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COUNCIL CORRESPONDENCE UPDATE TO MARCH 26, 2025 (8:30 a.m.)  

 
Correspondence 
(1) 3 submissions, March 19-25, 2025, regarding Proposed Official Community 

Plan Bylaw No. 4985, 2018, Amendment Bylaw No. 5375, 2025 (NE1 Wildfire 
Hazard Development Permit Area Designation) (Referred to the March 31, 2025 
Public Hearing) 

(2) March 19, 2025, regarding “Request for transparency and consultation” 
(3) 5 submissions, March 20-25, 2025, regarding Gleneagles Skatepark 
(4) March 21, 2025, regarding “Eagle Island Infrastructure” 
Correspondence from Other Governments and Government Agencies 
No items. 
Responses to Correspondence 
(5) Engineering & Transportation Services, March 12, 2025, response  

regarding Parking on Wildwood Lane 
 



(1)(a)



reality is that 35,000  homes are being compelled by wildfire authorities and incentivized by “free” 
assessments and “free” chipping - without a Flood Smart and Heat Dome Smart Assessment and 
e.g. free tree planting to address what we experience and experts advise is what we need to be
preparing for, for which we are at “high risk”. (See UBC and WV’s Urban Forest Management Plan)



3. Also a clarifying question:  if Mayor and Council vote to pass the Wildfire Hazard Amendment for
the  province and the (conflict of interest) UBCM’s “Fire Smart” organization to deploy (without
doubting their good intentions)  will that be now or sometime later giving away DWV property
owners’ rights to control our $3.2b in natural assets e.g. our trees and other vegetation and
therefore our quality of life and ability to prepare ourselves for the climate challenges of
landslides, atmospheric rivers, floods and heat domes? i.e. will the province/ UBCM  turn around
and say they are gong to deploy their protocols in West Vancouver as they see fit for our est. $3.2b
in natural assets, and liveable, leafy green street neighborhoods? As the saying goes, if these
“free” assessments and “free” chipping from the province and the UBCM is really free, with no
strings attached, that is a situation generally considered too good to be true. Is this maybe one of
the reasons why no other municipality in Metro Region is deploying these protocols for their entire
municipality, but doing the opposite?



Minimum Size of Trees 
Protected in cm (DBH) 

Maximum Fine 
for Cutting 
Protected Trees 

Burnaby 30 $10,000
Delta 50 $50,000
Langley, District 15 $100,000 
Lions Bay* 20 $50,000 
Maple Ridge 50 $10,000 
New Westminster 20 $10,000 
North Vancouver, City 20 $50,000 
North Vancouver, District 75 $50,000 
Port Coquitlam*** 37 $1,000
Port Moody 10 $10,000 
Richmond 20 $50,000
Surrey 20 $20,000
Tsawwassen First Nation*** 18 $2,000

Vancouver 20 $10,000
West Vancouver 75 $1,000 
White Rock 20 $10,000 

Metro Region Average 31 $27,125 

 Di erence of WV 
Compared to: 

Metro Region Average -44 cm protected -$26,125 

 DNV & CNV Average -28 cm protected -$49,000.00   

Note: Pitt Meadows, the small villages and Bowen Island were excluded as 
incomparable because they don't have any min. tree size or fines, or I 
couldn't locate the data. 
*Sometimes : the protected tree size is even smaller for rare species; the fine is higher for
"significant trees"; there is actually jail time in situations where the fine is small; for most
municipalities the fine is per tree cut and many stipulate the fine is per day for as long as the
contravention continues; municipalities require the replacement costs to replant 3-5 new trees
for every illegally cut tree in addition to the fine.  * Has no upper limit. It identifies a minimum of
$6000 per tree when multiple trees are cut, so this is an estimate of $50,000; **protects trees
between 15-45cm depending on tree size and so the average of 37 was used; *** protects trees
4.5 meters tall, so the average dbh for the average species was used as an estimate.



Sincerely 

 West Vancouver 
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is an alternative to complete removals -- removing the lower branches or skinning up trees. From what I 
have seen in the District, this option is not taken up and clearcutting continues on redeveloping 
properties. However, if this is an option, why not enforce this option as best practices? We do need to 
balance the risks and benefits. 
 
