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COUNCIL CORRESPONDENCE UPDATE TO APRIL 8, 2026 (8:30 a.m.) 

Correspondence 
(1) 28 submissions, April 1-8, 2026, regarding Proposed: Official Community

Plan Bylaw No. 4985, 2018, Amendment Bylaw No. 5445, 2026; Zoning Bylaw
No. 4662, 2010, Amendment Bylaw No. 5444, 2026; and Development Permit
23-061 (Woodcrest Townhomes) (Referred to the April 13, 2026 Public Hearing)

(2) April 6, 2026, regarding “Thank you for your service and Happy Easter!”
(3) April 6, 2026, regarding “Strong Opposition to Proposed Development at 1405

Fulton Avenue”
(4) April 7, 2026, regarding “Request for Review – Tree Removal and Closure

Without Land Determination”
(5) April 7, 2026, regarding “What is the Provincial densification formula for

districts anyways?”
Correspondence from Other Governments and Government Agencies 
No items. 
Responses to Correspondence 
No items. 
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Marlowe Suddaby

From:
Sent: Wednesday, April 1, 2026 3:20 PM
To: correspondence
Cc: info
Subject: Woodcrest Townhomes Support

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 Council, 

I am writing to you in full support of the approval of the proposed development of the 37 townhouses in lower 
Cypress Park Estates, called the Woodcrest Townhomes. I have lived in West Vancouver for nearly all of my life, 
since we returned to Canada  when we moved into Cypress Park Estates, and continuously for the last

We raised our  and  graduated from Rockridge Secondary. I have 
coached little league in West Vancouver, and have been on the 

I was asked 
by previous Mayor Pam Goldsmith Jones to be a member of the Committee for the Revitalization of Ambleside, in 

 I have worked in West Vancouver for the last 20 years as a West Vancouver Realtor, with o ices , 
in West Van. 

I am supportive of thoughtful development in West Vancouver that helps a ordability and tries to address the 
Missing Middle. I see these homes being a necessary and thoughtful addition to the housing options in the area. 
Being erected adjacent to the Caulfield o  ramp on the highway, enhances the highest and best use for the land 
with thoughtful retention of trees and connectivity to the under-highway tunnel, giving real walkable access to 
Rockridge Secondary and Caulfeild Village Mall. I used that tunnel as a teenager and can tell you first hand how 
nice that access was and still is. For walking to shops and walking to school, it will be a definite more-a ordable 
alternative for families. As well it o ers alternatives to teachers and Municipal workers, including Fire Dept and 
Police Dept sta . 

The access is great to get onto the highway, while adding minimal tra ic, as supported by the Municipality’s tra ic 
report. The access to the parking for the Development is not even close to any other access to any of the 
neighbors. The bus stop directly across the street allows for hourly access and connectivity. 

The Streetscape is maintained as the topography slopes towards the Highway and hides most of the housing 
massing down the hill. As well the use of triple glazed glass will reduce the impact of any Highway noise. The 
neighborhood enhancement of lighted pathways and walkways connecting to the tunnel under the Highway will 
beautify the neighborhood and be an exciting addition the landscaping of the site, and better utilization of the 
municipality’s little triangle piece of land that will be incorporated into the site. 
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There is more to outline here and the positive aspects of this development are numerous. This seems to be a little 
like the development of the open air area of Park Royal (Main Street) where there was a initial reticence by the local 
area residents to the concept but since the development has been here for a while, there has been a wholesale 
shift to loving it. Please to submit this as a concerned resident of West Vancouver. 

Cheers, s. 22(1)
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Thank you very much for your time and consideration. 

Sincerely, 

West Vancouver, 

s. 22(1)
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Unfortunately, a majority of north bound drivers take the ninety-degree corner immediately south of the 
proposed parkade entrance at higher than “required speeds,” often veering into the oncoming lane to 
compensate for their speed. Cars slowly pulling out of the parkade would be at the mercy of these speeding 
drivers. 

