District of West Vancouver: Official Community Plan (REVISED DRAFT)

C — TRANSPORTATION & INFRASTRUCTURE
2.4 Mobility and Circulation

West Vancouver's transpartation network consists of approximately 90 km of sidewalks, 5 km of bike
routes,135 km of trails, and a transit system that provide alternative connections around our
community and to the rest of the North Shore and Downtown Vancouver. Horseshoe Bay is also the
location of the Horseshoe Bay Ferry Terminal which provides a key local and regional transportation
connection between Metro Vancouver, Vancouver Isiand, Bowen island and the Sunshine Coast.

Our road network includes provincial, regional and local roads. Most notably: the Ministry of
Transportation has jurisdiction over the Upper Levels Highway, Taylor Way and access to the Lions
Gate Bridge; and Marine Drive (as far as Dundarave) is part of the regional road network and is a
frequent transit corridor. Our local, municipal roads reflect our natural topography and landscape and
the different land use patterns of our various neighbourhoods. This network features a grid pattern
within and around Ambleside Municipal Town Centre and Horseshoe Bay, with generally irregular
(“curvilinear”) and often discontinuous local streets throughout the rest of the community.

Emerging Issues to Address

Our topography and generally dispersed land use pattern has historically meant that our community
remains largely car-dependent. This, and our location between Vancouver and the Sea-to-Sky
corridor, adds pressure to our roads and contributes to congestion. We need to use our existing
networks more efficiently and provide a range of safe and accessible transportation options within our
community and across the region. it is also imperative that we plan ahead on trave! options to
accommodate our aging population. These and other key factors highlighted below demand new and
clearer policies to support the long-term transportation needs of our community:
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Key OCP Actions

While specific operational guidelines and project decisions around transportation infrastructure are
directed through more detailed network plans, the OCP provides high-level policies to guide the
approximate locations and scale of future transportation systems in the community. These policies
provide a framework for ongoing improvements and investments, and integrate these with the over-
arching land use planning objectives and functions of an OCP.

To address the current challenges and anticipated transportation needs of our current and future

generations, this OCP seeks to:

» Encourage and prioritize walking and cycling through expanding key new connections,
improving safety and integrating these systems with transit;

* Support and prioritize transit mobility and regional connections to improve infrastructure and
services and advance connectivity for all travel modes:

» Enhance road network accessibility, safety and efficiency with key new road linkages and

safety upgrades; and

» Promote sustainability and transportation innovation, such as car and ride sharing, and electric

and low-emission vehicles.

Additionally, policies within other themes of this OCP will be implemented in an integrated manner to

support our transportation networks.

How these Transportation Actions Support Overall Community Objectives

Housing & Neighbourhoods

Mobility can be improved through strong
connections between neighbourhoods, jobs,
services and amenities. Complete
neighbourhoods foster walkability and cycling,
and housing along transit corridors can help
reduce vehicle dependency.

Local Economy

Transportation that fits the needs of daily
commuters and improves connectivity for goods
and services can reduce commute times and
congestion costs to residents and businesses.

Parks & Environment

Transportation is a major contributor to
greenhouse gas emissions and has other
impacts (e.g., air quality and noise). Reduced
auto-dependency and a more diverse mode split
can help lessen the community's impacts on the
environment,

Social Well-Being

Diverse, active and well-connected
transportation options can improve accessibility
and enable more active and healthy lifestyles.
Equity for ali members of the community means
providing options for those who cannot drive
(e.g., for reasons of age, health or income).
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POLICIES
Encouraging walking and cycling

24.1.

242

24.3.

2.44.

2.4.5.

2.4.6.

Address identified gaps and complete the pedestrian and cycling network with integration to
transit, Town and Village Centres, community facilities, schools, parks and trails system
(see Map 11).

Provide attractive alternatives to driving by enhancing the safety, accessibility and
connectivity for pedestrians and cyclists through measure such as:

a. Key new connections;

b. Wider and weather-protected sidewalks;-and

c. Bedisated-Protected bike lanes;

d. Integrated, comfortable and weather-protected bus stops on major routes; and

e. Strengthened connections between housing, employment, neighbourhood hubs,
and the Frequent Transit Network.

Use road rights of way to expand urban connector trails* throughout the community and
enhance north/south connections across Highway 1 for pedestrian and cyclist.

Develop minimum pedestrian and cyclist design and infrastructure guidelines to guide new
private and public development projects and expand parking and related destination
infrastructure for cyclists,

Provide road space reallocation and infrastructure improvement opportunities in public and
private development projects to support the pedestrian and cycling network and movement.

Expand wayfinding features along the pedestrian and cycling networks, especially in and
around centres and key neighbourhood hubs (e.g., schools, parks, churches and
community facilities).

Supporting transit mobility and regional connections

247.

2.4.8.

24.9,

Work with partners, including TransLink, to improve transit infrastructure, service area,

frequency and efficiency. and—suppeﬂ—thee*pa%m-eﬁrequemmmees—ppmmng
connestions-between-Park-Reyal-and-Dundarave-

Support the expansion of frequent transit services, prioritizing connections between Park
Royal and Dundarave by expanding Expand-bus priority measures and transit-supportive
road treatments along Marine Drive to suppertincreased-efficiensy-improve reliability and
speed of transit service, and to facilitate future rapid bus service.

Continue to develop and refine streetscape design guidelines to support transit and active
transportation prioritization in Town and Village Centres and around neighbourhood hubs.

2.4.10. Support the continuation of existing-rail and ferry transport services.

{relocate to glossary)
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2.4.11. Partner with stakeholders, including TransLink, BC Ferries, neighbouring municipalities,
First Nations, Metro Vancouver, and-senior governments, and private entities to advance
inter-municipal-connectivity for all travel modes and explore alternatives (e.g., lower level
roads;; raily; ferry, marina and water taxi services: shuttle buses: and enhanced transit
across Burrard Inlet).

Enhancing read-network accessibility, safety and efficiency
2.4.12. Maintain the read-transportation network for the safety and reliability of all read-users (i e,
pedestrians, cyclists, and drivers), and seek to expand proposed-read-connections as
opportunities arise (see Map 12), including:

a. Access froads-to the proposed Cypress Village area;

b. The Low Level Road to bypass the Lions Gate Bridge; and

c. A Clyde Avenue-Klahanie Park crossing over the Capilano River; and
d

. Synergistic pedestrian and cyclists route expansions with new road connections,
including but not limited to protected sidewalks and bike lanes.

2.4.13. Deliver road network enhancements through public and private developmentopportunities.

2.4.14. Incorporate universal access and age-friendly design principles in sidewalk, pathways,
transit, and road improvement projects for pedestrians and cyclists of all ages and abilities
(e.9., accessible pedestrian signals, tactile walking surface indicators, appropriate curb-cuts
and letdowns).

2.4.15. Optimize safety and visibility of arterial roads and intersections for all road users.

2.4.16. Develop traffic calming guidelines to manage streets serving primarily local traffic and
residential access.

2.4.17. Develop parking management strategies in Town and Village Centres to meet the needs of
residents, business patrons and visitors of all ages and abilities community-reeds-and
support more sustainable modes of travel.

2.4.18. Facilitate effective and efficient goods movement on the transportation network.

2.4.19. Explore and implement options to reduce traffic impacts associated with construction
throughout the community.

2.4.20. Collaborate with TransLink, Provincial government, First Natlons neighbouring
municipalities, and-schools, Vancouver Coastal Health, and community groups (including
but not limited to seniors and people with disabilities) to improve transportation safety and
network to facilitate the movement of people and goods in the District and the North Shore.

Promoting sustainability and innovation
2.4.21. Prioritize sustainable transportation options (e. g walk, bike and tran3|t) and transportahon
demand management strategies. and-seek-to-reduce-ay apend vat :

publis-developmentprojects-
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(new policy added — policy number adjusted accordingly)
2.4.22. Seek to reduce auto dependency in private and public development projects.
2.4.23. Support bike and car sharing; ear-and-ride-sharing-and carpooling in Town and Village
Centres, and explore collaboration with neighbouring municipalities, institutional,
commercial and community partners.

2.4.24. Provide infrastructure for electric, alternative-fuel, and low-emission vehicles, including
charging stations asa requirement of new development and preferential parking options.

2.4.25, Consider use-health impact and assessmenis-te-evaluate-public health consequences of
transportation planning decisions (e.g., air quality, injury prevention, physical activity).
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Map 11. Active Transportation
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Map 12. Transportation Network
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2.5 Municipal Operations and Infrastructure

Municipal infrastructure consists of the physical utilities systems and the operations that enable West
Vancouver residents and businesses to enjoy continuous services of:
¢ Safe, potable water through our water supply and distribution;
« Efficient removal of liquid and solid wastes through sewage collection, garbage disposal and
recycling services; and
e Safe and reliable drainage to manage natural precipitation.

These services provide part of the foundation for living in West Vancouver, and are often connected
to regional systems, such as Metro Vancouver's regional water system which provides the main water
supply for the community (supplemented by the municipal Eagle Lake system). Here are some facts
about West Vancouver's current utility systems:

State-of-the-art filtration plants at District-owned Citrus Wynd We are conscientious
Eagle Lake & Montizambert Creek Sewer Treatment Plant recyclers

km
of watermains km
of sanitary y tonnes
km of storm sewer mains
diverted from landfill

drainage mains
22 QM >12,500 —-—
Emerging Issues to Address

sanitary service connections
Our municipal utility infrastructure systems are of varying age and require ongoing maintenance and
potential restoration and upgrades throughout their life cycles. These must be planned on an ongoing
basis to ensure long-term reliable services. At the same time, emerging challenges, such as climate
change, create external pressures on our aging systems. For instance, changing climate conditions
have led to:

» less predictable water supply, increasing the importance of demand management and water
conservation strategies;

+ Greater need to manage greenhouse gas emissions sourced from solid waste through
recycling and waste diversion initiatives; and

« More extreme and frequent weather events and precipitations, drawing greater demand on our
drainage systems. '

We must plan to adapt to these changes so that our community remains resilient over time.
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Key OCP Actions

As a high-level planning document, the OCP sets out policies to provide for environmentally and
fiscally sustainable services as a long-term framework for managing municipal utility systems and

operations. In particular, this OCP seeks to:

* Apply best management practices for municipal utilities in the areas of water conservation,
waste management and recycling, and sewage and drainage system management, to ensure

long-term reliability and resiliency; and

* Lead through sustainable operations, in particular by adopting corporate energy and emission
reduction goals to demonstrate municipal leadership.

How these Municipal Operations and Infrastructure Actions Support Overall Community Objectives

Housing & Neighbourhoods

Sustainable and reliable drinking water, sewage
and drainage systems are necessary to support
existing and future housing needs. New
buildings can also be designed with innovative

systems to reduce their impact on infrastructure.

Local Economy

Local businesses and related activities depend
on reliable utility services for their operations.
Utility infrastructure restorations and upgrades
that are well-planned and fiscally well-managed
can mitigate cost impacts to the municipality and
service disruptions.

Parks & Environment

Municipal infrastructure can incorporate green
features that are designed to support climate
change adaptation and be resilient to adverse
events, such as extreme precipitation or long
droughts. Leading environmental practices can
also help minimize GHGs and resource
consumption.

Social Well-Being

While municipal infrastructure works in the
background, they are part of the foundations to
satisfying basic community needs, such as clean
water, sewage, drainage and waste
management. The community's continual
enjoyment of day-to-day activities and quality of
life depend upon their ongoing reliable provision.
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POLICIES

Applying best practices for municipal utilities
2.6.1. Continue to monitor and address emerging needs of municipal utility systems (e.g., water
supply and distribution, liquid and solid waste removal, and drainage systems) and
infrastructure to ensure the long term sustainable provision of reliable services.

2.5.2. Optimize the efficiency and performance of existing infrastructure systems prior to new
system development.

2.5.3. Renew and upgrade deficient components in tandem with the renewal of existingservices,
roadwork and other infrastructure improvements.

2.54. Review and enhance municipal utility systems’resiliency to future climatic conditions and
extreme weather events.

2.5.5. Consider potential community health, climate change and natural hazard risks, with
consideration for scoping risks assessments and best management practices, when
planning for municipal infrastructure and operations.

i.  Water Conservation
2.5.6. Monitor water usage and revise rate structures as necessary to continue reliable and
equitable services.

2.5.7. Encourage use of development practices, landscape designs and built systems that reduce
water demand and consumption.

2.5.8. Encourage water conservation through leak detection, water-metering and community-wide
education programs.

ii. ~ Wasle Management & Recycling
2.5.9. Increase community-wide diversion rates to meet regional solid waste management
objectives of 80% diversion by 2020 and work progressively towards maximizing diversion
rates beyond 2020.

2.5.10. Enable-Expand organics and food waste reduction through education and on-site
composting and reuse,

2.5.11. Facilitate reductions in demolition waste through source separation and diversion, including
whole-building demolition or deconstruction.

2.5.12. Manage food waste attractants through education and enforcement to reduce human-
wildlife conflicts.

iii.  Sewage & Drainage System
2.5.13. Pursue bylaw and policy changes and enhancements with the community to enable and

support protection of watershed health, sustainable redevelopment, semmunity
invelvement-and public safety.
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2.5.14. Consider 200 year storm events in the design of major drainage facilities and flood control
works.

2.5.15. Employ alternative-low-impact storm and rain water management techniques such as
infiltration, absorbent landscaping and natural environment conservation to reflest-mimic
natural conditions and preserve pre-development conditions.

2.5.16. Reduce inflow and infiltration by rehabilitating and replacing older piping where appropriate
and employ frenchless technologies where viable.

2.5.17. Employ green infrastructure or naturalized engineering strategies where possible to help
manage anticipated increases in frequent storm events and associated flood risks.

Leading through sustainable operations

2.5.18. Lead by example through actively pursuing energy and water conservation, waste
reduction and recycling within civic facilities.

2.5.19. Implement corporate energy and emissions reduction initiatives (e.g., energy and GHGs
derived from municipal operations) to advance towards the District's corporate GHG

reduction target of 33% below 2007 levels by 2020 and 80% by 2050, and seek to achieve
goals earlier if possible.

2.5.20. Gonsiderusing-annual-carben-tax+efunds-Create a fund to support corporate and / or

community-wide emissions reduction initiatives.
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D — PARKS & ENVIRONMENT

2.6 Natural Environment

West Vancouver enjoys a valued natural environment setting: the forested mountainside and
protected Capilano and Eagle Lake watersheds; the lengthy, scenic shoreline and marine systems:
the many salmon spawning creeks; and areas with significant vegetation such as arbutus groves and
old-growth rainforests. There is a strong focus on environmental awareness, with a number of
dedicated volunteer groups which play important roles in environmental education and stewardship.

Our natural environment also includes that which is not visible, such as our air and climate. Climate
change is a reality and our community has a significant role to play. Buildings, transportation and
infrastructure are among the largest consumers of fossil fuels and consequently the largest producers
of greenhouse gases (GHG) and other emissions.

Emerging Issues to Address

Protection of the natural environment is a responsibility shared by federal, provincial, regional and
local governments. The District has a legislative responsibility to protect aspects of the natural
environment, especially where it interacts with the built environment.

Traditionally, environmental management has generally been more “responsive”, trying to mitigate
impacts on the environment and protect “what is left”. A more modernized approach seeks to restore,
or even enhance, valued ecological assets and services, so that they are more resilient to
disturbances like natural hazards and extreme weather events.

The community also needs to proactively plan and respond to climate change by mitigating its O
contribution to GHGs and adapting to climate change impacts. For example: as we protect our forests

and oceans, they act as carbon storage and help regulate local climates: and our land use decisions
influence where people live, work, shop and gather, and how they travel between these destinations,

with significant energy and GHG implications.