Since this report mentions Los Angeles as a comparison, I would like to add a few facts presented by 
scientists explaining the County's devastating wildfires. In L.A, there was a "fuel load" following a multi-
decade trend of declining fall precipitation. However, the rain that did fall resulted in the wettest 
conditions L.A. had seen over the last 10 years. This moisture encouraged the growth of native grasses 
and chaparral. However, it was followed by extreme heat and an historically dry fall. The result was that 
the new growth became parched, setting the conditions for an explosive fire further fueled by the Santa 
Anna winds that blow in the fall/winter. This is described as "hydroclimatic whiplash" - a sudden switch 
from extremely wet to extremely dry conditions. This sudden transition does not represent anything the 
District has experienced  and certainly not an occurrence that should be  referenced in formulating a 
wildfire strategy. 
 
Dr. Michael Feller, Associate professor emeritus at UBC Faculty of Forestry, (recently deceased) was 
adamant that the Wildfire Development Permit Area for West Vancouver was excessive in its original 
concept, prior to this most recent report. What might he think of what the District is proposing now — 
100% inclusion?  There is agreement that building a home with a non-combustible roof, hardening other 
structures with fire-resistant materials, screening on fire resistant vents, as well as having a reliable 
sprinkler system, (Banff as a reference) is thought by some experts, I refer to Rachel Woodhurst  BC 
FireSmart Program Lead, and the provincial FireSmart Liaison, to provide nearly 90% protection for the 
homeowner. And locating urban development in lower risk areas is also advisable.  
 
We are requesting that the mayor and council reassess this wildfire/Fire Smart strategy. The CWH zone 
has the lowest risk of an L.A. catastrophic wildfire. We have on the North Shore, the ability for rapid 
detection and rapid response, the ability to detect and suppress a wildfire before it spreads, which is a 
community focused method to protect residents from possible wildfire. The five wildfires referenced in 
this report were small_ the largest being 3 hectares near Strip Creek, detected on Sunday knocked down 
by Monday, with Mayor McLaughlin quoted as saying:"It's absolutely nothing." And this is not to diminish 
the severity of wildfires.  Absolutely not! The district should also look into remote sensing systems which 
have a record of alerting authorities of a fire 25 minutes before any 911 calls (reference Penticton 
SenseNet trial). We should not implement this FireSmart program for 15,000 or more homes while we 
wait for Metro to make a decision on these new technologies. There are two of these companies with 
which I have some familiarity, and there are others, in Ontario, Halifax  (and I think that Alberta has 
invested in one) One company is the aforementioned SenseNet, a local company whose owners were 
willing to give the District a 50% discount last year, a nod to a local municipality, and the other is Dryad, a 
German based company - I think that one councillor mentioned this - California is trying out 400 of these 
sensors in the Jackson Demonstration Forest.  
 
We know that dealing with climate change through landscape management is a gross diversion from the 
real solutions. But that is a topic for another discussion. This plan will result in devastating the forested 
character of the District of West Vancouver. It will affect our ability to reach our UFMP canopy cover 
target. One size does not fit all. We a do not share the climate of either the BC Interior or La County. 
Mayor and Council should not accept this proposed and unproven Wildfire Strategy. There are other 
ways to keep us safe-   early response and early detection, and I have included some of them. 
 
Thank you . 



 
Regards, 
 

 
West Vancouver, BC 
 
 

s. 22(1)

s. 22(1)



(2)



(3)(a)



Neetu Shokar

From:
Sent: Saturday, March 22, 2025 1:54 PM
To: correspondence
Subject: Re: Automatic reply: Please Save The Gleneagles Skatepark.

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 Members of the West Vancouver City Council, 

I urge you to reconsider the proposed demolition of the Gleneagles Skatepark. This space is not just 
concrete and ramps—it is a lifeline for vulnerable teens grappling with a mental health crisis intensified 
by the pandemic. Over the last three years, youth have endured unprecedented isolation, disrupted 
social connections, and the erosion of routines that once anchored their lives. Zoom classes, 
lockdowns, and the absence of in-person interaction have left many teens battling anxiety, depression, 
and a profound sense of disconnection. The skatepark has been one of the few constants in their lives: a 
place to breathe, move, and rebuild resilience. 

Skateboarding is more than a sport; it is a culture of creativity, perseverance, and community. For teens 
who struggle to thrive in traditional team environments or structured activities, the skatepark offers a 
judgment-free zone where they can challenge themselves, forge friendships, and reclaim agency over 
their bodies and minds. Physical activity is scientifically proven to reduce stress and improve mental 
health, but the skatepark’s value runs deeper. It is a sanctuary where marginalized youth—those who 
may not fit into conventional sports or social circles—find belonging and purpose. 

