorities to take this matter seriously and restore a sense of 
peace and safety in my life. 

Sincerely, 

Best Regards, 

 
 West Vancouver 

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)s. 22(1)
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From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

Attachments: 

s 22(1) 

Wednesday, July 2, 2025 11 :51 AM 

Mark Sager, Mayor; Linda Watt; Peter Lambur; Sharon Thompson; correspondence; 

Christine Cassidy; Scott Snider; Nora Gambioli 

Request to add four more properties to the Daffodil development 

25jul07-11.5.pdf 

s 22(1) CAUTION: This email originated from outside the organization from email address . Do 
not click links or open attachments unless you validate the sender and know the content is safe. If you believe this 
e-mail is suspicious, please report it to IT by marking it as SPAM.

Dear Mayor and Councillors, 

As was projected, the Daffodil project erased all trees from the 4.5 acres of land, is blasting up the mountain, 
being incredibly loud with scraping of the diggers against the rock sides etc. 

And it has just started. 

On top of that it seems like the covenant for the wetlands are completely ignored, as planters with new trees have 
been placed there. 

Who is monitoring this development from the Municipality? Who is making sure that covenanted land is 
untouched? 
Who is monitoring that proper rain fall protections are in place before winter's atmospheric flood rainfall? 

And now the Harpers want to demolish the historically protected heritage building on the Lauder property to 
develop yet another 4 properties with further increase in traffic. 

This was all expected when 35 plus residents addressed Mayor and Councillors before the rezoning was approved. 

Only two Councillors Ms Watt and Mr Lambur stood their ground, while the rest of you caved in. 

Now you have a chance to at least stop another 4 buildings and destroy a heritage building. 

https:/ /westvancouver .ca/media/6632 

Regards 
s 22(1) 

West Vancouver 
s 22(1) 

Regards 
Rfffl 

West Vancouver, BC rtfft
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Date: June 12, 2025  Page 2 
From: Jayne Kuzmich, Planning Technician  
Subject: Temporary Protection of the “Lauder Residence” at 5665 Daffodil Drive  
   

 

  5831218v1 

4.0 Financial Implications 
No financial implications. 

5.0 Background 
5.1 Previous Decisions 

On November 26, 2007, Council established the West Vancouver 
Community Heritage Register. 
On June 9, 2008, Council received for information a list of 171 historic 
places nominated to the Community Heritage Register by the Heritage 
Working Group, including 5665 Daffodil Drive. 

5.2 History 
The “Lauder Residence” (Figure 1) was constructed in 1961 and is 
identified as a Secondary Building in the District of West Vancouver 
Heritage Register. The property is in Eagle Harbour. 
The Lauder Residence was designed by Lauder Brothers and Tate, 
designers and contractors for E RJ Lauder. It is the only dwelling on the 
Heritage Registry to be designed by the contractors. The Lauder 
Residence is an example of the West Coast Modern Architectural style. 
Built into the side of the hill, the cubic structure is enlivened by the use of 
two-storey high sloping buttress piers and a south facing curtain wall. 

 
Figure 1: Photo of the Lauder Residence 

The Property (Figure 2) has a topography that slopes sharply downward 
east to west and features a natural ravine on the south-west corner of the 
lot. A ditch that connects to Eagle Creek flows through the south end of 
the lot. 
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Date: June 12, 2025  Page 3 
From: Jayne Kuzmich, Planning Technician  
Subject: Temporary Protection of the “Lauder Residence” at 5665 Daffodil Drive  
   

 

  5831218v1 

 
Figure 2: Map of the Property showing topography. 

5.3 Inclusion on the Community Heritage Register 
The majority of resources on the Community Heritage Register were 
prioritized according to their heritage significance (i.e. primary, secondary 
or support) in one of the District’s 3 heritage inventories prior to inclusion 
on the Register and often have a Statement of Significance (SOS) 
describing the heritage value and character-defining elements of the 
historic place. In the case of the “Lauder Residence”, the resource was 
identified in the West Vancouver Survey of Significant Architecture (1945-
1975), however no SOS has been prepared for the resource. The Property 
was one of the 171 historic places nominated to the Community Heritage 
Register by the Heritage Working Group in 2008. 

6.0 Analysis 
6.1 Discussion 

The owners of the Lauder Residence are exploring a subdivision of the 
Property into 4 lots. To proceed with subdivision, the existing dwelling 
would need to be demolished or relocated to conform with the proposed 
subdivision of the lot. Given the location of the heritage home and the 
terrain of the property, the creation of new lots while maintaining the 
heritage home in its current location would not be possible to 
accommodate additional dwellings and meet zoning regulations. 
The applicant has submitted development permit applications for wildfire 
hazard, difficult terrain, and watercourse protection and a subdivision 
application, which are under staff review. Following the issuance of the 
development permits, the proposed subdivision could be considered and 
approved once any subject conditions are satisfied. Staff wish to delay 
issuance of the permit to allow more time to discuss retention options with 
the owner. This requires an order from Council and allows the District to 
withhold issuance of a demolition permit or, a building permit that would 
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