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

Correspondence 
(1) October 2, 2025, regarding Excavation Slope Concerns
(2) Stratawest Management Ltd., October 3, 2025, regarding “Urgent Safety

Concern” (Sidewalks)
(3) October 3, 2025, regarding “Ambleside beaches rock music too loud”
(4) October 5, 2025, regarding “Re: Land Acknowledgement for the District of

West Vancouver”
(5) Ambleside Dundarave Business Improvement Association, October 5, 2025,

regarding “Masonic Hall”
(6) October 5, 2025, regarding “Parking   Impark and West Vancouver Parks”
(7) October 6, 2025, regarding “Re. Proposed Delegation of the Administration of

Covenants in Rodgers Creek and Cypress Village Areas (Item 9.7 on the
October 6 Council Agenda)”

(8) 3 submissions, October 6, 2025, regarding Sewage Tax
(9) October 6, 2025, regarding “Re. Geese Mitigation (Item 4 on the Oct.6 Council

Agenda)”
Correspondence from Other Governments and Government Agencies 
No items. 
Responses to Correspondence 
(10) Senior Manager of Parks, October 1, 2025, response regarding “Bridge area

maintenance”
(11) Director of Planning, Development, and Environment Services,

October 2, 2025 regarding Excavation Slope Concerns
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3. Require any necessary mitigation measures or slope reinforcement to protect
property; and

4. Provide a written response to my concerns, given that my previous letter of September 13 has received
no reply.

I trust that the District shares the responsibility to ensure that development at  does not 
compromise the stability or safety of neighbouring properties. I appreciate your prompt attention to this serious 
matter. 

Sincerely, 

 m    m  
m m   V  

Virus-free.www.avg.com 
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Ma owe Suddaby

From:
Sent: Friday, October 3, 2025 10:43 AM
To: correspondence
Cc: Mark Sager, Mayor; Christine Cassidy; Nora Gambioli; Peter Lambur; Scott Snider; Sharon Thompson; 

Linda Watt
Subject: Ambleside beaches rock music too loud

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. 

Hello:  My wife and I have lived in our condo  in West Vancouver for 28 years.   We loved this 
locaƟon up unƟl this summer when the loudly amplified music started coming out of that new licensed business on the 
beach next to the Old Ferry Building at the base of 14th Street.    It was every night, from the late aŌernoon right up unƟl 
10 pm and was simply TOO LOUD.   This is no place for an outdoor “club” playing loud music every night all summer long. 
The Ambleside beaches are meant as family areas, not a hangout for LOUD rock music and drinking way into the evening. 
We live  from the Old Ferry Building, on the  of a concrete condominium building, yet the 
amplified base and drums penetrates into our condo.   Our only relief from this pounding music is to close all of our 
double glazed windows but then we suffocate.  These older buildings do not have circulaƟng air systems and we all rely 
on the ocean breeze to cool our suites.   At street level below our building we do not hear the music so loudly, but 
geƫng up higher in the building it gets loud as there are not the number of other buildings high enough to block the 
sound. 

This has become a real problem.   We implore the city of West Vancouver, and city council, to not allow this to conƟnue 
next summer.    The 10 day Harmony Music fesƟval in the middle of the summer is fine…..BUT this turning of Ambleside 
into one large Ambleside outdoor music club all summer long is not acceptable.  Over many years we have spent Ɵme in 
several ciƟes, usually near beaches and parks, and we have never had this problem in any of those other ciƟes.  Outdoor 
restaurant paƟos are lovely.   They do not blast this amplified music and destroy other ciƟzens enjoyment of life.  Where 
are the anƟ-noise bylaws?   We are enƟtled to reasonably quiet enjoyment of our neighbourhood.   We pay the taxes. 

Thank you for hearing our concerns.  Hopefully this email does get passed on to our mayor and council. 

Sincerely, 

West Vancouver, BC.  
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Neetu Shoka

From:
Sent: Sunday, October 5, 2025 8:28 PM
To: correspondence
Subject: Parking   Impark and West Vancouver Parks

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. 

Mayor and Council.. 

Yet another debacle.  First the insane purchase of the unusable Boat House in Horseshoe Bay and now the insensiƟve 
parking issue at Ambleside Park. 

Ambleside is not only for walkers and people enjoying their pets on the dog beach.  It is a huge space for sports.  Young 
people pracƟcing and playing sports. 

Many gracious and generous individuals have donated large sums of money for these faciliƟes to be built.  For youth to 
enjoy and be able to use the faciliƟes to  

enhance their lives and skills.  Now in your wisdom you have brought in a fee for the parents who bring these children to 
the teams they represent. 