These opportunities and other factors illustrated below require the creation of policies to direct us
towards a sustainable path of managing our natural environment:

We value our legacy Our per capita GHG emissions are We are emitting more
of stewardship higher than the regional average GHG over time
Solid Waste

increase

Ao 55
(1) etween
Buikdings A) 2010-2012
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Key OCP Actions

While more detailed strategies provide the operational guidance to protect specific environmental
systems and assets, an OCP can provide high-level policies to indicate our overall intent and land-

use actions to protect our environment.

This OCP seeks to:

» Manage our urban environment by strengthening existing environmental regulations and
facilitating environmental restoration and enhancemeant actions;

» Protect and enhance the ecological integrity of specific natural assets, including our
watercourse, riparian areas and watersheds, foreshore areas, and sensitive habitats: and

* Respond to climate change and build climate resiliency across the community.

How these Environment Actions Support Overall Community Objectives

Housing & Neighbourhoods

The environment can be protected through
environmentally-sensitive and energy-efficient
building design and practices. Opportunities to
protect, restore and enhance the natural
environment can be created through more
sustainable land use.

Local Economy

Climate change can create costly impacts to the
economy. Low-carbon economic activities and
considerations for our natural assets can foster
community resiliency and sustainable business
innovations, investments and collaborations.

Social Well-Being

Ongoing protection of environmental systems
supports the community's enjoyment of nature
and ecosystem services, such as clean water
and air. Resiliency to climate change can help
mitigate impacts to more vulnerable populations
in our community.

Transportation & Infrastructure

GHG emissions and other environmental
impacts (e.g., air quality. and noise) can be
reduced by encouraging low carbon alternatives
to driving, reducing cars on the road, and
supporting shorter commutes.
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POLICIES
Managing our urban environment

2.6.1. Maintain all existing environmental development controls and update regulations, guidelines
and practices as appropriate, with consideration to Provincial and Federal legislations, and
best management practices.

2.6.2. Mitigate on and off-site environmental impacts through proactive land use, design,
construction, and site restoration requirements, and seek no-net loss of riparian habitats
and environmental assets.

2.6.3. Facilitate on-site and off-site environmental enhancement on both public and private lands
as opportunities arise {(e.g., creek daylighting, fish habitat restoration, invasive species
management),

2.6.4. Support subdivisions that provide alternative site designs, building forms and configurations
where site-specific environmental characteristics (e.g., steep slope, ereeks-watercourses,
rock outcroppings) make conventional siting or configuration undesirable.

2.6.5. Balance tree retention, replacement or compensation for their ecological value with
consideration to access to sunlight and significant public views.

2.6.6. Continue to work with senior governments, neighbouring municipalities, leeal First Nations,
focal businesses and land owners, stewardship groups, and other community partners in
the delivery of environmental stewardship and education initiatives.

Protecting and enhancing ecological integrity

368

i.  Watercourse, riparian areas-corridor & watershed health
2.6.7. Manage land uses to protect the ecological value of watercourse eerridors-and riparian
areas-corridors through development permit conditions.

2.6.8. Provide opportunities to vary development form and density to maximize thepermanent
protection of ereek-watercourse and riparian corridors and-accommedate-while
accommodating reasonable developmentpotential.

2.6.9. Implement prioritized recommendations of integrated watershed-and-stormwater
management plans for all District watersheds and update plans to meet evolving needs and
incorporate best management practices.

ii.  Foreshore areas
2.6.10. Protect the shoreline and its significant environmental and cultural features through:
a. Seeking strategic land acquisition where appropriate;
b. Restricting private encroachment except where required for access; and
c. Regulating existing structures to minimize impact.

2.6.11. Update shoreline protection strategies and flood construction level requirements and-to

further increase protection from sea levelrise, reduce shoreline erosion, preserve and
enhance habitat and improve publicaccess.
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2.6.12. Establish a foreshore development permit area to guide the-development and construction
on or near the foreshore and to protect and enhance foreshore habitats.

iii.  Sensitive habitals and natural assets

2.6.13. Identify ecologically important assets and develop a strategy to protect and manage these
features and the associated ecosystem services they provide.

2.6.14. Use conservation tools including covenants, eco-gifting, amenity contributions, land trusts
and tax incentives to conserve significant lands supporting ecologically important assets

biadiversify,

2.6.15. Manage land uses to protect the ecological value of Telegraph Hill and Tyee Point areas
through development permit controls.

(New policy added - policy number adjusted accordingly)

2.6.16. Protect the remaining old-growth forests in recognition of their ecological importance and
values through appropriate regulations and education.

2.6.17. Employ development permits in areas of difficult terrain to avoid hazardous conditions,
minimize the need for site disturbance and blasting, and to protect the natural landforms
and habitat.

2.6.18. Review development requirements to address risks of natural hazards (e.g., landslide, fiood,
debris flow, forest fires and human-wildlife conflicts).

Mitigating climate change and building elimate-resiliency
2.6.19. Impiement community energy and emissions initiatives to advance towards meeting the
District's greenhouse gas emissions reduction target of 40% below 2010 levels by 2040 or

sooner, notably through the iand use, housing, transportation, and infrastructure policies
contained in this Plan.

2.6.20. Employ land use regulations, non-structural enhancements and structural flood protection
measures to reduce potential impacts on public safety and property from sea level rise and
storm surge.

2.6.21. Explore opportunities to enhance ereek-watercourse corridors to accommodate for and
reduce potential impacts from flood and slope hazards and extreme weather events.

2.6.22. Expand the use of green infrastructure® through public and private development to enhance
long-term ecosystem services that support multiple benefits (e.g., storm water
management, air quality, carbon sequestration, water quality, and biodiversity).

2.6.23, Seek to incorporate renewable energy in public and private projects, and support the
development of renewable energy systems as opportunities arise.

(elot o élossary sectio)
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2.7 Parks & Trails

West Vancouver contains a wealth of parks, trails and open spaces that are fundamental to
supporting our residents’ recreational and social needs. The District's park systems includes:

Destination parks that are well known and draw both local residents and visitors from far and
wide. Examples of destination parks include Ambleside Park, Dundarave Park, the public
waterfront between Ambleside Park and Dundarave including the seawalk, Lighthouse Park,
and Horseshoe Bay Park.

Community parks that generally serve the catchment area of a secondary school and support
recreation and social activities for multiple neighbourhoods. Examples include Hugo Ray Park,
Seaview Walk, and Memorial Park.

Neighbourhood parks that generally serve the catchment area of an elementary school and
are designed to meet local needs. Examples include Leyland Park, Altamont Park, and Plateau
Park.

Natural area parks that are composed of natural ecosystems and protect forests and
watercourses with high environmental values, and may provide nature experiences. Examples
include Ballantree Park, McKechnie Park and Nelson Canyon Park.

Shoreline access parks which provide the public the opportunity to reach the waterfront.
Examples include Altamont Beach Park and Sandy Cove Park.

Open Spaces that include other District properties that offer environmental and/or recreational
value that may not be considered “Parks” in the classical sense. Examples include Capilano
View Cemetery, Gleneagles Golf Course, and Taylor Way Boulevard.

In addition, the Upper Lands comprise an area of around 6,000 acres of undeveloped publicly and
privately owned land (around 4,600 acres of which are above 1200 feet) which provide a forested
visual backdrop for both the community and the region. These lands harbor significant environmental
and ecological features and systems, offer a range of recreational opportunities, and are a part of our
community’s identity, lifestyle and heritage.

Emerging Issues to Address

Our parks and trails are important assets that require ongoing preservation, maintenance, and
enhancement so that our community can continue to enjoy their associated benefits. As recreational
activities continue to evolve, we must also plan for changes in the demand for, and specific design
needs of, parks and trails in our community.

Natural assets define We have an abundance Our community enjoys
our community of trails and easy remarkable supply of
access to nature parkland

1 3 5 o 2 2 0
of trails +
BC average and more expected to come hectares of parkland
Adh
per1,080 péigaoo
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Key OCP Actions

While more detailed parks and trails strategies provide in-depth operational guidance on parks
management and service delivery, the OCP is the high-level land use planning tool that sets out the
framework for parkland and trail supply and use. To protect and enhance our parks and trails, this

OCP seeks to:

e Manage our valuable parks systems to protect and sustain the park-like natural setting of
West Vancouver and acquire significant parkiand for long-term public and ecological benefits:
» Protect the Upper Lands' natural assets and the associated environmental values for current

and future generations; and

» Promote and improve trails and access to nature for the community’s ongoing enjoyment.

How these Parks & Trails Actions Support Overall Community Objectives

Housing & Neighbourhoods

Close proximity to parks, trails and open space
is a desirable factor for housing and a key
component of successful neighbourhood design.
Green space and landscape features can
support and enhance neighbourhood character
and aesthetics.

Local Economy

Local parks and recreation can generate local
economic activities and contribute to the
economy through investments and visitor
spending. Proactive management of issues,
such as invasive plants, can mitigate direct and
indirect impacts and costs.

Social Well-Being

Access to nature, outdoor recreation and parks
systems are important elements in maintaining
and enhancing an active lifestyle, our health, our
social interactions, and the overall livability of
the community.

Transportation & Infrastructure

Close and easy access to parks can encourage
walking and cycling as a recreational activity,
while parks and urban connector trails
themselves can provide for quicker access
between neighbourhood areas and reduce the
need for short drives.

372

Page 61



District of West Vancouver: Official Community Plan (REVISED DRAFT)

POLICIES
Managing our valuable parks system

2.7.1.

2.7.2.

2.7.3.

274,

2.7.5.

2.7.6.

Maintain and care for the District’s valuable parks and open spaces with the following
values:

a. Experience, appreciation, and understanding of the natural beauty, waterfront, ereeks
watercourses and forests;

Recognition of the uniqueness, diversity and fun of parks;

Promotion and support of active living, health and social and spiritual weli-being;
Inclusiveness, accessibility and respect for all people;

Welcoming atmosphere that fosters community interaction and involvement;
Public safety and security;

Prudent financial stewardship and management;

Sustainability for future generations; and

Parks as public land benefitting all people.

T@ e a0 v

—

Provide for open space, public realm improvements and / or greenway trails through the
Town and Village Centres planning processes.

Seek strategic dedication or acquisition of parkland that provides significant environmental
and social values, such as trail linkages, ecological functions, waterfront access, orunique
educational cultural or recreational opportunities. Examples include:

Upper Cypress Falls;

Wetlands west of the-fall-Upper Cypress Falls;

Trails on the Upper Lands;

Eagleridge (above Horseshoe Bay); and

Madrona Ridge (adjacent to Horseshoe Bay).;-ard

Province-owned-and-at the Westport Read-loep-

Incorporate park-like environments and features (e.g., rock outcrops, forests, old-growth
trees, viewpoints and shoreline and water features) into the design of open spaces to
support natural character and landscape.

Use greenbelts and boulevards to support neighbourhood definition and character and
provide forest buffers along major roads (e.g., Cypress Bowl Road, Sea-to-Sky Highway,
Upper Levels Highway).

Support compatible activities in District parks and open spaces to advance environmental
stewardship goals (e.g., volunteer stewardship activities, invasive plant management,
environmental art).
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Protecting the Upper Lands natural assets

2.7.7. Manage Limited Use and Recreation lands above 1200 feet by:
a. Dedicating District-owned land in this area as municipal parkland;
b. Assessing the appropriateness of specific recreation opportunities on private lands as
they emerge; and
c. Determining any appropriate land uses in lands generally contiguous with the future
Cypress Village through the Cypress Village Area Development Plan process.

2.7.8. Seek to acquire vacant private lands above 1200 feet, with priority for fands with high
environmental value (e.g., intact forests) or high recreational potential.

2.7.9. Protect environmenta! values below 1200 feet in the Upper Lands area by:

a. Seeking to protect permanently areas west of Eagle Creek, prioritizing areas of
significant ecological values such as the Arbutus groves west of Nelson Creek-Grove,
Larson Creek and wetlands, and other sensitive wetlands and habitats;

b. Transferring development potential of lands west of Eagle Creek to future
neighbourhoods east of Eagle Creek; and dedicating public lands west of Eagle Creek
as municipal parkland; and

c. Establishing a 'soft edge’ of development and appropriate urban-forest interface and

buffer to sensitive features.

2.7.10. Recognize the historic Hollyburn Cabins area as part of the heritage associated with
outdoor living and develop a long-term strategy for the management of the Cabins area on
completion of an environmental assessment of the area.

2.7.11. Maintain authorized District trails in the Upper Lands in a way that respects the needs of
landowners and balances recreational uses with environmental and cultural values.

2.7.12. Allow recreational uses on authorized District trails such as hiking, snowshoeing and
mountain biking.

Promoting trails and access to nature

374

2.7.13. Manage and improve the trails network on public land and work with private landowners to
obtain formal access to trail corridors for recreational use where appropriate.

2.7.14. |dentify and establish new trails to improve connectivity to regional networks, major park
sites, community facilities and public transit hubs across the District.

2.7.15. Advance the Spirit Trail to provide a multi-use trail linking from Horseshoe Bay to Deep
Cove, in collaboration with North Shore municipalities, First Nations and other key partners.

2.7.16. Provide access to beaches and stream corridors where environmentally appropriate.

2.7.17. Improve safety, universal accessibility, and signage / wayfinding to parks, open spaces, and
trails for community members of all ages and abilities.
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Map 14 Parks and Major Trails
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E - SOCIAL WELL-BEING

2.8 Access and inclusion

One of the tenets of social well-being and quality of life is a sense of belonging to and within our wider
community. Our community is made up of individuals of diverse background, culture, age, ability,
language, socio-economic status, education, and religion. It is essential for our facilities, services and
programs to not only support the needs of our community members, but to embrace and celebrate
the differences that exist among us by respecting diversity, removing barriers, and providing inclusive
access to all.

Emerging Issues to Address

Our community recognizes the values of social inclusion, high-quality public facilities and services
(like our library and community centres), and our community organizations and the services they
provide. We are becoming less age diverse as our population ages and younger groups leave for
housing and jobs elsewhere. If trends continue, we can anticipate an increase in people living alone
and a greater need for more services and facilities that are barrier-free. At the same time, we are
becoming more culturally diverse and have opportunities to celebrate our increasing cultural richness.
These and other factors demand long-term planning to ensure that our facilities, programs and
services are evolving to meet the changing needs of our community over time:

Our population is We are culturally and Our local population is
aging ethnically diverse in decline

28 $0.5%
0 West Vancouver
over 65+
vs.1 3%. in Metro languages ' 5 -0%
est. increase i
'7 2 %o by 2041 Regional average
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Key OCP Actions

While specific actions to support social well-being are defined and implemented through various
District strategies (such as the social plans for child care, seniors, and youths), the OCP can provide
high-level policy guidance and indicate the District and its community's intent for improving social

well-being. This OCP seeks to:

» Support demographic diversity through improving access to services for all ages and abilities
and celebrating cultural diversity through District facilities, programs, services and events;

* Enhancing public facilities and spaces by incorporating universally accessible design,
placemaking, and creating new welcoming community spaces for social gathering and

activities; and

» Promote an engaged community through meaningful civic engagement, volunteer programs,

and information sharing.

How these Access and Inclusion Actions Support Overall Community Objectives

Housing & Neighbourhoods

Access and social interaction can be fostered
through planning for well-connected
neighbourhoods. The needs of changing life-
stages across different age and income groups
can be better met by more housing diversity and
choices.

Local Economy

A vibrant community with places to gather,
socialize and interact can be supported by and
foster commercial activities. A strong local
economy can help keep spending in the
community, and improve income and social well-
being of individuals and households.

Parks & Environment

Social interactions and livability can be
encouraged through access to nature, outdoor
recreation and the parks systems. Community
awareness and stewardship can support
environmental protection and restoration, as well
as climate change mitigation.