Replacing this space with pickleball courts would send a devastating message to these teens: that their 
well-being is secondary to trends or convenience. While pickleball is a valuable recreational activity, it 
caters largely to adults and does not address the urgent needs of adolescents navigating a post-
pandemic world. West Vancouver has a responsibility to prioritize spaces that actively combat the youth 
mental health epidemic. The skatepark is one of the last remaining hubs where teens can unplug from 
screens, escape academic pressures, and simply exist without expectation. 

I implore you to explore alternative solutions that preserve this critical resource. Invest in mental health 
by protecting spaces that heal. Let Gleneagles Skatepark remain a testament to our community’s 
commitment to its youth—a place where hope rolls forward, one ollie at a time. 

Your Fellow Resident, 

Horseshoe Bay 
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Legislative Services  |  District of West Vancouver  

t: 604-921-3569  |  westvancouver.ca 

  

     

  

 
 

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

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

  

  

-----Original Message----- 
From:   
Sent: Saturday, March 22, 2025 11:44 PM 
To: correspondence <correspondence@westvancouver.ca> 
Subject: Gleneagles skate bowl plans 

  

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. 

  

  

Hello, 

I recently saw online that there may be plans to change the Gleneagles skate bowl into paddle courts?  

Is there somewhere I can find out more information about this?  

 to the skate park and somehow haven’t heard about it. 

I enjoy skating the bowl and would be concerned to see it go. Especially to become courts when the 
tennis courts at the top of Larson Beach park were just removed. It’s only a couple blocks away and 
would serve the same purpose.  

s. 22(1)
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Thank you, 
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FOSTERS A SAFE AND INCLUSIVE COMMUNITY 
The park is the epitome of an inclusive environment where everyone gets a turn to skate/ride. 
It doesn’t matter who got to the park first, the skill level of participant, the culture and etiquette 
at the park is inclusive. Everyone gets a turn, then the order repeats. The most heartwarming 
thing is, no matter a person’s skill level, everyone encourages, provides tips, and supports 
one another, making it a safe and healthy environment for families, girls and boys, women 
and men, and spectators sitting on the bench and watching as they walk by. 

THE BOWL DESIGN INCLUDES AN ENDLESS LOOP PUMPTRACK 
No matter your age, park users of all levels “pump” around the bowl linking corner to corner 
creating a continuous pump track. Even small children can link the turns, safely building their 
confidence, while keeping their wheels on the ground. This is what makes Glen Eagles 
unique, as there are no other concrete bowls in Canada with this shape, allowing for 
continuous pumping.  What’s more, because the design also includes higher walls than a 
traditional pump track, it also accommodates freestyle style riding, making the existing bowl 
design truly multi-use – and something that a dedicated pump track design can’t achieve.  

IT'S FREE TO KEEP THE CONCRETE BOWL INTACT 
Due to sunk costs to build Glen Eagles skatepark, replacing the public infrastructure of the 
park unnecessarily costs taxpayer money to demolish, properly dispose and construct a pump 
track in its place.  

THE TRUE COST OF BUILDING A PUMP TRACK  
It’s a frivolous waste of taxpayer dollars to replace existing high functioning infrastructure. 
This is exactly the type of press that media likes to exploit, and gets communities enraged. 
Let’s look at the real build costs to taxpayers: 

• Sicamous, BC: the city awarded for $397,000 to build a pump track
• Chilliwack BC: pump track at The Landing site cost $500,000 for construction, with

funding increased to $750,000 to allow for artificial turf, to protect it from rapid
deterioration caused by BC’s heavy precipitation.

Other cost references  
• Marie Davidson BMX Track in Nanaimo, which includes a pump track, cost $1.9 million
• Jordie Lunn Bike Park in Langford BC, which includes a pump track, cost $2 million

THE PARK AND PICKLEBALL CAN SUCCESSFULLY CO-EXIST 
The underutilized space around the existing concrete park in structure, consisting of dirt 
jumps, a starting hill, and a flat asphalt area is a lower cost, area that fits 3 pickleball courts 
(based on the proposed dimensions of 34’x64’ per court). My hope, and the thousands of 
other users that have made their voices clear on the change.org petition 
(https://www.change.org/p/save-gleneagles-adventure-park-horseshoe-bay-skatepark ) that 
destroying the park costs unnecessary tax payer money, hurts community, and leaves 
generations of park users a gap in their quality of life in the Sea to Sky corridor.  

Glen Eagles is the only true bowl design that includes a continuous pump track in the sea to 
sky. Let’s keep it for generations to come.   