Other traffic concerns are the three ways drivers misuse the intersection half a block west of the development 
site. The intersection joins the Highway 1, exit 4 westbound off ramp to the road accessing the development 
site. First, drivers stop at the stop sign at the end of the off ramp, but often fail to look to their right, where 
cars come from the direction of the development site. These drivers then make a left turn cutting off cars 
coming from the development site. Second, drivers who have stopped at the off ramp stop sign see cars 
coming from the direction of Caulfeild Village Mall and assume that, instead of continuing in the direction of 
the development site, those cars are going to turn right onto the westbound Highway 1 on ramp. Drivers 
frequently pull into the path of the cars with right of way traveling in the direction of the development site. 
Third, coming from the development site, drivers make left-hand turns onto the Highway 1 westbound on 
ramp, not stopping for cars with the right of way traveling towards the development site. 

I had a personal experience of this. My car was written off at that intersection. As I approached the 
intersection traveling towards the development site (with the right of way), I saw a car reaching the 
intersection from the direction of the development site stop in the left-hand turn lane, waiting to access the 
westbound on ramp.  Another car that had stopped at the stop sign on the Highway 1 off ramp made a left 
turn, pulling across my lane, forcing me to slow down (I was already going under 50km/hr). When that car 
exited my lane, I saw to my horror that the car that had previously stopped in the left turn lane was making a 
left turn across my path. The police attended and ICBC ruled the other driver 100% at fault. I believe the other 
car was a write off too. 

Illegal street parking creating traffic hazards is also a concern given that there are only seven visitor spaces for 
the 37 units and street parking is extremely limited. 

The density of the development (with unknown tree retention and exterior materials) does not fit with the 
context and character of the neighbourhood. 

Page thirteen, subsection f of section 6.6 of the February 17, 2026 Council Report on the Woodcrest 
Townhomes states: 

“The development proposal exhibits a design that will complement the existing neighbourhood and not 
negatively impact the existing context and character of the area.” 

I disagree. First, until the Wildfire Hazard Development Permit is issued, the final number of trees and exterior 
materials are unknown. Second, the vast majority of homes in Cypress Park Estates are single family dwellings 
on large lots, allowing for plenty of trees and green space. Single family homes border the development to the 
north and to the west, separated only by narrow roads. Five buildings on three and a half lots is entirely out of 
character with the neighbourhood. Buyers looking for a single-family home might be discouraged when the 
first thing they see in our neighbourhood is a large development. 

I would also like to mention that the proposed trail connecting Woodcrest Road and Woodgreen Road is 
largely on land belonging to the Ministry of Transportation and Transit and permission to build on it has not 
been obtained, according to the February 17, 2026 council report.  

West Vancouver needs more affordable housing, but it needs to be in the right places. Perhaps we could start 
with more gentle densification at the entrance to Cypress Park Estates, building duplexes on the proposed 
development site. 

Sincerely, 
s. 22(1)
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Marlowe Suddaby

From: Marine Drive Chiropractic <marinedrivechiropractic@gmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, April 4, 2026 9:22 AM
To: correspondence
Subject: Woodcrest, Woodgreen Townhouse Development

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the organization from email address marinedrivechiropractic@gmail.com. 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. 

Good Day, 

To Whom it May Concern: 

I would like to lend my voice to the above named project. I think it would be a valuable addition to the neighbourhood and help 
to increase density in a sparse housing market. As someone who lives in and is a business owner on the North Shore I can 
wholeheartedly endorse this. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Respectfully, 

Dr. Vincent J. Leering 
Chiropractor 
Owner Marine Drive Chiropractic. 

To help protect your privacy, Microsoft Office prevented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.

1372 Marine Drive   
North Vancouver, BC, V7P 1T4 

(604) 985-0461
Instagram @marinedrivechiropractic
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access for the development is separate from neighboring accesses, and the bus stop directly across the 
street further improves transit connectivity. 