Transportation & Infrastructure

Accessibility, livability and equity can be
improved through better connectivity for all
transportation modes, where people of all
abilities, background, and incomes enjoy equal
access throughout the community.
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POLICIES
Supporting demographic and cultural diversity

2.8.1.

2.8.2.

2.8.3.

2.84.

2.8.5.

2.8.6.

2.8.7.

2.8.8.

Anticipate and meet community needs as demographic changes occur, through short and
long term strategies for the delivery of services.

Incorporate universal accessibility design in public spaces, facilities and programs to allow
barrier-free access, inclusive of users of all ages and abilities.

Improve access fo services and resources for youth, seniors and persons with disabilities,
including considerations for improved walking, cycling and transit connections and shuttle
services.

Provide services, programs and facilities that are inclusive of and encourage seniors and
people with disabilities to function independently-and belong in a barrier-free environment,
with consideration for physical and mental disabilities and cognitive challenges.

Provide services, programs and facilities to support children, youth and families in meeting
their diverse needs and foster their sense of belonging.

Review programs, services and facilities to remove potential barriers and support
orientation and integration of new residents and immigrants.

Support the delivery of programs, services, events and activities that celebrate the full
spectrum of cultural and ethnic diversity of the District and promote intercultural and
intergenerational connections.

Gellaberation-Collaborate with North Shore municipalities, Vancouver Coastal Health, ang
key seniors’ service organizations, and other community partners to develop tailored plans,
programs and services for aging adults with dementia and other cognitive challenges.

Enhancing public facilities and spaces

289,

Maintain and optimize existing civic facility (e.g., community centres and libraries) and
manage space fiexibly or potentially expand to meet changing needs.

2.8.10. Seek opportunities to incorporate community and social service uses into private and public

buildings in central, transit-accessible areas where possible.

2.8.11. Support the continua! provision of community hubs (e.g., Child and Family Hub and Youth

Services Hub) and explore the potential for neighbourhood hubs based on community
partnerships.

2.8.12. Secure new community space or cash-in-lieu contributions through new development to

378

meet changing community needs. Examples include (but are not limited to):
= Child care and adult day centres;

+ Public plazas and gathering spaces:;

= Parks, trails and public realm improvements; and

« Community or cultural facilities.
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2.8.13. Use placemaking strategies to promote social connections, public space animation,
enhancement and management.

2.8.14. Create and maintain public spaces in Town and Village Centres and establish centre-
specific public realm guidelines that consider art, culture and diversity.

2.8.15. Support a-an expanded variety of community activities ranging from community-wide
events and smaller private events through policy, facilities and grants, as appropriate.

2.8.16. Work with local schools and community groups to coordinate the use of public space and
facilities.

Promoting an engaged community

2.8.17. Engage the community in planning for services, programs, and facilities, and municipal
decision-making.

2.8.18. Provide meaningful volunteer engagement opportunities to support civic programs and
services,

2.8.19. Enhance information sharing and meaningful participation in civic affairs through accessible
communication considerations (e.g., universal access and multilingual considerations).

2.8.20. Work with the lesal-First Nations, neighbouring municipalities, regional and senior levels of
government where shared interests or overlapping jurisdictions exist as part of municipal
and relevant local area decision-making processes.
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29 Community Health and Cohesion

Together with social inclusion and belonging, community health and cohesion are also tenets of the
overall social fabric of a community. The District strives to provide access to comprehensive services,
in coordination and partnership with service providers, Vancouver Coastal Health, School District #45,
senior levels of government, First Nations, non-profit agencies and organizations, volunteers and
others. These services are supported by the provision of facilities and amenities.

Additionally, arts and cultural activities, including access to library resources, contribute to a sense of
community. The creative sector contributes to the local economy and advances individual expression
and community pride. Key municipal institutions, such as the West Vancouver Memorial Library, Ferry
Building Art Gallery, West Vancouver Museum and Kay Meek Centre, as well as special events,
celebrate our arts and cultural assets and contribute to a vibrant community.

Emerging Issues to Address

Health and social service needs can be expected to increase due to an aging population, a more
diverse population, and increasing funding challenges. This amplifies the importance of working to
foster neighbourhood design and transportation systems that support an active and healthy lifestyle,
housing and built forms that are accessible, and local food systems. Through its own facilities, West
Vancouver provides opportunities for recreation, meetings, social networking and education, and
provides resources that help improve our residents' quality of life. We must therefore plan to address
our changing needs and other emerging issues:

O

We share many valued community Our programs and services Art is part of our

assets that requires ongoing care are popular and well-attended community’s identity
and management

.8 i 100

participation in District pieces of public art in
programs & services(2017)  the District’s inventory
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Key OCP Actions
While the District has more specific plans and strategies for arts and culture, sports fields and the
library to manage our community's recreational and cultural assets, the OCP can provide high-level
policies to express the District's long-term intent and framework for managing these assets and
addressing emerging issues. This OCP seeks to:
» Enable an active community through support for sports, leisure and recreational activities and
spaces throughout the District;
» Embrace arts, creativity and education through culture, literacy and lifelong learning resources;
and
* Enhance community health through long-term sustainable support and partnerships with
community organizations.

This plan also recognizes that community health cannot be achieved without addressing the needs of
vulnerable members of our population. These vulnerable members can include children, seniors,
people with disabilities and those facing housing challenges. To address issues that can negatively
impact our long-term resiliency and social well-being, this OCP also includes policies to provide
greater housing options, including the creation of new market and non-market rental, seniors and
supportive housing.

How these Community Health and Cohesion Actions Support Overall Community Objectives

Housing & Neighbourhoods Local Economy

Investments in recreation, health services, and
arts can create new economic opportunities,
support the needs and interests of our current
and future population, and keep spending local.

More non-market, rental and seniors housing
options can help mitigate housing pressures and
support the needs of our aging community and
vulnerable members of our population.

Parks & Environment Transportation & Infrastructure

Access to nature and parks can support active
lifestyles that contribute to mental and physical
health. Actions fo mitigate and adapt to climate
change can lead to air quality and health
benefits, and better prepare and protect our
population from adverse events, such as
extreme temperatures.

Active transportation options that are safe and
well-connected can increase the uptake of
walking and cycling, leading to greater activity
with mental and physical health benefits.
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POLICIES

Enabling an active community
2.9.1. Maintain and optimize the use of existing recreation facilities to help facilitate participation
in sport, leisure and active recreation for all ages and abilities.

2.9.2. Explore opportunities for space sharing and versatile design of parks, greenways, and
recreation spaces, and other public facilities that are responsive to the community’s
changing needs.

2.9.3. Encourage the on-site inclusion of active open space and play opportunities and provision
of privately owned public spaces with new multifamily and mixed-use development as
appropriate.

2.9.4. Support complementary uses, activities and special events in parks that seek to minimize
impact to environmental systems and limit disruption to public access.

2.8.5. Provide accessible recreational programs and services to encourage physical and mental
wellness for ail ages, abilities and income.

Embracing arts, creativity and lifelong education
2.9.6. Incorporate public art into both public and private sector projects to enhance public spaces
and the walking and cycling environment.

2.9.7. Recognize the role that the creative sector plays in the community with respect to cultural
tourism and heritage, economic development, community identity and quality of life.

2.9.8. Support the West Vancouver Memorial Library as a key literacy and lifelong learning
institution, community gathering space and resource centre for people of all ages.

2.9.9. Explore opportunities with community partners including School District #45 and post-
secondary institutions to provide literacy and lifefong learning programs and services.

Enhancing community health
2.9.10. Use community grants and permissive tax exemption to encourage long-term sustainable
operation of community organizations that support West Vancouver residents.

2.9.11. Explore opportunities with community partners including Vancouver Coastal Health, senior
levels of government-and-Sshool District-#45, schools, community organizations, and non-
profit service providers to provide a full continuum of support services to address the-issues
needs related to physical, mental and social health, addictions, health services, emergency
response, housing, homelessness, employment and food security.

2.9.12. Support the development of an integrated food system for the District and North Shore with
programs that provide access to safe and nutritious food choices, including urban
agriculture, community gardens, farmers’ markets, and other related initiatives.
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2.9.13. Support measures to increase community resiliency during emergencies, disasters and
extreme weather events and mitigate impacts for vulnerable areas and populations (e.g.,
children, seniors, homeless and people with disabilities).

2.9.14. Incorporate design principles in private and public spaces to support community health and
public safety, such as crime prevention and health-enhancing design considerations.
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Map 15. Major Community Social Assets
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3. Plan Management

3.1 Plan implementation
Meeting long-term, community-wide plan objectives requires the collective efforts of many individuals
and organizations. In addition to residents, businesses, and workers in our community, stakeholders
include senior levels of government, community groups, boards and agencies. OCP policies are
implemented through a range of strategies, regulations and plans that are approved through
decisions of West Vancouver Council, including EARs-local area plans, housing strategies,
transportation plans, and park management plans. Section 478 of the Act clarifies that an OCP does
not commit or authorize a municipality to proceed with any project specified in the plan. However, all
bylaws and works must be consistent with the OCP upon its adoption. As the District moves forward
with this OCP, Council decisions and community input opportunities can ensure key OCP
implementation strategies and plans continue to meet the community's needs over the coming years.

The relationship between the OCP and other District policies is illustrated below:

(Graphic has been updated to provide more clarity)

OVERARCHING VISION

0 c P The OCP includes community wide policies, which
provide a framework of overarching objectives and
policies to guide decisions on planning and land use
management.

The OCP also houses area spec fic policies, built
form guidelines, and environmental permit
requirements, which would be updated t provide
more detailed guidance to support the
implementation of the OCP. Updates to these
guidelines would require subsequent OCP
amendments.

4 Sector-specific strategies N SECTOR-SPECIFIC IMPLEMENTATION

Policies, plans, and regulatory documents to
address sector-specific 1ssues in more detail would
be implemented / updated / developed in a
manner consistent with the framework set out by
the OCP,
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Financial planning process

Section 477 of the Act requires that when a proposed OCP is prepared it must be considered
in conjunction with the municipality's financial plan. Fhi it
censideration-of-an-OCR—Following adoption, the District's annual planning and budget
process would then be conducted in alignment with this draft-Plan.

Financing public amenities

To manage growth and the associated demand in public amenities and servicing, the Local
Government Act enables municipalities to collect Development Cost Charges from developers to
contribute to off-site infrastructure (e.g., utilities like sewage, water, and drainage) to maintain and
enhance our municipal services. Growth and development can also lead to additional demand and
provide opportunities for other forms of amenities (e.g., community facilities and new or improved
public space). The District has an adopted Public Amenity Contribution Policy, which establishes the
framework to guide securing amenities as public benefits. Examples of such public amenities include
public realm enhancements, arts and cultural facilities, public art, parks and environment, heritage
conservation, non-market housing, adaptable design features, child care, and similar features or
facilities. The District expects to review and update its amenity contribution policy periodically. In
addition to District-wide policy, area-specific public benefit strategies will be prepared through local
area planning processes to reflect the specific nature of growth, the need for amenities, and the
planning objectives of these centres and corridors. Operational and asset management costs of
public amenities secured by the District will be incorporated to future financial plans.

Land speculation and plan estimates

As an overarching, community-wide plan, the OCP expresses our objectives and policies. While it
indicates types and approximate locations of land uses anticipated over the long-term, it does not
confer development rights. Land use and density are determined by the District's Zoning Bylaw, itself
amended from time to time to maintain consistency with the OCP policy directions. Any future land
use change requiring a rezoning would be the resutt of a format bylaw amendment requiring Council
approval following a Public Hearing, and would also include (where legisiatively appropriate) the
provision of development costs, off-site works and amenity contributions. The District cautions
against speculation based on this draft-Plan.

Similarly, the projected population and expected housing demand and supply are based on best
available analysis and assumptions (e.g., growth rates, regional projections and estimates, policy
absorption rates). In particular, the estimated new dwelling additions to centres and corridors are to
be confirmed by the respeclive local area planning processes. Additionally, the OCP does not
legislatively commit or authorize a municipality to proceed with any project specified in this Plan
Instead, the OCP provides objectives and policies for our community to work towards, and a
framework for future decisions by Council.
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3.2 Plan Monitoring

The OCP is a long-range planning document with a 2041 planning horizon. In order to monitor
our progress towards achieving the District's objectives over the coming decades, a measurable
target for each theme is identified in Shapter2-Section 1.6 of this Plan. The District is
committed to monitoring these indicators to track the performance of its OCP policies and
actions on a regular basis. Although this Plan is based on our best understanding of issues
today, these considerations will change over time. The ongoing monitoring process will help
evaluate current realities against past trends and future directions in order to aid decision-
making and help determine whether adjustments are needed in the future.

As a long-term plan, the OCP is not expected to be revised on a frequent basis. However, the
OCP is not static. It is a living document to serve the community of West Vancouver, and it is
expected that the Plan will evolve to address emerging issues and changes in legislative
requirements, or to better reflect changing community needs and values from time to time.
Gommunity-Official Community Plans are typically reviewed every ten or so years to ensure the
ongoing validity of the policies and to track progress towards long-term community objectives.

("Next Steps” section that describes Phase 4 engagement opportunities is removed)

(Please note that maps have been updated for factual accuracy, quality, and clarity, and text
font and sizes)

(Schedule i: Regional Context Statement added, please refer to Full OCP available the District's
website: www.westvancouver.ca/ocp)

(Part 2: Area-Specific Policies & Guidelines is relocated to the OCP as Schedule ii, with house-
keeping adjustments (e.g., updated to correct reference to legislation), please refer to Full OCP
available the District's website: www.westvancouver.ca/ocp)

(Schedule iii: Glossary added, please refer to Full OCP available the District's

website: www.westvancouver.ca/ocp)
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Schedule i.
Regional Context Statement

(Please refer to Full OCP available the District's website: www.westvancouver.calocp)
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Schedule ii.
Area-Specific Policies & Guidelines

NOTE: amendments to existing Development Permit Guidelines have been included to provide:

» housekeeping updates to references to external legislation that have changed (e.g., BC Fish
Protection Act renamed to Riparian Areas Protection Act or changes to numbering references
in the Local Government Act); and

*» plan consistency updates to built-form guidelines to allow up to a maximum of 3-storeys on
commercial and marine commercial sites, as provided for in Community-Wide Directions Policy
2.1.5, for the following guidelines:

o BF-C5 Dundarave Village Neighbourhood Centre:
o BF-C8 Local Commercial Sites; and
o BF-C9 Marina Sites.

(For the entirety of the Area-Specific Policies & Guidelines, please refer to Full OCP available the
District's website: www.westvancouver.calocp)
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Official Community Plan. Scheduls ii. Area-Specific Policies & Guidelines

COACH HousE DEVELOPMENT IN EXISTING NEIGHEOURHOODS

390

Policy BF-B 3.1

Ensure that coach houses meet a high qualily of building and landscape design, and are compatible bolh with the
principal dwelling on the lot, and the bullt form character of the local neighbourhood.

Development Permit Area Designation BF-B 3.1

Calegory:

Local Govemment Act s $48-3433 (1) (e). (h). (i) and {)

Conditions:

The Development Permit Area designation is warranted to
provide for the compatibility of intensive residential
devetopment with the established built form character of

existing neighbourhoods.

Objectlives:;

Ta provide for the successful integration af coach houses with
the built form and landscape choracter of existing
neighbourhoods:;

To minimize site alteration and relain natural site features;

To promote a high standard of design, construclion and
landscaping: and

To promote energy and waler conservation and the reduction
of greenhouse gas emissions.

Guldelines Schedule:

Guidelines BF-B 3.1 shall apply.