Thank you for reading, 

North Vancouver BC
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Neetu Shoka

From:
Sent: Tuesday, March 25, 2025 12:42 PM
To: correspondence
Cc: mayorandcouncil@westvancouver.ca; municipal.clerk@westvancouver.ca
Subject: Are you ready to destroy a West Van landmark?

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. 

To Mayor and City Council, 

I am wriƟng with urgency and deep concern over the proposed removal of the Glen Eagles Skatepark. If this plan moves 
forward, it would be a grave and irreversible mistake — one that would destroy a vital piece of public infrastructure, gut 
a thriving mulƟ-generaƟonal community hub, and waste hundreds of thousands (if not millions) in taxpayer dollars. 

Let me be clear: Glen Eagles is not just a skatepark. It’s a one-of-a-kind facility — the only concrete bowl of its kind in the 
Sea to Sky region, and one of the only ones in Canada that funcƟons as both a bowl and a conƟnuous pump track. Its 
thoughƞul design supports progression for beginners, intermediates, and experts alike. It serves eight different user 
groups — from skateboarders and BMX riders to roller skaters, scooters, RC car enthusiasts, and families with small 
children. 

Removing this space in favor of pickleball — a sport that already has dozens of courts across the region — is not just 
shortsighted, it’s unjust. You’d be tearing out a high-funcƟoning, heavily-used, inclusive, and enƟrely free space for youth 
and families — and replacing it with something that exists in abundance elsewhere. 

What’s more, the financial cost of this decision is staggering. Demolishing Glen Eagles and replacing it with a new facility 
would easily run into the high six figures. Similar builds across BC — such as in Chilliwack, Sicamous, and Langford — 
have cost anywhere from $400,000 to $2 million. And for what? To destroy something that already works? 

This isn’t just a misstep — it’s a full-scale public failure in the making. 

There is a beƩer way. The surrounding area has more than enough room to accommodate pickleball courts without 
removing the bowl. The community has already voiced its opposiƟon through peƟƟons and public engagement. This park 
is not just a recreaƟonal space — it’s a cultural landmark, a space for youth development, and a hub for acƟve, inclusive 
community life. 

Please don’t make a permanent mistake for the sake of a temporary trend. 

Glen Eagles must be preserved — for this generaƟon and the next. 

Sincerely, 

Homeowner and resident of North Vancouver 

North Vancouver, BC
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West Vancouver  
.  

s. 22(1)



From: Engineering Department
To:
Cc: Engineering Department
Subject: District of West Vancouver Engineering Public Enquiry -  - Wildwood Lane Parking
Date: Wednesday, March 12, 2025 12:18:55 PM

Hello 

Thank you for emailing your concerns regarding parking on Wildwood Lane.

In the summer of 2024 safety concerns for the pedestrians walking along Wildwood Lane
were brought to the Engineering Department. As a result of these concerns a walking path
was created along the north side of Wildwood Lane and no parking restrictions
implemented.

In conjunction with the changes it was requested that the south side of the block have
restricted parking due to congestion in the area from school and church traffic. This request
was supported by:

a signed petition by 250+ residents, reported in the North Shore News, see link below
https://www.nsnews.com/local-news/residents-petition-to-fix-dangerous-west-
vancouver-street-9235475

Westcot Elementary School Administrators
District of West Vancouver Mayor & Council.

While we will share your feedback/concerns there are currently no plans to change the
restrictions.

Regards,
Engineering & Transportation Services | District of West Vancouver
engineeringdept@westvancouver.ca | 604-925-7020
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From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

s 22(1) 

Wednesday, March 12, 2025 4:32 PM 
correspondence 
RE: street parking 

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 be�spicious, please report it to 
IT by marking it as SPAM.

Dear City of West Vancouver Mayor and council, 

I realize that you have many important issues to deal with and that the one that I am writing to 
you about is of little significance. However, I am hoping that you will speak to your traffic 
department about the following issue. 

For decades people have met at St David's Church in West Vancouver to coordinate carpooling 
to locations up Howe Sound so as to reduce our use of vehicles. We have parked our cars 
along the south side gravel shoulder of Wildwood Lane, west of the church. No properties 
front this section of road and the parked vehicles have not interfered with the flow of traffic 
along this road. For some inexplicable reason your traffic department has installed 2.5 hour 
limit signs along this shoulder. This time limit is basically the same as a "no parking" sign as all 
of our trips exceed this time limit. It seems counter to present day philosophy to eliminate the 
ability for people to carpool and the time limit seems like a spiteful and meaningless gesture. 

Yours truly, 
s 22(1) 

s 22(1) Vancouver, BC -
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