In terms of design, the project appears to respond well to the site’s topography, with the slope toward 
the highway helping to reduce the visual impact of the buildings from the street. The use of triple-glazed 
windows should also help mitigate highway noise. The proposed lighted pathways and landscaped 
walkways connecting to the tunnel under the highway would enhance the neighborhood and improve 
accessibility. 

Overall, I believe this proposal offers significant benefits to the community and represents the kind of 
thoughtful growth that West Vancouver should encourage. 

Please accept this letter as my support for the Woodcrest Townhomes project. 

Sincerely, 

West Vancouver, BC  

s. 22(1)
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Ma owe Suddaby

From: 
Date: April 6, 2026 at 10:48:22 AM PDT 
To: mark@westvancouver.ca, ccassidy@westvancouver.ca, 
ngambioli@westvancouver.ca, plambur@westvancouver.ca, ssnider@westvancouver.ca, 
sthompson@westvancouver.ca, lwatt@westvancouver.ca 
Subject: Rezoning of 4430 Woodcrest Road, 4450 Woodcrest Road, 4460 Woodcrest 
Road,  and 4504 Woodgreen Drive 

Attn: District of West Vancouver Council Members 

I have lived in the Cypress Estates neighbourhood for 40 years. I grew up on  & 
I am now raising my young family . I chose to move back here because of 
the safe, sleepy & intimate feel of the neighbourhood. 

I strongly reject this development proposal as it will change the familiar, small town feel of 
West Vancouver that I love so much (and the reason I am raising my family here).  

Our neighbourhood does not have the infrastructure to support the proposed density. If 
infrastructure were to be upgraded to suit the plan, it would irrevocably alter the quiet, 
peaceful nature of our neighbourhood.  

• This proposal far exceeds the provincial government limit of 3-6 units per single-family
residential lot.
• The entire residential infrastructure (roads, sewage and water) was designed specifically for
single family residential capacity and not for high-density usage.
• There will be traffic congestion in this restricted corridor that is the main roadway for
residents travelling in and out of Cypress Park Estates.
• IF city council approves this project, this will set the stage for continued high-density
developments throughout the entire area. Further eroding our single-family residential
infrastructure.

Please do not let West Vancouver fall prey to the density agenda of the federal government. 

Thank you for your time, 

 West Vancouver 

s. 22(1)
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From: 
Date: April 6, 2026 at 11:31:04 AM PDT 
To: mark@westvancouver.ca, ccassidy@westvancouver.ca, 
ngambioli@westvancouver.ca, plambur@westvancouver.ca, ssnider@westvancouver.ca, 
sthompson@westvancouver.ca, lwatt@westvancouver.ca 
Subject: Rezoning of 4430 Woodcrest Road, 4450 Woodcrest Road, 4460 Woodcrest 
Road,  and 4504 Woodgreen Drive 

 External sender. Take care opening links or attachments. Do not provide your login details. 

Attn: District of West Vancouver Council Members 

I have lived in Cypress Park Estates for twenty  years. I am raising my family  I did not 
select this neighbourhood by accident or out of convenience. I did so because I knew exactly what it offered, 
and because I wanted my children—now two teenagers—to grow up in the same kind of quiet, stable, 
family-oriented community that shaped me. 

That is what is at stake here. 

Over the years, I have also built multiple professional businesses with headquarters in West Vancouver. I have 
invested my working life here as well as my family life. I know what it means to commit to a place, to believe in its 
long-term value, and to put down real roots. For my family, this community has never been an abstract postal 
code. It is home. It is where my children have space to grow, where my two large dogs enjoy the open areas and 
freedoms that still exist here, and where daily life retains a civility and calm that is increasingly difficult to find.

This proposal threatens to dismantle that balance. 

I do not object to every form of change. No serious person does. Communities must evolve, and responsible 
growth is part of civic life. But there is a difference between thoughtful growth and indiscriminate intensification. 
This proposal falls into the latter category. It asks Cypress Park Estates to absorb a form and scale of development 
that is plainly at odds with the neighbourhood’s infrastructure, its layout, and its character. 