Exemptlion:
Development may be
exempt from the
requirement far a
Development Permit if
ihe proposal:

is for o renovation or small oddilion to a coach house that is
considered to have no matedal change to the exiemnal
oppearonce of the premises, meets all requirements of the
Ioning Bylaw, and conforms to Guidelines BF-B 3.1,
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G UIDELINES

AMBLESIDE APARTMENT AREA GUIDELINES BF-B 4

Policy BF-8 4

Ensure thol new development in the Ambleside Apariment Area has a high quality of design and is in keeping with
surrounding development.

Development Permit Area Designhation BF-B 4
The Ambleside Apariment Areq, as defined and Rustraled by The Ambleside Apartment Area Development Permit
Area Designation Map BF-B 4, is designated a Development Permit Area.

Ambleside Apariment Area 8F-B 4

Category Local Government Act 5. 241571 (1] {e) and {}

Condltions The development permit areg designation is warranted due 1o the area’s high
residential densily.

Objectives * o promole a high standord of consiruction,

to integrate new development with existing views. circutation and the character of
existing buildings, ond

to promote aninteresling. pedesticn friendly streefscape design and pedestrian
linkages.

Guidelines Schedule

Guidelnes BF-8 4 shal apply.

Exemption
Development

moy be exemp!
from the
requirement for

a

Development Permit
if the proposal:

does not invoive the construction of any new buildings or structures, or

. is for a renovalion or small addition that is considered to have no material change to

the external appearance of the premises. meets all requirements of the Zoning Bylaw
and conforms to the Guidelines BF-B 4, or

iii. is for a renovation or small oddition that is considered to be minor in nature with no

substaniial change to the exfernal oppearance of the premises, meels allrequirements
of the Zoning Bylaw. has been reviewed and recommended for support by the Design
Advisory Commiliee, and conforms to the Guidelines BF-B 4,

Policy BF-B 5

There will be no expansion of the boundaries of the Ambleside Apariment Area to extend the high density, high rise
development areq.

Policy BF-B &

A site within & high densiy mulliple dwelling zone in the Ambleside Apariment Area that does not qualify for a high rise
bullding may be considered for rezoning to a low rise multiple dwelling category.
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Official Co  munity Plan: Schedulei Area-Spacific Po cies & Guidelines

KIWANIS LANDS

392

Policy BF-B 7 1

The areo generally known as the Kiwanis ands ma be used for the
development of a pub ic y funded mulli evel ca e ac lity,

net for profit or public y funded uses for the care and well being of
se lor cilizens, not for profit or publicly funded health and socio
services and low cost ren ol ousing for sen or c tizens

* The Floor Area Rat o for he port on of the s te used
lor a care tacility or fo seniors ow cos housng sha
not exceed 1.5

Policy BF-B8 7

Ensure that developments providing o renlal housing for senio cilizens and publicly funded hea th and social serv ce
uses are sensilive to adjacent residentic Institut onal and recreational uses.

Development Permil Area Deslgnotion BF B 7

The s te generally known as the Kiwanls Londs as defined and Hiustrated by the Kiwanls Land Development Perm t
Area Deslgnation Map BF B 7 [s designafed as a Development Permit Area.

Caolego Loc | ovemment Acts 8384 (] {(

Condifions The development perm't area designation s wamanted fo ensure that
developme | for mullipl fam  housing muh lcare nd ealthand so
servicesis com aible wit surroundin  uses

Objectives review the massing, scale, orien a ion cha acter and articulation of bu ding

proposed for the site in relation o odjocen development,

*  minirmize the impact of o care fac ity on resident a uses
imit the height of build ngs genera ly to three sioreys in he ght o d prowde for the
consideration of buildings of up to four storeys 1o encourage he provision of open
space and meritorious desig  altemalives, subject to detaled e amination to
defermine that views from exst ng resident al areas are not significanily reduced, the
overal appearance of bui dings set within the landscape senh need by such
addikona height and thats n bt availob e to existing dwe ng units is not unduly
mpeded and

* encourage the provision of a mid b ock pedes ria  connec on between the
elementary school and the s te o olher appropria & ocation whe e the mpact
seniors’ privacy is acceplob e,
E coura e rojects which incorporale adaptab e residentio design
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GUIDELINES

GUIDELINES BF-B 8

OTHER MULTIPLE FAMILY SITES

Policy 8F-B 8

Ensure that multiple family dwellings located throughout the municipality meet a high quality of building design and
{andscaping in keeping wilh thelr sites and nelghbourhood context.

Development Permit Area Designalion BF-B 8
The multiple fomily sites described as: Tudor Gardens, 843-22 Sireel, Lof I, Block 5, DL 554, Plan LMP 1248; Esker

Lane, 1253-1275 3+ Street, DL 1074 Sirata Plan LMS 2481; 2170 Chairlift Road, Lot 21 Exc. Part on Highway Plan 122,
Block B, DL 815, Plan 94624; and, 2100 Block Gordon Avenue, Lofs 13, 14, 15 and 14 DL 775 are designated a

Development Permit Area.

Calegory

Local Government Ach s. $418-14 20 (1)(f)

Conditlons

The development permit area designation is woranted to provide for the
compalibility of multiple family development with adjoining single famity and
olher land uses.

Objeclives

to promote o high standard of design. construction and landscoping. and
to integrate new development with existing views, circulation and the
character of sumounding buildings and uses

Guldelines Schedule

Guidelines BF-B 8 shall opply.

Exemption
Development

may be exempt
from the
requiremen for

a

Develgpment Pemit
If the proposal:

Ofher Mulliple Family SHes Bf-B B

does nof involve The construction of ony new buildings or struciures, or

is for a renovation or small addilion that is considerad 16 have no material
change lo the extemal appearance of the premises. meets alirequirements
of the Zoning Bylaw and conforms to the Guidelines BF-B 8. or

is for a renovation or smalt addition that is considered 1o be minor in nature
with no substantiol change to the external appearance of the premises,
meets all requirements of the Zoning Bylaw, has been reviewed and
recommended for support by the Design Advisory Commitlee. andconforms
1o the Guidelines BF-B 8.

CONTEXT / SITEDESIGN

Design should be compatible with adjacent uses and anyspeciol

circumstances created by proximity to other uses.

Situate buildings fo maximize views while minirmizing impacts to

surrounding buildings' views,
Minimize obstruction of views from public pedestion areas,

common living areas of other developments, and from existing

residential unils.

Page 15
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Offic  Community Plan Schedule ii. Area Specl Po  es & Guidelines

GUIDELINES

G ID INES BF-B ¢

DEER RIDGE WEST

394

Polcy F-BY?

Promote he iting and design of hig density multip 2 famlly dwelling un s in the Deer Ridge West o eatorespond to
thesteeps pe,mnl zevisual mpactont e hlls de and to create an attraclive residential streelscape,

In the area shown on Res dential A ea Des gnations

height and accessory amenity buldings and

Map., a multifam| de eocpmentup 01 2 nis park ng s ructures
generally known as Deer R dge Wes may be = The specific form and chara  er of developmeni of

approved In order loreta’n the natur  character

amut fam ysite wil be deierm ned by Counclin

of the area. the otal lands nvo ved shall be not ess the conte t of he guideline and objectives for the

than 44.8 acres, of which af least 34 8 acres shou d
be set aside for public use and for hus  urpose
should be owned by the Dis ret

The multiple fami y deve opment site shown on the
P an as Deer Ridge West may be appro ed for

DeerRdge Area nils consderalon of a
Developmen Permt Applicahon requrements
shallinc ude a descript on of he project's
compiance with he po ces and guidel nes of ths
P an and buiding siting os nd caled on the Map

three apartment bu d ngs of up to thirteen stories n

Development Permit Area Designotion Bf-B ¢
The Deer Ridge Wesl areq, os defined and illusirated by Deer Ridge West Development Permit Area Designation
Map BF-B 9, is designaled as a Development Permit Areq.

Deer Rldge Area

Cale ory
Conditions

Objeclives

Gul & nes
Schedvule

Local Govemment Act s 4 (1o bandif

The development permit area designalion s waranted due fo the area’s steep

slopes, proximily o o watercourse. forested character and h gh residential

densi .
lo provide for Ihe siting and design of bu ding and landscoping that respond compatible
to the site and minimize visual impact on the hillside n accordance with the Deer Ridge
guidelines, and
lo retain the natural forested character o the s te in accordance with ondscope ond tree
mana ement lans.

udelnes NE& U 1 andBF-B  allappy




Official Communily Plan Schedule ii. Area-Specific Policies 8 Gudelings

G UIDELINES BF-B 10

SUNSETHIGHLANDS

Policy BF-B 10
Promote the siting and design of low density mulfiple family dwelling units in the Sunset Highlands area to respond
to the sleep slope, minimize visual impact on the hillside ond to creale an aliractive, residential streefscape.

Development Permit Area Designation BF-B 10
The Sunsei Highlands area as delined ond lilusiraled by the Sunset Highlands Development Permit Areq
Designafion Map BF-B 10 is designated as a Development Permit Area.

Category Local Govarnment Acts 84814 (1}{a). [b) and {f)

Conditions The development permil areo des gnation is wananted due to the area's very steep

slopes, mountain walercourses bedrock and rock oulcroppings (includ ng large

boulders}, and nafive forest, Such a designation will ensure that development of
duplexes and townhouses respecls the special conditions of the site's proximity to

Highway 99, distance from municipal senices. and siling above an existing single family

neighbourhood.

Objectives * topromote development Ihat respe Is the terain, vegetohon, drainage courses and
censtrainis related to the mountaino se vironment of the site,

* fo ensure that the development does nol impose an undue burden on municipal services
given the remote location,

* {o promote the siting of buildings and designs 1hot respond to the steep slope and
minimize visual impoct on fhe hillside through approprcte siting, finishes, materials and
colours,

* loencourage an atfroctive residential streetscape, including road design andlandscape
frealments of boulevards and adjoining cammon properfies that will, 1o the extent
possible, minimize the impoci of roads ond driveways on the steep lopography and
promote a park fike character, and

* toencourage the reinstalement of an overall forested character by miting tree culiing
before development stars and by enceuraging replanting with nalive trees andshrubs.

Guldelines Schedyle Guidelines BF-B 10 and NE & shall apply.

Exemplion i does nol involve the conslruction of any new buildings or struciures, or

Development maybe | i is for a renovalion or small addition that is considered 1o have no material change fothe

exempt fromn the exlemal appearance of the premises, meets all requirements of the Zaning Bylaw and

requiremneni for a conforms to the Guidelines BF-8 10, or

Davelopment Permit i, is for a renovation or small addition that is considered to be minor in nature with no

if the proposal’ substantial change to the extemal appearance of the premises, meets alirequirements

of the Zoning Bylow, has been reviewed and recommended for support by the Design

Advisory Committee, and conforms lo the Guidelines BF-B 10 and NE 4.

Sunset Highlands Area B8F-B 10
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GUIDELINES

Guipeunes BF-8 11
DUPLEX AREAS

Pollcy BF-B 11

Ensure that duplexes enhance the character of a nelghbourhood and meet a high qualily of building and landscape
design In keeping with the site and nelghbourhood context.

Development Permit Area Designation BF-B 11

The duplex areas as defined and illustraled by the Duplex Development Permit Area Designation Maps BF-8 11 (1
thraugh 4 inclusive) are designaled a Development Permit Area.

Local Government Acl s. 488 [1){e)

The development permit areas designalion is wamranted to provide for the
compatibilily of two family dwelings and landscaping with adjoining single family
dwaellings and oiher land uses.

o promote a high stondard of design, construction and landscoping, and
to integrate new development with existing site conditions {such os steep slopes) and
the character amenities of ihe sumounding area.

Guidelines BF-B 11 shall apply.

Category
Conditions
; Objectives
=
§ Guidelines Schedule
< | Exemplion
% | Development may be
T | exempl from the
a | requirement fora

Development Permit
if the proposal:

does not involve the construclion of any new buildings or structures,

is for a renovation or small addition that is considered {0 have no malerial change to
Ihe external appearance of the premises, meets al requirements of the Zoning Bylaw
and conforms to the Guidelines BF-B 11, or

is for a renovation or small addition that is considerad 1o be minorin nature whith:.ith
no substantial change to the extertnal appearance of the premises, meets all the
requirements of the zoning bylaw or incudes minor varances to the zoning bylaw.

396
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Development Permit Area Designation 8F-B12

The Evelyn Drive Planning Area, as described in Policy H2 and as defined and iflusiraled by the Evelyn Drive
Development Permit Area Designation Mop BF-B12, is designaled a Development Permit Areq,

Evelyn Drive Planning Area BF-B12

Category Local Government Act s. &48:44-2 [1){a). (b)), (e} and (f}

Conditions The development permit area designationis waronted due 1o the area's moderate
1o steep slopes and redevelopment to a greater resicential density.

Objectivas The objeclives of this designotion are:

to promote the siting of buildings, building design and site works that respond
approprialely to the slope condition;

to minimize the visual impaci on properties to the north;

to encouroge visually attractive development at this enlry toWest Vancouver,

to promote a high standard of design, construction and landscaping: ond

o promote aninteresting, pedestion fiiendly sireetscape design and pedesiian
linkoges.

Guidelines Schedule

Guidefines BF-B 12 shall apply.

Exemplion

Development may be exermnpled from the requirement for a Development Permit
it the proposal:
deals with property zoned RS5; or
does not involve the construction of any new buildings or structures; or
Is for a renovation or small addition that is considered to have no matedal
change o the exiernal appearance of the premises, meets all requiremenis of
the Zoning Bylaw and conforms to the Guideines BF-B 12; or
Is for a renovation of small addition thal is considered to be minor in nature with
no substantial change to the extemal oppearance of he premises, meels alt
requirements of the Zoning Bylaw, has been reviewed and recommended for
suppor by the Design Review Commitiee or an equivalent body appoeinted by
Council, and conforms to the Guidelines BF-B12.

Page 26
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GUIDELINES BF-B 13
BLOCK BOUNDED BY ESQUIMALT AVENUE, 20™ STREET, FULTON AVENUE AND 2151 STREET

Policy BF-B13

Ensure Ihat Infill housing development enhances the characler of the local nelghbourhood and meels a high quality
of building and landscape design.

Policy BF-B13.1
The block bounded by Esquimalt Avenue, 20" Sireet, Fullon Avenue ond 21+ Siraet (as shown on Map BF-B13) may

be consldered for rezoning fo enable development of ground-orented infill housing. not exceeding a density of
0.41 Floor Area Ratio (FAR).

Development propesals may include consolidation of individual lots where established nelghbouwrhoad character .
Is maintained in terms of form, massing and pattemn of bulldings and structures.

Infilt housing types may Include: smaller single-family dwellings, coach houses, duplexes, triplexes, and/or
combinations thereof.

Development Permit Area Designation BF-B13
The block bounded by Esquimalt Avenve, 20™ Street, Fullon Avenue and 21+Sireet as defined and iustrated by the
Development Permil Areq Deslignation Map BF-B13 is designoted as o Development Permil Area,

Calegory: Local Government Act s. 481475 (1) {e). [h). (i}. and )

Conditions: The Development Permit Area designation is warranted to provide for the compaliblity of
new infil housing units within an established neighbourhood.

Objectives: * Tointegrate intersive residential development with existing site features, and the buiit

form and landscape character of ihe surrounding area;
® Topromote G high standard of design, constuclion and landscaping; and

" Topromote energy and water conservation and the reduction of greenhouse
£as emissions.

Guidelines Schedule: Guidelines BF-B 13 shall apply.
Exemption l. is for Ihe construction or renovalion of or small addition to a single-fomily bui 'ding: or

1. isfor arenovalion or small oddition tha! is considered fo have no material change to
the extemal appeorance of the premises, meelsall requirements of the Zoning Bylaw,

Development may be exempt and conforms fo Guideines BF-B 13

from the requiremenit for a
Development Permit if ihe
roposal:
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GUIDELINES BF-B 14
NORTHWEST CORNER OF TAYLOR WAY AND KEITH ROAD

Policy BF-B14

Ensure thot the seniors’ assisted living and memory care residence Integrates within the existing neighbourhood
and meets a high quality of building and landscape design in keeping with the site and neighbourhood context.