Some parents in opposing teams travel to West Vancouver from Surrey and other surrounding ciƟes.  OŌen they travel 
over two hours to reach our beauƟful district.   They are then faced with a 3 hour  

metered parking Ɵcket.  Close to $20. ( $20 is sufficient to buy groceries to make dinner for a family of 4). You all need to 
get real and get a complete understanding of the economic situaƟon in this Province. 

We have the honour of having the richest postal code in Canada and yet you lack the sensiƟvity to understand the 
hardships that many families have to even get their kids 

equipment and then to get them to the game.    And yet you have had the genius to cash grab from these neighbours of 
ours.  And their children.  You are mean and insensiƟve. 

I, along with many I know are embarrassed by such greed.  

I have resided here .  Paid taxes.   Paid my dues as a long Ɵme Volunteer. Given back to my community.  Which 
you just take away in a moment of pure greed.  It is a disgrace.  You should all be ashamed.  
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West Vancouver 

BC 
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Neetu Shoka

From:
Sent: Monday, October 6, 2025 10:05 AM
To: correspondence
Subject: Council meeting on Sewage taxes

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the organiza on from email address . Do not click links 
or open a achments 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. 

From: 

West Vancouver, BC 
Mobile: 
Email: 

Oct 6, 2025 

West Vancouver Municipal Council  
750 17th Street   
West Vancouver, BC V7V 3T3   

Dear Members of the West Vancouver Municipal Council, 

I am wri ng to express my concern regarding the proposed inclusion of sewage fees in property taxes for residents of 
Lawrence Way, West Vancouver, where  I reside . Our property relies on a 

private sep c system, which we maintain at our own expense, incurring annual costs of several hundred dollars and the 
eventual need for costly replacement.   

While I understand the ra onale for incorpora ng sewage fees into property taxes, this change would impose an unfair 
financial burden on households like ours that do not u lize municipal sewage services. I respec ully urge the Council to 
reconsider this proposal or to grant an exemp on for proper es on sep c systems, including those on Lawrence Way and 
Pasco Road, which, to my knowledge, also rely on private sep c systems.   

Thank you for your me and considera on. I am hopeful that this issue is an oversight and that the Council will address it 
by exemp ng sep c system users from the proposed sewage fees. Please feel free to contact me at  or 

 if further discussion is needed. 

Sincerely,   
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Finally, I note that staff's list of “Categories of Mitigation” in the Council report ranks “Population 
Control” (lethal measures) and “Hazing” first and second, with “Landscape Modification” and “Public 
Education” listed afterward. This ordering is essentially the inverse of the approach recommended by the 
Government of Canada, which prioritizes prevention through stopping feeding, landscape modification, 
and public education before considering scaring techniques and lethal control. 

I respectfully request that Council direct staff to develop a prioritized, budgeted plan to implement 
shoreline and buffer plantings across priority park sites, paired with no-feeding education and to report 
back on costs and timelines before commissioning consultant studies or permit applications. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Sincerely, 

West Vancouver 
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From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

s 22(1) 

Saturday, September 27, 2025 2:37 PM 
correspondence 
Bridge area maintenance 

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

Good afternoon,

My name is. I'm a homeowner here in west van.

I'm emailing to bring to council's attention the lanes leading southbound to lion's gate bridge. They are
surrounded by rusting poles and tails that require painting. The shrubs that are overgrown for the area
should be trimmed back and grass cut too.

The current state doesn't leave a good impression for visitors leaving our city and those of us who live here,
paying taxes for a community that is small enough to maintain small yet high traffic spaces like this.

Please let me know if council would like support identifying similar high traffic areas around the city. I'd be
happy to help and I have experience sitting on a community board myself.

Th k 
s 22(1)

f rk,

est van
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Neetu Shoka

From: Jim Bailey
Sent: Thursday, October 2, 2025 1:50 PM
To:  Planning Department; correspondence
Cc: Nicole Colby; Terry Yee; Kevin Spooner
Subject: RE: Escalation: Slope Stability and Setback Deficiency at 

Dear 

After receiving your original email dated September 11th, we sent out an inspector the next day.  He told us that he 
spoke to you and your questions and concerns were addressed.    

In your email of today, the same issues are raised.  Be advised that the Geotechnical engineer on record has given 
us written approval on the slopes regarding the excavation.  We rely on professionals to ascertain whether or not 
an excavation is safe.  After the pool is constructed then the site will be backfilled under the Geotechnical 
Engineer’s review. We do not have any concerns at this time on this property.  We can arrange to have another 
meeting on site if that will help. 

Best, 
Jim 
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3. Require any necessary mitigation measures or slope reinforcement to protect  
property; and 

4. Provide a written response to my concerns, given that my previous letter of September 13 has received 
no reply. 

I trust that the District shares the responsibility to ensure that development at  does not 
compromise the stability or safety of neighbouring properties. I appreciate your prompt attention to this serious 
matter. 

Sincerely, 

 
 

  m        m    
m  m    V         
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