The physical realities are straightforward. The roads, sewer systems, and water infrastructure in this area were 
designed for single-family residential use. They were not built for high-density loading. They were not built for 
significant traffic intensification. They were not built to serve as the foundation for a new planning experiment. 
And if those systems must now be expanded or re-engineered to accommodate this proposal, then residents will 
be asked to accept not only the density itself, but also the permanent transformation of the neighbourhood 
required to sustain it. 

That is not a minor adjustment. It is a wholesale change in kind. 

The implications are serious and immediate. 

First, the proposed density exceeds the provincial framework of 3 to 6 units per single-family residential lot. This is 
not a modest interpretation of broader policy direction. It is an aggressive overreach, and one that would establish 
a dangerous precedent. 

Second, Cypress Park Estates is served by a constrained corridor for residents moving in and out of the 
neighbourhood. It works because the area remains low-density. Add significant new volume, and congestion will 
follow—not eventually, but predictably. This affects safety, emergency access, daily convenience, and the simple 
livability of the area. 

Third, Council should be under no illusion that this application stands alone. Approving it will not close the matter. 
It will open it. It will signal that this form of intensification is acceptable here, inviting similar proposals and 
compounding strain across the area. One approval becomes the rationale for the next, and then the next, until the 
character of the neighbourhood has been altered not by one dramatic decision, but by a series of avoidable ones.

s. 22(1)
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 This is how communities lose themselves: gradually, bureaucratically, and under the language of necessity. 

There is, of course, a larger political story in circulation—one that treats density as a universal civic virtue, as 
though every neighbourhood must submit to the same formula regardless of its structure, context, or capacity. 
But good planning is not the mechanical application of ideology. It is the disciplined exercise of judgment. It asks 
what fits, what serves, and what can be sustained without sacrificing the very qualities that made a community 
worth preserving. 

Cypress Park Estates is not opposed to the future. But the future of West Vancouver should not be built on forcing 
fundamentally unsuitable development into neighbourhoods never designed to absorb it. 

I ask Council to reject this proposal clearly and decisively. 

Do so not as an act of resistance to change, but as an act of stewardship. Protect the neighbourhoods that families 
have chosen deliberately. Protect the infrastructure from demands it was never intended to bear. Protect the 
open, peaceful character of this community before it is chipped away by precedents that cannot easily be undone. 

Please do not permit Cypress Park Estates to become an example of planning without proportion. 

Thank you for your consideration, 

, West Vancouver 

s. 22(1)
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Ma owe Suddaby

From:
Sent: Tuesday, April 7, 2026 1:18 AM
To: correspondence
Subject: WOODCREST TOWNHOME SUPPORT

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. 

Dear Mayor Sager and Councillors, 

My name is  .  I was born and raised here in Bri sh Columbia. I sold my property  and 
looking to downsize to something comfortable safe and would love to be part of a community. 
Woodcrest development appeals to me as it relates to a new journey in the twilight of my life.   I’ve owned a condo for 
several years, but looking to try own not only  a townhouse but preferably a complex where I can feel that I am part of 
the neighborhood.  

 Woodcrest has all the makings of something very special.   West Van needs this development to bring people together 
and embrace the simplicity of nature, calmness and prac cality . 

I firmly believe this project has not only the spirit, but in addi on , the prac cal housing op ons to grow a neighborhood 
within a neighborhood. 

Sincerely  

s. 22(1)
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Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,
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Kind regards, 

West Vancouver, BC

s. 22(1)
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capacity—including roads, drainage, and public services—has not been meaningfully upgraded and is 
not expected to be in the foreseeable future. 

Approving additional high-density projects such as this one, without corresponding infrastructure 
investment, will only compound these issues and reduce overall livability for existing residents. 