Policy BF-B14,1

The northwest corner of Taylor Way and Kelth Road (as shown on map BF-B14) may be considered for rezoning
to enable the development of an assisted living and memory care cenire, not exceeding a density of 0.98 Floor
Area Ratio [FAR).

Development Permil Area Designation BF-B14
The Northwest corner of Taylor Way and Keith Road as defined ond lllustrated by the Development Permit Area
Designation Map BF-814 is designaied as a Development Permit Area.

Category: tocal Government Act s. 838451 (1){f). (h). (i} and (j}

Conditions: The Development Permit Area designalion is warranted to provide for the compolibilty of an assisted
living and memory care cenlre within an established neighbourhood.

Objechives: * Tolntegrole seniors' assisted living and memeory care residential development with existing site
features, and the buill form and landscape character of the surounding area;

» Topromete a high standard of design, conslruclion and landscaping: and
= Topromote energy and water conservation and the reduction of greenhouse gas emissions.,

Guidelines Guidelines BF-B14 shall apply.
Schedule: .
Exemption: L does not involve the construction of any new buitdings or structures: or

Development moy

be exempl Irom the ii. isfor arenovation or o smoll addilion that is considered to have no material change to Ihe external

requirement for a gz?c’e;mc;gllw?remlses. meets all requirements of the Zoning Bylaw. and conforms to
Development '

Permit i the ii. is for arenovalion or small addition that is considered to be minor in nature with no substantial
proposal; change fo Ihe external appeacrance of the premises. meels oll requirements of the Zoning
Bylaw, has been reviewed and recommended for support by the Design Review Committes,
and conforms to Guidelnes BF-B14.

Page 313
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GUIDEUINES BF-C 3
AMBIESIDEVILLAGECENTRE CoOMMERCIAL AND MiXED USE GUIDELINES

Policy BF-C 3
Enhance Ambleside Village Centre as West Vancouver's recognized Town Centre.

Development Permit Area Deslgnotlon BF-C 3

The Ambleside Village Cenlre as defined and illustrated by the Ambleside Village Centre Development Permit Area
Designotion Map BE-C 3 is designated as o Development Permit Area.

Category Local Government Act s, 2194452 {1}{d) and (f)

Conditlons The development pemil area designation is waranted to ensure that
buildings are well designeq, crafted, articulaled and constructed with
quality materials fo improve the quality of building stock and provide a
sense of longevily opproprigte 1o a Village Cenire.

Objectlves » enhance the area's main street character and promote the area's role
as a Village Centre

8 » provide for a scale and massing of buildings that promotes an
- enjoyable living, pedestrian, working. shopping and service
m experience,
2 * use appropriale architectural features and detailing of buildings and
S landscapes to define area character,
‘: * improve existing streets and sidewalks to promote altemative
o transporiation,
= » facilitate pedesirian movement into and within the areq, and
% = promole construction of new buildings and structures that are compatible
% with the character of these areas, recognize estoblished amenities and
& confribute to business viability and economic growih.
‘E’ Guidelines Guidelines BF-C 3 shall apply.
< Schedule
Exemption i. does notinvolve the construction of any new buildings or struciures, or
Development may | ii. is for a renovation or small addition that is considered to have no
be exempt from the material change to the extemal eppearance of the premises, meets
requirement for a all requirements of the Zoning Bylaw and conforms to the Guidelines
Development BF-C 3.
Permit if the
proposal:

Pago 36
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GUIDELINES BF-C 5

Official Community Plan Schedula i Area-Specific Policies & Gui

DUNDARAVE VILLAGE NEIGHBOURHOOD CENIRE

Policy 8F-C 5

Build upon the local village character of Dundarave Village Neighbourhood Cenlre.

Development Permit Area Designation BF-C §
The Dundarave Villoge Neighbourhood Cenlre, as defined and lllusirated by the Dundarave Village
Nelghbourhood Centre Development Permit Area Designalion Map BF-C 5, Is designated a Development Permit

Area.

Category Local Governmenl Aci s, $419-14-1 [1){d) and i}

Conditions The development permit areo designation is wamanted to build upon the local
villoge character.

Objectives preserve the “vitage commercial" character of Dundarove.

encourage upgrading of building focades to enhance the village theme

promole and enhance the pedestrian scale of development,

promole a high qualty of building design and londscaping, and

faciilote pedesirian access along the street, through blocks, from parking to shops
and down 1o the walerfront.

Guidelines Schedule

Guidelines BF-C 5 shall opply.

Dundorave Village Cenlre 8F-C 5

Exemplion
Development
may be exempt
from ihe
requirermnent lor
a Development
Permit if the
proposal:

does not involve the construction of any new buildings or structures, or

is for a renovation or small oddition that is considered to have no moleriaol change
fo Ihe extemal appearance of the premises, meets all requirements of the Zoning
Bylaw and conforms to the Guidelines BF-C 5, or

is for a renovalion or smoll addition that is considered to be minor in nalure with no
substontial change 1o the extemnal appearance of the premises, meets all
requirements of the Zoning Bylaw, conforms 1o Guidelines BF-C 5 and has been
reviewed and recommended for support by the Design Advisory Committee.

Fage 51
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BUILDING DESIGN

Permit a maximum height of building fagade of approxirmaiely-25-
{set al any paint along Marine Drive., If considered,
taller building elements should be set back from the sireet to
mainiain the lower profile along Marine Drive. Special
architeciural features which exceed this limit may be considered
in order to accentuate cormer developments or gateway
development sites,

Encourage a variely of roof forms on new buildings.

Encourage a variety of commercial unit sizes and frontages io
provide economic flexibility and visual interest olong the street,
Break up the mass of longer buildings into smaller sections or
groupings with the use of bays, columns and other architectural
features.

Encourage upper storey setbacks from the street to provide
sunlight penetration to the streel, especially on the south side of
Marine Drive,

Encourage high performonce {"green building”} design.

LANDSCAPE DESIGN

Official Community Plan. Scheduls ii. Area-Spacific Paolicies & Guidslines

Provide decks, eating areas and improved rear access,

Provide building detailing and articulation. especially atstreet
level

Discourage unarticulated blank or solid walls visible from the streef,
Encourage upgrading of bullding finishes to include the use of
wood siding, stone facing, ariculated wood eniry doors and
glazing.

Provide confinuous sireet-front elements such as awnings and
commercial windows. Confinuous awnings are also encouraged
along rear lanes,

Provide convenient, conlinuous or semi-continuous weather
protection through overhangs, awnings and canopies.

. Provide coherent and inviting signage in keeping with the village

character of Dundarave and the scale of building.
Encourage wall-mounted signage along streels and lanes.

Ensure that londscape characier complements the character and
design of buildings.

Encourage landscoped areas adjacent to the sidewalk to include
elements such as smail gardens, clay flowerpots and hanging
flower boskets at store entries.

Encourage sireet fumiiure, merchandise displays and on-site
landscaping withoul inhibiting pedestrian or barrier-free occess io
buildings, or crealing unsafe conditions along sidewalks.

Design landscape elements and fealures 1o minimize potential
view impacts.

402
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Encourage private outdoor space tor each unit in buildings with o
residential component.

Minimize the overlook of adjacent properties,

Minimize glare and light spill to sumounding properties through
exterior lighting design and siting.

Subdue signage illumination.

Minimize glare and light frespass from exterior to surounding
properties,
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GUIDELINES BF-C &

Official Community P an. Schedule it Area-Specific Policies & Guidelines

HORSESHOE BAY NEIGHBOURHOOD CENTRE

Policy BF-C &

Promote a casual, seaside village character In fhe Horseshoe 8ay Neighbowrhood Centre.

Development Permit Area Deslgnation BF-C &
Horseshoe Bay Nelghbourhood Centre, as defined and illustraied by the Horseshoe Bay Neighbourthood Centre
Development Fermit Area Designation Map BF-C & Is designated as a Development Permit Area.

requirement for
a Development
Permit if the
proposal

i

is for @ renovation or small addition that is considered 1o be minor in nature with no
substantial change to the extemal oppearance of the premises, meets all
requirements of the Zoning Bylaw, conforms to Guidelines BF-C &, and has been
reviewed ond recommended for support by the Design Advisory Commiitiee.

Category Local Government Acls S22 (1){d} and (i)
o Conditions The development permil area designation is warranied to build upon the
£ waterfront selting.
8 Objeclives = recognize and enhance the marilime commercial character,
3 ¢+ promote and enhance the pedestrian scale of development,
8 * promote a high quaiity of building design and lendscaping, and
s * ensure on aliraclive and convenient experience for local residents and tourists,
2. Guldelines Guidelnes BF-C 6 shall apply.
5 Q Schedule
[ Exemption i does not involve the construction of any new buildings or siruciures, or
> i . . N Ly . : s
- Development i,  islor arenovalion or small addilion thot is considered to have no malerial change
2 may be exempt to the externat oppearance of the premises, meels all requirements of the Zoning
g from the Bylaw and conforms to the Guidelines BF-C & or
E
=
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GuiDEUNES BF-C 8

LOCALCOMMERCIALSITES

404

Bylow Na. 4937

Official Cammunity Plan Schadule . Area-Specific Policies & Guidelings

Policy BF-C 8

Encourage compalible development of local commercial sites within thelr residential settings.

Development Permit Area Designotion 8F-C 8
The Local Commetcial sites illustrated on the Development Permil Area Designations Key Mop 1 and described as
follows are designated as Development Permit Areas:

= 216872 and 2198 Manne Drive, {Lots | 4 of 12BI, -

7 12DL775 P1.4595);

- 2220 Marine Drive (Lot 1 Bl. 4 & BL. 5 E Part of s

DL 554 P1.13733);

- 2232 Marine Drive {Lot C of Lot 20 Bl 4 DL

554 P1.4468);

3390 and 3394 Marine Drive [Lots | and 2 BL.2

DL 557 P1.4979);

4350 and 4370 Marine Drive [Lols Aand BBL 5 DL
582 P1.11087);

4917 Marine Drive (Lot B BL. 18 DL 811 PI. 21804):
5775 Marine Drive (Lol 1 BI, 15DL 772 PL. 12573);
and

3690 Westmount Road (Lot 2, Excepl Fart on
Highway PI1.149, BL. 28 DI 558 PI.12501].

Category Local Govemmenl Act s. $49:4133 (1){f)

Conditions The development permit area designation is waranted to guide local commercial
redevelopment wilhin a residenlial setting.

Objeclives * promole a high quaity of building design and landscaping, and

» o minimize visual, noise and iraffic i

mpacls in the residential selting.

Guidelines Schedule

Guidelines BF-C 8 shall apply.

Exemption
Development may be
exempt from the
requirement for g
Development Permit if
the proposal:

Locol Commercial Slies BF-C B

i.  isforarenovalion or addition to on exisling building, with an area of less han 10% thal

of the existing building:

i, meetsall of the requiremenis of the Zoning Bylaw; and
ii.  resulls in either no subslontial change to the exlemal appearance of the premises, or
conforms to guidelines BF-C 8 ond has been recommended for support by the Design

Advisory Commiliee,
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CONTEXT AND SITE DESIGN

Official Community Plan. Schedule ii. Area-Specific Policies & Guidelines

Respect the residential scale and character through appropriate
siting and design,

BUILDING DESIGN

b. Encourage the provision of palios adjacent to the street in the
2100 and 2200 blocks of Marine Drive.

a. Construct new buildings to a maximum height of fwe-1i

0o

oo

=
=

oo

oo

storeysat any point,

Design buildings and structures to have a low, unobtrusive scale.
Face ground floor commercial space loward the street and
provide high pedestrian accessibility,

Express commercial entrances through the use of building vaiume.
Discourage the use of unarticulated blank walls and large,
undifferenliated expanses of metal, gioss or concrete when visble
from public areas.

LANDSCAPE DESIGN

. Minimize the impact of on-site services, including loading areas,
mechanical equipment and garbage bins on adjacent properties
and the sireetscape, by their location within a building or, where
not possible, visual and acoustical screening,

g. Design ond locaote garage doors so that they are net a dominant
feature of the building.

h. Design signage fo be compolible with the building design and
residential setfing.

Design landscaping to be consistent with the site conlexd,
complement the character and design of buldings and minimize
polential view impacls and oveilook of adjacent properties.
Ulilize the natural attributes of the site.

Construct or face retaining walls with natural materials such as
stone, where they are visible from publicly accessible areas.
Screen buildings and parking areas from adiacent residential
praperties. Use landscaping to visually break up parking, improve
natural drainage, and highlight pedesirion routes.

CIRCULATION AND PARKING

e. Cleary differentiate public from private spaces.

Encourage the use of landscape fealures that reduce the visual

scale of the building.

g, Provide private outdoor open spaces for residences in
developments with a residential component.

h. Minimize glare and light spill to surounding properlies fromexterior
lighting ond signage.

o

Minimize traffic impacts on localresidentiol streets.
Discourage large expanses of ground level paved parking,
parliculary when visible from or directly adjacent to astreet.

c. Separate commercial from residential parking areas in mixed-use
buildings.

d. Design commerciol underground parking to be readily accessible
o and easily used by customers

Paga &1
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GUIDELINES

GUIDELINES BF-C ¥

MARINA SITES

Policy BF-C 9
Retain exising marinos and yacht clubs and encourage their Improvemen! or redevelopment compalible with their
walerront and residential seltings.

Development Permit Area Designation BF-C ¢

The marina and yacht! club siles illustrated on the Development Permit Area Designations Key Map 1 and described os

follows are designated as Development Permit Areas:

6695 Nelson Avenue (Lot C DLs 430 and 3840 PI. 43225; Lot 30 DL 430 P, 2103; and Lot 3434 8I. A)

- 5750 Eagle Harbour Road [Lot 1 Bl 6 & A DL 772 Pi.7217; and DLs 5983 and 4%05);

- 5774 Marine Drive (Lols 2 & 3BL 15 DL 772 P1,12573; and DL 5840);

- 5908 Marine Drive (Lot 1 DLs 771, 46598 and 7610 P1.22032; Lot B Bl | DL 771 PL17868; Lol A, exc. part in Ref.P1.2729, BLI
DL 771 PL&D5Y; Bl 3, exc. part in Ref.P1.2729, DL 772 P1.5340; and DLs 2134, 5761 and 6598);

- 5854 Mmarine Drive (Lot ABI. 2 DL 772 PI.17027; Lot B Bl. 2 DL 772 P1.5340: Lols A & B of DL 1015; and DLs 4264, 6337, 6447,
6960, 6872, and 4873); and

- 34 Sunset Beach (Lot A B, B DL 2345 PI.13785: and DLs 2382 and é848).

Category Local Govemmant Act s, 13433 (1}{a) and (f]
Conditions The development permit area designotion is waranted to provide for protection of the
waterfronl ond to guide local commerciol redevelopment within a residenfial and walerfront
" setling. T N, S ZEER R R Bl
L] Objectives * promotle g high quaily of building design and landscaping,
.E *  io be sensitive to Ihe waterfront environment, and
o « __to minimize visual, noise ond traffic impacis on adjacent residential oress.
% 3 Guidelines Guidelines BF-C 9 shall apply.
Ea Schedule
8 | | Exemption i is for a renovation or addition to an exsting building, with an area of less than 10 % of the
= Development may existing building, or for a replacement morine fuel storage and dispensing facility on
= be exempt from the Fisherman's Cove Marina [DLs 2134, 6598 and567 1] provided the storoge*tanks are located
g requirement for a adjacent to each other. do not exceed a capocity of 45,000 litres, and are setback o
Development minimum 15 feet from the High Water Mark and 40 fee! from kdarine Dive: and
Permit if the ii meels ail of the requirements of the Zoning Bylaw: and
! proposal; i resulls in either no substantial change 1o the extemal appearance of the premisesor
conforms to guidelines BF-C 9.
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Official Communit Plan Schedule ii. Area-Specific Policies & Guidelines

CONTEXT AND SITE DESIGN

. Respecl the residential scale and character of surrounding areas impacts en adjacent homes Inrough appropriate siting and design
by minimizing over-shadowing, view, privacy, traffic, and noise of buildings and struciures

BUILDING DESIGN

Construct new buildings to a maximum of iwe-3 storeys at any point. f. Discourage the use of unarficulated blank walls and large
Encourage the use of design and materials to reflect the nautical unditferentiated expanses of meta glass or concrete when visible
function and character for marine buildings and struciures. from public areas such as the sireels ape or the waleriront,
Frovide high pedestrian accessibility. g. Minimize the impac! of on-s'te services including loading areos,
Utilize the design and materials of buildings and structures jo mechanicol equipment and garbage bins on adiacent properties
create a low, unobtrusive scale for marina facilities. and the streetscape, by their locahon within a bulding or, where
Highlight enfrances through the use of building volume, with not possible, visual and acousticol screening.

visibility from the water and the street.

LANDSCAPE DESIGN

. Design landscaping to be consistent with the walerfront context d. Minimize the use of retaining walls direclly adjacent to the
ond to complement the character and design of buildings. waterfront. Wals or porfions of walls that are normally visible

. Maintain and restore the areo adjacent to the foreshore toa above the high tide water line should be constructed of, orfaced
natural siate where fegsible. wilh, stone.

. Preserve existing site characteristics including nalural terain,
vegetation, rock ocutcroppings, drainage patterns, and, where
possible, utilize the notural attributes of the site in buildingdesign.

CIRCULATION AND KING

. Minimize iraffic impacts on residential sireets resulting from site planting lo visually break up and screen parking from F’UP"C
access and parking. streels and neighbouring properties, improve natural drainage,
. Discourage large expanses of ground level asphali paved parking, and highlight pedestrian routes.
particularly when visible from or directly adjacent {o a street or ¢. Minimize the use of impervious paved surfaces directly adjacent to
walerfront. Provide landscape features such as fencing or the waterfront.
Page 63
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Official Communily Pian: Schedule it Area-Spacific Policies & Guidaiines

Development Permit Area Designation BF-D 1
Whitby Estates, os defined and illusirated by the Whitby Estates Development Permit Areo Designation Map BF-D 11s
designated o Development Permit Area,

Category | Local Government Acl s, $18.1422 (1}{a). [b). {e} and [{)

Conditions [ The development permit area designation is waranted to provide for

development that respects the notural sefting and site slopes and

creates g variely of housing lypes and uses.

Objectives * protect the natural environment,

+ establish creek comdors and the public ownership of the creek areas,

* encourage the reinstatement of an overall forested character by limiting tree
cutling pricr to the time of development and replanting with native trees and
shrubs, ,

= ensure thal creek crossings minimize impoct on the creeks through bridge or
bridge kke design,

= provide for a variely of housing types within the overall density resticiion sel
for the Whitby Estates neighbourhood,

*  provide o focus for the neighbowhood with a centrally located school site,
community or commercial space, multiple family development and adjoining
porks,

» promote the siling of buildings and designs that respond to the sioping setting
and minimize visual impact on the hilside through appropriate siting, finishes,
maletiols ond colours,

« encourage an attractive residential streetscape, Including road design and
landscope treatments of boulevards and adjoining privale yards which will, to
the extent possible, minimize the impact of 1he road on the natural
environment and promote a pork ke chaorocter, and

= provide for the sequence and timing of development in phases {o ensure that
adequate off site municipal sewers and infrasiructure including, without
limitation, sireets, roads, bridges, sidawalks, water, sewer, londscaping. school
and porks are concumrently provided to support the phased development,

Guidellnes Schedule Guidelnes BF-D 1 and NE é shall apply.

Exemplion Development Permits will not be required for developments {o which

section 82041429 of the Local Government Actis not applicable.
Development may be exempt from the requirement for a Development
Permit if the proposal:
i.  isfor arenovation or addition to an existing building. with an area of iess
than 10 % thal of the exsting building;
it.  meats all of the requirements of the Zoning Bylow; and
i, results in either no substantial change to the extemal appearance of the
premises or conforms to guidelines BF-D 1.

Whilby Estates BF-D 1

Papa B3
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Policy BF-D 4

Official Community Plan Schedute i Area-Spacific Policies & Guidelines

Encourage the highest quality of design in redevelopment of the Clyde Avenue area east of Taylor Way which reflects
the mix of uses, ihe need for alondscaped setting adjacent to the Capilano River and fo address the proximity of
regional through fraffic and major shopping area.

Development Permit Area Designation BF-D 4
Clyde Avenue as defined and illustraled by Clyde Avenue East of Taylor Way Development Permit Area
Designation Mop 8F-D 4 is designated a Development Permit Area.

Category Local Govemment Act s, Rie-H405 (1) le} and (f)

Conditions The development permit area designation is warranted becouse of its location
adjacent to the Capilano River at the entrance to the Municipality; and to
regulate the redevelopment of the area for high quality residential,
commercial, mixed commerciol and residential and specialized housing uses
within a londscaped setting.

Objeclives = toguide redevelopment o encourage appropriate relationships between

commercial, office, hotel and residential uses,

» promote reconstruction of the sireet and boulevard and landscaping of
< private properiies to create a park ke character,
a * maintain and enhance landscaping and screening,
q_j. = ensure high quality building design,
o = coordinale development and its impact on sunlight, views and streetscape,
= « o promote aninteresling pedestrian friendly streetscape design and
: pedestrian linkages.
2 Guidelines Guidelines BF-D 4 shall apply.
] Schedule
I Exemplion i.  does notinvoive the construction of any new buildings or siruciures, or
L Development i.  is for a renovation or small addition that is considered 1o have no malerial
2 may be exempt chonge io the external appearance of the premises, meels all
L from the requirements of the Zoning Bylaw and conforms {o the Guidelines BF-D 4,

requirement for a or

Development #.  isfor arenovalion or small addition that is considered 1o be miner in

Permil if the nature with no subslantial change 1o the exiernal appearance of the

proposal: premises, meets all requirements of Ihe Zoning Bylaw, confarms to the

Guidelines BF-D 4 and hasbeen reviewed and recommended for support
by the Design Advisory Commiltee.
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Official Community Plan. Schadula ii Area-Specific Policies & Guidalinas

GUIDELINES NE 5
TELEGRAPH HILLANDTYEEPOINT
Policy NE 5
Provide for the evalualion and protection of visually sensilive areas ond speclal ecological areas
+ ldentity significant environmental features and * Restrict the zoning density for Telegraph Hill and
develop means to preserve and protect them in Tyee Point in recognition of exfreme terrain and
long-range plans or through regulatory severe environmental and access constraints in
omendmenis., order to:
= Recognize the value of ecosystems located in the - avoid creation of hazardous conditions in new
westemn area of the Municipality that are unique 1o development, ond
the Lower Mainland that contain fragie flora or - provide for suitable development compatible
fauna, significant landiorms, cultural londscopes or with the natural environment and steep
areas of historic interest such as Arbutus Ridge, topography of the area.

Telegraph Hil and Tyee Point areas.

Development Permil Area Designotion NE §
The Telegraph Hill and Tyee Polnt porlion of Madrona Ridge, as defined and filuskrated on the Telegraph Hill and Tyee
Point Development Permit Area Designalion Mop NE 4, is designated a Development Permit Area

Category B Local Govemment Act s. $18-4423 (1]{a) and (b}

Conditions The development permit area designation is waranted due to the area's very steep
slopes. extensive exposed bedrock temain, severily of grades for access. impacis
resuiting from construction of access, sensitive environmental conditions including
unique and endongered species of flera, and severe environmental implications

|_ond sile disturbance if development occurs on steep lands.

Objectives To ensure that development is sited, and site works are designed and underiaken, in

o manner which avoids steep temain, minimizes the impact on existing notural

| lerrain ond vegetation and protecis areas with rare or unusual vegetation.

‘Guideiines Schedule Guidelines NE 5 and NE 6.

Telegraph Hill and Tyee
Point HE-DPA-5
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Officeal Commusnty Plan: Stheduln ii Asea-Spectfic Policias & Guidalings
GUIDEUNES NE 6
SITESWITHDIFFICULT TERRAIN

Development Permit Area Designation NE 6

Sites with Difficult Terrain within the Existing Neighbourhoods {Existing Nelghbourhoods as defined and illusirated by
the Natural Environment Development Permit Area Designalion Map NE &), are designated as o Development

Permit Area.
Category | Local Government Act s. (484455 (1){0} ond (b).
Conditions | The development permit area designation is warranied due to the steeply sloping terrain throughout

West Vancouver.
Objectives |+ avoid hazardous conditions
+  ensure greater environmental compatibility of development on sloping sites
* prolect the natural enwvironment on ditficutt temain
- *  minimize site distwibonce and blasting during consiruction.
Guidelines | Guidelines NE é.
Schedule
Exemplion. | No development permit is required where:
i.  Ihereis no subdivision application Involved; or
i.  asubdivision application is involved but
* nolotinthe proposed subdivision involves difficult terrain (difficult terrain involves situations
where mare than one-fifih of the lolol allowable building envelope on ony lot has an existing
grade exceeding 35%); or
* nolotin the proposed subdivision has a driveway grade that would be reguired to exceed
20%. (This judgment is based on exisling or approved road or lane elevalions immediately
adjacent 1o the proposed lol, the existing ground elevalion at the various points along the
minimum garage front yard setback requirement, and the least steep driveway possible io
join those two focations.)
*  the subdivision will not create any additional lols (.. realignment of a lol ine belween two
lols).
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GUIDELINES NE 13

Official Community Pian. Schadula ii. Area-Specific Policies & Guidalines

WATERCOURSE PROTECTION AND ENHANCEMENT AREAS
IN EXISTING NEIGHBOURHOODS

412

Policy NE13

Developmenl Permit Area Deslgnation NE13
Areas of land In the Exisling Nelghbourhoods that contaln watercourses and wellands, (Existing Nelghbourhoods as
defined and illusirated on the Watercourse Protection Developmeni Permit Area Designation Map NE 13), are
designated a Developmenl Permit Area.

Category Local Govemnment Act s. $42:- 1488 {1}(a).

Conditions The development permit area designotion is waranted to piotect andenhance
watercourses and wellands in West Vancouver's exisfing neighbourhoods.

Objectives * Toensure that development does not negatively impact wailercourse or

welland environments or, where such impocts are unavoidable due lo the
existing configuration of parcels of land in relation to watercourses or wetlands,
to ensure that development does not result in a net loss of productive fish
habitat.

Guidelines Schedule

Guidelines Guideline NE 13,

Development may be
exempt from the
requirement for g
Development Permit if
the proposalis for:

i

vi.

vil.

renovation to inferiors;

regular and emergency Distict maintenance activities for drainage coniro!
conducted in o manner that is consistent with the objectives of the
Development Permit designation;

censiruction ond maintenance activilies camied out by, or on behalf of, the
District and designed to enhance the coexistence of natura! habitots and
public trails;

conshruction and maintenance aclivities camied out outside of 15 metres of
top of watercourse bank or edge of wetland:

emergency works, including free culting, necessary to remove animmediate
danger or hazard;

maintenance of the exisfing londscepe conditions; or

the implementation of a fish habitat mitigcifon or restoration plan authorized
by the senior government ministry or agency having jurisdiction.
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GUIDELINES

For permanen! watercourses and wellands:

i} Avoid net loss of riparian habitat within 15 metres of the top of the watercourse bank or edge of the wetiand

(i} Within 15 metres of the top of the walercourse bank or edge of wetlond, locate naw development, described in
sections a.{ii] ond a.iv) above, at least as for from the walercourse or wetland as any exizling development.

(i) Keep free ol new development, described in sections a.{fii} and a.(iv) above, the area within 5 metres of the fop of the
watercourse bank or edge of the welland.

{iv) Consider zoning bylow variances in order o prevent loss of habitat within 15 melres of the top of the walercourse bank or
edge of the wetlond, including reduced building setbacks.

v Where it is not proctical to avoid net loss of riparian habitat within 15 metres of the fop of the walercourse bank or edge of
the wetland, provide compensatory habital approved by the District of West Vancouver o achieve no net loss of riparian
habitat, by replanting or restoring a similar area on the same walercourse or welland, or contribuling to a Dislrict habitat
restoration program in an amount equivalent to the cost of providing such compensatory habitat.

d. Avoid net loss of riporian habilat within 5 metres of the top of the non-permanent wolercourse bank.

Enhonce, and where feasible, resiore watercourses in already developed areas to improve walercourse quality from uplands foinletfs

timplement recommendations approved by the District of West Vancouver, including mitigation measures that are consistent with
these guidelines as proposed by the permit applicant or its advisors in development approvol information submitted in
accordance with Palicy NE 14 and Amerdment-Bylawhie~4434-2005 Development Procedures Bylaw Mo. 4940 2017,

. Require the provision of security io be applied by the District to the cost of werks, consiruction or other activilies
required in the circumsiances described in 5.825507 of the Local Govemment Act.
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Policy NE14

Official Community Plan Schedula it Area-Specific Policies 8 Guidalines

Development Approval Information Area Designalion NE14
Areas of land in the vicinity of walercourses and wetlands, as illustrated on the Watercourse Proteclion Development
Permit Area Designalion Map NE13, are clso designaled o Development Approval Information Area.

Category

Local Government Act 5.220.01 488.

Objectives

Procedures

= The objeclive of the designalion of Development Permit Area NE13 is to
ensure that development does not negatively impact walercourse
environments or, where such impacis are unaveidable due to the
configuration of parcels of land in relation to watercourses, to ensure thot
development does not result in a net loss of productive fish habitat. The
objective of the designafion of Development Approval Information Area
NE14 is o ensure that an accurate, site-specific information base isavailabie
to guide the application of the relevant development permit guidelines.

Development approval information requirements and procedures are set out in
a separate bylaw enacted under 220} 491 of the Local Governmeni Act.
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GuipeLNes UL 8

FUTURE NEIGHBOURHOQODS

ic:al Compnunzty P, ule n Area-Specilic Policies & Guidelines

UPPER LANDS GUIDELINES FOR DEVELQOPMENT PERMIT AREA DESIGNATIONS

Policy UL 8

Require delalled onalysis of development opperiunities and constraints and the creation of a Comprehensive Management Plan
lo avoid or mitigate potentinl environmental Impacts in the implementation of new development.

Development Approval information Area Designaotion UL 8
The Future Nelghbourhoods Area as defined and [llustrated by the Upper Lands Development Permil Area and Development
Approval Information Area Map UL 8, Is designaled as a Development Appraval Information ‘Area.

Category
Conditlons

i Pracedures

Future Nelghbourhoods Area UL 8

Local Govemmen! Act s030.01 [1}]

1 services ond fa _ties including roads and transit

The spec al conditions thatjust fy such des gnat on  lude difficultterrain sensitive environmental
conditions numerous walercourses and the need t  coordinale the prov ion of various publi

Detailed information is required for the creation of Area Development Plans and for consideraton |
developments requiring Davelopment Permits.