Neighborhood Character and Precedent 
This proposal is entirely out of character with the surrounding single-family homes. Approving it would 
set a dangerous precedent, opening the door to further overdevelopment and gradual erosion of the 
neighborhood’s established identity. 

Privacy, Noise, and Livability 
A development of this scale will inevitably result in increased noise, reduced privacy, and a significant 
decline in the quiet residential atmosphere that current homeowners rely on and expect. 

Conclusion 
This application represents an excessive and poorly justified intensification that disregards the existing 
realities of traffic congestion, infrastructure limitations, and neighborhood character. The cumulative 
impacts—particularly when considered alongside existing and planned developments—are 
unacceptable. 

I strongly urge the District of West Vancouver to reject this proposal. At a minimum, any consideration of 
redevelopment must be consistent with the current single-family zoning, infrastructure capacity, and the 
lived realities of residents in this area. 

I request that this correspondence be included in the official public record and circulated to 
Council as part of the review of this application. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter. 

Sincerely, 

West Vancouver 

s. 22(1)
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This is a matter of process and accountability, and I would appreciate your attention and response. 

Sincerely,   

Begin forwarded message: 

From: 
Date: March 17, 2026 at 8:25:29 PM PDT 
To: Districttrees <districttrees@westvancouver.ca> 
Subject: Re: Concern regarding tree removal and request for clarification 

Hello, 

s. 22(1)
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Thank you for your previous response. 

I wanted to follow up regarding the tree removal. I have now received additional 
information from the District, including a property boundary map (attached), which shows 
that the area in question is not part of the neighboring property but falls within the 
municipal section along the frontage. 

Based on this, the tree was not located on the neighbor’s property. It was situated in an 
area that is at least as close to our property as it is to theirs. Therefore, if any decision was 
to be made regarding the removal of the tree, we should have had the same opportunity to 
be informed or involved. 

In addition, this tree has been part of the landscape of this cul-de-sac for many years, and 
its removal has had a noticeable impact on the character of the area and our enjoyment of 
the property. 

Given these circumstances, I would appreciate it if you could review this information and 
advise on how this situation can be addressed. 

Thank you,   
s. 22(1)





On Mar 4, 2026, at 11:36 AM, 
wrote: 

Hi,  

Attached is the survey that was sent to me by the surveyor. He specifically 
told me that the section where the tree was located is city property few 
weeks ago when he was doing the survey. If that is not clear from the survey 
itself, please let me know what questions I should ask the surveyor or what 
additional information you might need from him. 

Best,   

<2026001.0-20260128-Prop Line LO.pdf> 

On Feb 17, 2026, at 4:50 PM, Districttrees 
<districttrees@westvancouver.ca> wrote: 

Hi, 

Thank you for your email. 
We did look at the trunk diameter, the diameter for private 
property trees requiring a Tree Permit for pruning or removal is 
75 cm diameter measured at 1.4m above ground, except in 
cases of new development, or within 15m of a watercourse. 

Please send a copy of the survey when available. 

Thank you, take care. 

Bill Granger
District Arborist | District of West Vancouver
t: 604-925-7192  |   westvancouver.ca

<image001.png> 
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From: 
Sent: Tuesday, February 17, 2026 4:39 PM 
To: Districttrees <districttrees@westvancouver.ca> 

s. 22(1)
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 came to MH today to follow up on complaint regarding tree cutting on February
17th.

Officer Wilson attended but there was unsure  whether the tree was on the boulevard or private
property.

The call was referred to District arborists to review,

 has asked if an arborist could call her back regarding the survey she sent to the arborist
email.

Previous 

If any bylaw attendance is required please let us know

Kind regards

Louise McAlpine
Bylaw Clerk  |  District of West Vancouver
604-925-7152  |  bylaw@westvancouver.ca

We acknowledge that we are on the traditional, ancestral, and unceded territory of the Skwxwú7mesh
Úxwumixw (Squamish Nation), səÍílwəta� (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.

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.
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