Req-ulr:l.ncnh o

The infermotion is required to outline the anticipaled impact of the propased aclivity or
development. Infermation required by the Municipality may include an environmental and visual
impact analysis report with plans, on assessment that ideniifies the impact of development on the site
ond demonstrates how the site's notural features have been laken into account The submission must
locate and describe impartant naturat features of the site, proposed changes to the natural
topography, vegatotion ond the potential visual impact of such changes The report must olso
identify features that are intended for retention, define the measures by which site disturbance can

be minimized and oulline plans for the restoration of disturbed areas.
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Official Comrunity Plan. Schedula i Area-Specific Policies & Guidafines

Development Permit Area Deslgnation UL 8
The Future Nelghbourhoods Area, os defined and lllustrated by the Upper Lands Development Permit Area and Development
Approval Informalion Area Map UL 8, Is designaled a Development Permit Area.

Category Local Govetnment Act s #4174 {1){a). [b). [e) and {i]

Conditions The Development Permit Area is warranted due 1o the following characteristics ol the area:

+ arange ofslopes Including exlensive steep lands thal require variations and reshictions ta sile
and building layoul in order lo minimize disturbance of the natural site condilions and te
moderate the impact on views of and from the site,

« extensivemature lorest cover thal ereoles a park ke environmendt, sensilive habitat and ground
conditions, as well s issues of dralnage, erosion and flecodhazard,

= dilficult terrain, which requires carefully planned and cost-effeclive provision of municipal
services, roads and otherinfrastructure, as well as appropiiole conlro! of phasing and design ot
new developments,

~  varialions in siting of land uses and other regulations that can ansure that new development is
supporlive of, and compatlible with, Ihe olher policies contalned in this Plan,

= awange of climate conditions that may allect appropriatenass of building form,

= exlensive creek areas thot require appropriate selbacks and control or prohibiilon of
development wilhin ihe creek sensitive zanes.

These characleristics warant @ compact mix of residential and commercial uses, whase form
and characier, recognize the constraints of the terraln, and show sensilivity 1o 1he mountain
setling and its environmant. Development should minimize site disimbance and visual impact
from within and outside the sile.

Objeclives * provide for the protection of the nalural environment, its ecosyslemns and biological diversily:
= pravide lor the prolection of development fram hazardousconditions;
+ regulole the form and characler ofintensive residential, mullilamily and commercial

Fulure Nelghbowhoods Area UL B

development;
Guldelines Guldelines UL 8 and NE 6 shall apply.
Application Development Permits will no! be required for developments io which section $48-+123 of the

Local Government Act does not opply. Councll relains the right 1o waive the requirement far a
Development Permit where it has determined that o Permit would notinclude any variations ar

addilional condillons of development andis. therefore, not necessary lor the development ol the
site.,
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GUIDELINES

Upper Lands Watercourse Proteciion Guidelines

The following guideines shall apply to all lands in the Fulure Neighbourhoods, including the Rodgers Creek Area,
a. Withrespecl {o this guideline, "development” shallmean any of the following:

0] removal, alleration, clisruption or destruction of vegetalion;

fii} disturbance of soils;

(iii) construction or erection of buildings and structures;

fiv) creation of non-structural impervious or semi-impervious surfaces;
{v} flood protection works;

{vi) construclion of roads, frails, docks, wharves andbridges;

{wi} provision and maintenance of sewer and water services;

{viij  development! of drainage systems; and

{ix) develcpment of utility corridors.

b. Locate development on porfions of the site that are least environmenially sensitive, recognizing crossings for roads, services and ulilities
may be unavoidable.

. In order lo achieve no net loss of riparian habital, keep Iree of development the area within 30 metres of the top of the permonent
walercourse bank or edge of permanent wetland. The District may consider an allernative riparian management area for a permanent
walercourse or permanent welland that is consistent with the objectives of this Development Parmit designation and ihe Provincial Rish-
Pretoglion e Act,

d. Inorder to achieve no net loss of Aparian habital, keep free of development the area within 15 metres of the top of the non-permanent
watercourse bank or edge of non-permanent wetiand, The Disirict may consider en alternative riparian managemeni area for a non-
permanent watercourse or non-permanent wetland that is consistent with the objectives of this Development Permit designation and the
Provincial Eish-RrotactionR : Aclt,

e. Where it is nol practical fo achieve no net loss of riparion habitat within an area determined in accordance with sections c. and d. above,
provide compensatory habital approved by the District of West Vancouver, acknowledging ony compensetion measures approved

by the-Deparment-otFisheries and Oceans © 11 13, to achieve no nel loss of riparian habilat, by (in order of preference):
{i} replanting or resloring a similar area on @ watercourse or wetland in the District, or
{ii) contributing to a District habitat restoration program in an amount equivalent to the cost of providing such compensatory
habitat.

I. Implement recommendations approved by the District of West Vancouver, including mitigation measures that are consistent with these
guidelines and are proposed by Ihe permil applicant or ils advisors in development approval information submitted in accordance with
Policy NE 1 : )

9. Require the provision of securily to be applied by the District o the cost of works, construction or other activities required in the
circumstances described in 59255 1 of the Local Government Act,

Page 87

417



Official Community Pian. Schedule i Area-Specific Policies & Guidalines

GUIDELINES

GuipeLINes UL 7

LIMITED USEAND RECREATION AREA

POLICY UL ?

Protect the natural enviranment of the Limited Use and Recreation Area.

DEVELOPMENT PERMIT AREA DESIGNATION UL 9
The Umited Use ond Recreation Areq, as defined and Mustrated by the Upper Lands Development Permit Area Designalion
Map UL 9, Is designoled as o Development Permit Area for the pratection of the natural environmenl,

Conditians

o
=)
=]

o
]

<
[

g
T
2
1]

]

[

T S
o Objeclives
o
=]

g | Guldelines
% Application
=1

Category | Local Govemnment Act s 191483 {1){a] and (b}

The Development Permit Area designation Is waranted due 1o the following characienshics of the

areq:

= arange of slopes including extensive steep lands that require site development ta minimize
disturbance of the natural site conditions and to moderate the Impact on views of and from the
site,

= extensive forest cover of high quality that creates a park like environment, sensitive habitat and
ground conditions, as well as issues of drainage, erosion and flood hazard,

= difficult and remate terrain, which limits the provision of municipal services, roads and other
infrastructure,

» exlensiva creek oreas that require oppropriate setbacks, and control or prohibiticn of
development within the creek sensitive zones.

| Guidelines UL 9 shall opply.

= provide for the protection of the nalural environment, iis ecosysterms and biological diversity;
provide for the prolection of development from hazardousconditions

Development Permils will not be required for developments fo which section 48,3458 of the

| Local Govemment Act does not apply. Council retains the right to waoive the requirement for a
Development Permit where it has determined that a Permit would not include any variations or
additional conditions of development and s, therefore, not necessary for the development of the
site.

418

Paga 53



Dfficial Community Ptan. Schedule . Araa-Specific Polictes & Gu de nes

In addressing the conditions and object ves n the Um'ted Use and Recreati n Area, th f llow ng guidelines opply:
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Limited Use and Recrealion Area Development Permit Area Designation Map UL 9

a Min'mze dstwbance to
exist'ng terrain and
vegetal on

b. Moximze the retention of the
native forest and other
existing vegetalion

c. Withrespect to this guide ne
“deve opment” shall mean
ony of the following

{1 remova alteration
d'sruplion or destructhon of
vegetat on,

{i} dsturbance of so'ls;

(i}  construction or erection of
bu'ldings and structures;

(v)  crealt'on of non-structuroal
impervious or semi
impervious surfaces;

(v]  flood protection works,

{vii  construction of roods trails,
docks, wharves and br'dges

{vi) provision and maintenance
of sewer and water services

{vii} development of drainage
systemns; and

()  development of ulility
corridors,
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Locale development on portions of the site that are least environmentally sensitive, recognizing crossings for roads, services and ulilifies

may be unavoidable.

In order to achieve no net loss of riparian habilat, keep free of development the area within 30 meires of the top of the permanent
watercourse bank or edge of permanent wetland. The District may consider an altemative riparian management area for a
permanent watercourse or permanent wetiand that is consistent with the objectives of this Development Permit designation and the

Provinciol Eeh-Protastisn-7poio

In order {o achieve no net loss of riparian habitat, keep iree of development the area within 15 metres of the top of the non-
permanent walercourse bank or edge of non-permanent weliand. The District may consider an alternative riparian management
area for a non-permanent watercourse or non-permanent wetland that is consistent with the objectives of this Development Permil

Act.

designation and the Provinciol Eish-Pralacticaf ton Ack,

Where it is nol practical to achieve no net loss of Aiparion habitat within an ares determined in accordance with sections ¢, and d.
above, provide compensatory habitat approved by the District of West Vancouver, acknowledging any compansation measures

opproved by the-Department-otFisheries and Oceans C o0, to achieve no net loss of riparian habital, by (in order of
preference}:

{i} replanling or restoring o similar area on a watercourse or wetland in the District, or

{ii) contribuling to a Disirict habitat restorafion program in an amount equivalent to the cost of providing such

compensatory habitat,

Implement recommendations approved by the Distiict of West Vancouver, including mitigation measures thot are consistent with
these guidelines and are proposed by the permit applicant or its advisors in development approval information submitted in

occordance with Polficy NE | 4-anek-Bylaw o —43460-2004,

Require the provision of security io be applied by the District to the cost of works, construction or other aclivities required in the
circumstances described in 582550

of the Locol Governmen! Act.

O
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GUIDELINES

E E V AREA
GUIDELINES HE &

LOWER CAULFEILD HERITAGE CONSERVATION AREA

Heritoge Conservallon Aren Designation HE &
The Lower Caulfeild Area, as defined and illustraled by the Lower Caulfeild Herilage Conservation Area Designafion
Map HE &, is designoted as o Heritage Conservalion Areq.

Calegory Locat Government Acts. 82844141 [1} D
Heritage Features Lower Caulfeildis the collection of private residences, St. Francisin-the-Wood Anglican Church,
and Choracteristics | and public lands {parks and streets) siluated on the peninsula between Pilot Bay and Caulfeild
Cave, just east of Lighthouse Park,

The Lower Caulfeild area is important as an historic neighbowhood that combines the natural
beauty of the coastal londscope with The picturesque English architectural and garden
landscape tradilions adopted by 8ritish settiers 1o coastol British Columbic.

Criginally part of a large parcel of lond purchasedin 1899, Lower Coulteild was conceived by
Francis Caulleild as a vitage of good design set nalurally in the landscape, with the caastine
primarily reserved for public enjoyment, It wos subdivided with properlies of varying size and
shape. Iregularly amayed along narrow, winding country lanes.

The landscape of Lower Caulieild is important for the prominence of its nalural features. It has a
mostly undisturbed coastine. with rocky promoniories and a sandy cove; and there are rocky
outcroppings throughoul the neighbourhood. It is olso impertant as a sehing for native plant
species {cedar, Douglas fir, vine maple, arbutus and dogwood) and coastal ecologies. as well
as omamental ond noturalized gardens,

The character-defining elements of Lower Caulieild include:

+ aresidentiol neighbourhood edged by walerfront parkiand:

* alandscape of natural rock oulcroppings and primarily native plant species;

= narow. winding lands with informal verges;

+ properties dominoted by naturalized landscopes and rockerdes in the English garden
tradition;

* houses ighlly siluated on and amidst undisturbed or ighlly modified rock ouleroppings; and

» vislas eqst, west (Lighthouse Park), and soulh {water) from many poinis.configurafion ot lots,

Lower Caullelld Heritage Conservalion Area HE-HCA-&

Objectives *  Tomaintain Lower Caulfeiid's distinctive choracter as expressed by nalural rock
ouvlcroppings, native trees, naluralized plants in domestic rock gardens, curving and namow
lanes, informal rood edges, waterfront parkland, rocky shorefine, and sensilively-sited
buildings.

* Toconserve and enhance the heritage characier of Lower Caulfeild through:

- the relenfion and renovation of exsting buildings; and

-__new development that is designed fo fit with and relain naturadl site attibutes, Page 5§
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Official Community Plan: Schedule i Area-Spacilic Policies & Guidefinas

Guidelines Guidelines HE 6 shall apply.
Schedule
Herilage Alleralion | An Alteration Permil shall be required for development on private property involving:
Permits
« subdivision, including iot line reckgnment;
* new buildings or structures;
+ dlteration of and/or addition to an exsling building or structure; and
+  olieration of nolurcl landfoms. site features, or established grade.
Nothing in this Policy requires Council or its delegate lo issue a Heritage Alteration Permit if it
beligves thot the Permit would allow development contrary 1o the guideines of ihis Schedule.
This Policy does not In any way aftect or diminish the powers of the Approving Officer.
Exemptions lor An Alteralion Pemnit shall not be required for;
Heritage Alteration » interior work that does not materially affect the extemal oppearance of a building or
Permis increase the floor area; or
+ demoiition of an existing bul'ding or structure: or
+ free culling or fence construction for which no municipal approval is required, except
wilhin any required yard abutting o roed or public property; or
« arenovation or addition to an existing buiiding. comprising a ffoor area increase of less
than 10% of the existing building. that is consistent with Guidelines HE é. conforms 1o fhe
Zoning Bylaw, and does not include other site alteration.
Delegation of In accordance with the provisions of s. 82241 7 of the Local Government Act, Council delegales
fo issuance of the Director of Planning. Lands and Permits the authority to issue or refuse a Heritoge Atteration
Heritage Alteration | Permitif the proposed developmentis:
Permits. * olotline recignment; or
* consiniction of anew building or structure, or rencvalions to an existing building or
sliuclure, that is consistent with guidelines HE 6 and conforms to the Zoning Bylaw;or
« consiruction of a new building or structure, or renovalions or additions 1o an existing
building er structure, that is consistent with guidelines HE 4 and in substantial conformily to
the Zoning Bylaw, meaning thot any variance is minor and compliance with the Zoning
Bylaw would involve hardship or loss of hefitage value or character: or
+ replacement of an existing building or struclure that was lawfully constructed but does not
conform to the curent Zoning Bylaw, wilh a new building or structure thal maintgins the
same siling and massing. and does not require any further variances to the Zoning Byiaw.
Pollcy HE &
Conserve the heritage value and characler-defining elemenis of the Lower Caulfelld nelghbourhood as shown on Map
HE 6.
Policy HE 7

Any propoesals lor significant change by the District of West Vancouver within a park or public righi-of-way. including
boulevards, roads and walkways, shall require community consultation prior to plans being finalized

Page 57
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Policy HE 8

Official Community Plan’ Schedula ii. Area-Specific Policies & Guidelinas

Applications for the culting of trees on public land shall comply with the Municipol free Policy and/for the Caulfeild Park

Managemen! Flan

Pilot

Cove
N
i

W=  =E
1
5
Lighthouss
Park
CAULFEILD PARK

Lower Caulielld Heritage Conservation Area Map HE &

The following guidelines apply to developmeni within the context of the
objectives of HE 4. In specific situations, adherence to a porticular
guideline may not be appropriole o achieve the intent of the
Conservalion Area designation.

1. SHEAND LANDSCAPE DESIGN
il

Alteration of existing terain should be aveided, or minimized
where it is not practical to avoid disruption, to conserve asite's
natural characteristics

Healthy trees and vegetalion should be retained, laking into
account protection of existing views and vistas, and accessto
sunlight.

Naiural rock outcroppings should be retained and incorporated
info the landscape design.

The visual impact of swimming poots and deck areas shouldbe
minimized, and removal of rock outcroppings for swimming
pools should be avoided.

Retaining walls, particularly those that would be visible from the
properly’s road frontage or public lands should be avoided. I
not practical to do so, miligation measures should be
implemented to reduce visualimpacis of retaining walls, suchas
stepped construction and landscape screening. Retaining walls
should be constructed of, or faced with, natural or split rock
material.

Page 58
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District of West Vancouver: Official Community Plan (REVISED DRAFT)

Schedule iii.
Glossary

(Please refer to Full OCP available the District’s website: www.westvancouver.calocp)
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Policy Chapter Review Phase 4
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1. INTRODUCTION

The District of West Vancouver has been reviewing its Official Community Plan (OCP),
the District's number one planning tool for the next decade or more. Given that the OCP
touches citizens’ lives in some way every day (from how housing needs can be met, to
where shops, services and community facilities are located, to how we move around
and to how we protect the environment and respond to climate change), public
engagement has been an integral part of the OCP Review process.

COMPLETE COMPLETE COMPLETE Q1-Q22018

3.

1 2 e
Directions}++==+> (!

Objectives)+>| Ideas }>

The Draft Plan included policies and accompanying maps for each OCP topic area. The
Draft Plan incorporated the values and objectives developed by the community in Phase
1. In Phase 2 the community developed “ldeas” to make their objectives happen. These
became “Directions”, which the community evaluated and refined in Phase 3. From
these refinements emerged the policies in the Draft Plan.

Phase 4 engagement opportunities were designed to provide citizens with a range of
ways to learn about the Draft Plan and to provide their feedback, including stakeholder
meetings, Information Booths, one-on-one sessions and youth events.

This report describes Phase 4 events and summarizes feedback received to provide a
concise and factual record of citizen input contributed during this phase. A full transcript
of comment forms (hard copy and digital), emails, letters and Information Booth
feedback is also available as a separate document. Public engagement summary
reports and transcripts from Phase 1, "Objectives”, Phase 2, “ldeas” and Phase 3,
“Directions”, are similarly available.



2. PHASE 4 OVERVIEW

Communications and Qutreach:
Communications Plan for Phase 4 included;

Eight ads in the North Shore News and one ad in Paivand
Seven District enewsletters

Listing on the District homepage, calendar and OCP webportal
Posters in District Facilities and John Lawson Park

17 social media posts and over 10,000 impressions

3,300 unique OCP webpage views

in Phase 4 staff continued to be available to the community to answer questions and
provide information both by phone, email, and at the Planning Department front counter.

During Phase 4 staff fielded over 20 calls, approximately 30 emails and 12 counter
inquiries on the Draft Plan. All were encouraged to attend an event and provide their
comments in writing, so feedback could be received in residents’ own words. Many
inquiries were questions regarding the process for Phase 4: where to find the Draft Plan
online, the location and times of the information booths and how feedback could be
submitted. Another set of questions, which were received across each engagement
stream, were of clarification around particular policies or elements of the Draft Plan. The
most frequent of these were:

What do the different targets mean? What is the existing baseline data for these?
Are the proposed local area planning boundaries fixed or can they change?
Would mixed use development like live-work be considered in all commercial
zones?

Would missing middle housing types like townhouses be considered across the
street as well as next door to hubs like schoots and parks?

Does density bonus also or often mean an increase in height?

What is the context to the draft policies, what are they proposed to address?
What would be the implementation process for coach houses and small lot
subdivisions in neighbourhoods?

How quickly can the draft OCP policies be implemented?

Phase 4 also allowed citizens to schedule one-on-one or small group meetings to talk to
staff about the Draft Plan. This was provided as an alternative to all and any residents
that could not attend an Information Booth. Approximately 25 individuals attended one
of these sessions during Phase 4.
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Stakeholder Engagement:
16 stakeholder meetings with 159 citizen attendees

At the launch of Phase 4 emails were sent to over 90 stakeholder groups to notify them
of the Draft Plan and engagement opportunities, invite comments and offer to meet or
discuss the Draft Plan. From this engagement 16 stakeholder meetings were held with
the following groups (alphabetically):

Ambleside & Dundarave Business Improvement Association Board
Ambleside & Dundarave Ratepayers’ Association Board

British Properties Area Homeowners Association

Community Housing Action Committee

Gleneagles Community Centre Advisory Committee

Medical Health Officer, Vancouver Coastal Health, North Shore & Sea to Sky
North Shore Advisory Committee on Disability Issues

Seniors’ Activity Centre Advisory Board

Working Group Chair Focus Group

West Vancouver Community Centres Society Board

West Vancouver Chamber of Commerce Board

West Vancouver Foundation Board

West Vancouver Community Grants Committee

West Vancouver Memorial Library Board

West Vancouver Seniors Action Table (via Lionsview Seniors Planning Society)
Western Residents Association Board

The meetings responded to the mandates and interests of the various stakeholder
groups. They were an opportunity to provide information on the Draft Plan, answer
stakeholder questions and understand the different perspectives of each stakeholder
group. Copies of the Draft Plan and comment forms were distributed to all meeting
attendees and written feedback invited, so that comments on the Draft Plan could be
received in stakeholders' own words.

Stakeholder outreach (including meetings and emails) generated 27 written
submissions from the following (alphabetically): :

Ambleside & Dundarave Business Improvement Association
Ambleside & Dundarave Ratepayers' Association

BC Ferries

British Pacific Properties Limited

British Properties Area Homeowner Association

Community Housing Action Committee

DWV Community and Energy Emissions Plan Working Group
DWV Strategic Transportation Plan Working Group

DWYV Upper Lands Working Group

DWYV Working Group Chair Focus Group

Hollyburn Country Club

HUB North Shore



Lighthouse Park Preservation Society

MyOwnSpace Housing Society

North Shore Advisory Committee on Disability Issues
North Shore Community Resources Society

North Shore Disability Resource Centre

North Shore Heritage Preservation Society

Old Growth Conservancy

St. Stephen’s Anglican Church

Translink

Vancouver Coastal Health

West Vancouver Blue Dot Committee

West Vancouver Chamber of Commerce

West Vancouver Foundation

West Vancouver Memorial Library Board

West Vancouver Seniors’ Action Table (via Lionsview Seniors Planning Society)

These submissions are attached to this report in Section 4 below.

Youth Engagement:
6 sessions with 56 youth stakeholders.

Phase 4 included 6 youth stakeholder meetings with the
Youth Advisory Committee, the Whatever Youth
Committee, the Student Work and Advisory Team, the
Preteen Advisory Committee, the Library's Teen
Advisory Group and a drop-in session at the Ambleside
Youth Centre. The sessions included a presentation on
the Draft Plan and how it relates to previous youth input,
discussion, and a brainstorming session on the OCP and
youth. Youth results are included in Section 3 below.

r:&-j'g l

Information Booths:
13 “Information Booths” held across the District that engaged over 700 residents.

0% | Phase 4 used an “Information Booth” format to
provide the community with opportunities to
learn about the Draft Plan. A series of 13
. “Information Booths” were held across the
District at various times of day to encourage
i participation from a broad cross-section of the
community. They were scheduled for three-hour
blocks, but each event began early (allowing
those that were in already-open facilities to
engage with the display and staff) and
continued until there were no more residents looking at the material or engaged in
conversations with staff. Typically each event lasted four hours.
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At the “Information Booths" residents were able to review a
visual summary of the Draft Plan and its key policies organized
around the five OCP topics. Hard copies of the Draft Plan and
comment forms were available and feedback stations allowed
residents to fill out comment forms at each event.

Citizens were able to discuss the Draft Plan with Planning staff
and get answers to their questions about the Draft Plan. These E >
one-on-one conversations were recorded by staff and many attendees took this
opportunity to provide their feedback to staff directly. All comments recorded at the
“Information Booths” have been analyzed and are presented in Section 3 below.

Comment Forms, emails and other submissions:
212 comment forms submitted, 71 emails received and 23 other pieces of
correspondence received.

Phase 4 included a comment form where citizens could provide their input on the Draft
Pian. The form was available online via the District's website, or as a hard copy form
available at all Information Booths, stakeholder meetings and Municipal Hall. it was
open-ended and enabled residents to provide as much feedback as they wanted and
address as many, or as few, sections of the plan as they were interested in. In addition
to the comment form, residents could also provide feedback via email. Some residents
also provided feedback in the form of correspondence directly with Council, or through
comments following one-on-one meetings. Results of all comment forms, emails and
other submissions are presented together in Section 3.

The comment form included optional demographic questions to obtain some information
about respondents. The table below shows responses to the “Where do you live?”
guestion;

Total Percentage

| five in West Vancouver 150 71%
| work or own a business in West Vancouver but live elsewhere 16 7%
Both live and work/own a business in West Vancouver 35 17%
| visit but don't live or work in West Vancouver 11 5%

The overwhelming majority of those that submitted a comment form lived or worked (or
both) in West Vancouver. Ambleside was the most frequent response to the “Select the
West Vancouver Neighbourhood where you live” question (29%) followed by Sentinel
Hill’Cedardale (17%) and Dundarave (17%). All neighbourhoods, with the exception of
Glenmore were represented.

The ages of respondents were generally reflective of the overall demographics of West
Vancouver: the majority of respondents (48%) were between 45 and 64, followed by
those over 65 with 28%. 20% of respondents were between 24 and 44. Youth below 25
were the least represented at 1%. Recognizing this is a difficult group to reach, the
dedicated youth engagement program was continued during this phase, so actual
engagement with youth is higher.



3. PHASE 4 RESULTS

Youth Engagement.

Youth identified the Housing & Neighbourhoods chapter as the most important part of the Draft Plan,
in particular the policies focused on increasing the types and tenures of housing units available
across the District. Youth stakeholder sessions consisted of facilitated dialogues that asked youth
for their priorities on all five OC topics. The results of these discussions are presented below as a
series of word clouds that indicate the top youth priorities for each OCP topic (based on frequency):
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Information Booths:

Over 700 residents attended an Information Booth during Phase 4. As a result of these
conversations over 1,300 comments were recorded by staff, the results of which are
presented below. Comments are organized according to support or opposition to the
Draft Plan, its five topic areas and specific policies. Additional comments regarding
clarification, suggestions and additions are also included and ranked according to
frequency.

Draft Official Community Plan

162 comments were recorded on the Draft Official Community Plan: 56 in support,
28 against and 78 additional comments

: Aiainst

General conversations on Draft OCP Support | Concern

Overall Draft OCP 56 28

78 additional comments regarding the Draft Official Community Plan:

Compliments on the Information Booth format and boards (25 comments)
Concern the Draft Plan has not adequately address traffic congestion {16
comments)

The Draft Plan is urgently required and should be even more bold (13 comments)
Against any type of change in West Vancouver and concern over potential impacts
on views (11 comments)

Questions about specific development proposals and how they relate to the Draft
Plan (7 comments)

Discussions on general scope of an OCP: what it needs to include, how it is
implemented, what are its priorities, and what is the implementation timeline (6
comments)




Housing & Neighbourhoods

Sensitive Infill - 137 comments were recorded: 103 in support, 8 against and 26
additional comments.

Support Against

Policies on sensitive infill in existing neighbourhoods Support Against

26 additional comments on sensitive infill policies:

Missing Middle - 105 comments were recorded: 82 in support, zero against and
23 additional comments.

Support
Policies on expanding missing middle Support | Against
2.1.4 — Expand “missing middle” housing options along Marine Dr. 49 0
2.1.5 - Increase mixed use on existing comm rc al sites 16 0
2.1.6 — Prioritize community use & housing on Community Use sites 6 0
2.1.7 - Consider site specific applications in limited circumstances 11 0
Total 82 0

23 additional comments on missing middle policies:

» Desire for expanded areas for townhouses throughout the District (17 comments)
* Priority locatio s fo these forms should be by amenities and transit (5 comments)
» Policies should allow for fourplexes as well as triplexes (1 comment)
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Neighbourhood character and heritage policies — 36 comments were recorded: 28

in support, 1 against and 7 additional comments.

Support

Against

1.

Policies on respecting character and protecting heritage

Support

Against

2.1.8 — New single-family homes respect neighbourhood character 17 0
2.1.9 — Protect heritage buildings, structures and landscapes 11 1
Total 28 1

7 additional comments on neighbourhood character and heritage policies:

comments)

» Suggestions on strengthening incentives for heritage protection {3 comments)
¢ Clarification on how the OCP can help to save heritage buildings (2 comments)
» Support for addressing the unintended incentives that encourage large homes (2

Centres and Corridors — 149 comments were recorded: 70 in support, 17 against

and 62 additional comments.

Support

Against

Policies on strengthening our centres and corridors

Support | Against

2.1.12 — Implement the Marine Drive Local Area Plan 3 0

2.1.13 - Prepare Local Area Plans for Ambleside, Taylor Way and 60 17
Horseshoe Bay Village

2.1.14 - Local Area Plan Process 6 0

2.1.15 — Consideration of proposals prior to LAP adoption 1 0

Total 70 17

62 additional comments on centres and corridors policies:

comments)

* Questions on the LAP process, unit estimates, boundaries, etc. (22 comments)
» Support for increased unit estimates for the Local Area Plans (12 comments)

» Support for increased housing diversity in centres and corridors (11 comments)
= Support for reducing the unit estimates for the Local Area Plans (10 comments)
« Concern about potential impacts of LAPs on neighbourhood character (7




Housing affordability, accessibility and sustainability — 158 comments were
recorded: 107 in support, 2 against and 49 additional comments.

Support : Against

Policies on advancing affordability, accessibility & sustainability | Support | Against
2.1.16 — Support rental housing and renter households 19 1
2.1.17 — Promote new rental, seniors and supportive housing units 31 1
2.1.18 — Collaborate on rental seniors and supportive housing 10 0
2.1.18 - Ensure new multi-family housing meets community needs 28 0
2.1.20 - Use surplus District-owned lands to increase housing 4 0
diversity
2.1.22 — Advance community energy efficiency and reduce GHGs 8 0
2.1.23 - Promote climate adaptation measures in new housing 7 0
Total 107 2

49 additional comments on housing affordability, accessibility and sustainability:

= The District needs more affordable housing units (22 comments)

» Housing units should support a range of demographics (from youth, to families, to
seniors) (15 comments)

» The creation of non-market and supportive housing units should be a priority (12
comments) '

10
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Future Neighbourhoods

Future Neighbourhoods — 104 comments were recorded: 73 in support, 17 against
and 14 additional comments.

Against

| Policies on new development in the Upper Lands Support | Against
2.2.1 - Manage new development in the Upper Lands 9 1
2.2.3 — Determine community benefits that warrant allowing 3 4
development above the 1200’ contour or an increase in density
2.2.4 - Ensure Area Development Plans incorporate numerous 4 2
requirements
2.2.5 — Ensure the community benefits from new development 1 0
Policies on Cypress Village and Cypress West Support | Against
2.2.7 — Prepare Area Development Plans for Cypress Village & 3 2
Cypress West
2.2.8 - Cluster development around a mixed-use Cypress Village 12 2
2.2.9 - Seek to transfer residential development potential from ali 12 0
remaining lands below 1200’ west of Eagle Creek
2.2.10 — Consider the transfer of residential development potential 3 4
from lands west of Eagle Creek below 1200’ to lands above 1200’ in
limited circumstances
2.2.11 — Acquire lands west of Eagle Creek & dedicate as public park 5 0
2.2.12 - Prioritize the acquisition of the most ecologically and 10 0
recreationally significant private lands
2.2.13 — Establish Cypress Village as a unique mountain gateway 7 0
2.2.14 — Include a range of housing types, tenures and unit sizes 1 0
2.2.16 — Incorporate recreational & visitor considerations into design 3 2

Total 73 17

14 additional comments on Future Neighbourhoods:

environmental resources to be protected (2 comments)

e Transportation requirements should be strengthened (7 comments)
» Against any development above the 1200’ contour (4 comments)
= Support for allowing development above the 1200’ contour if it allows additional

» Desire to see sironger policies to enhance recreational activity while also protecting
sensitive ecological areas (i.e. mountain biking trails) (1 comment)

11




l.ocal Economy

Local Economy — 160 comments were recorded: 142 in support, 2 against and 20

additional comments.

Support

Against

Policies on strengthening our commercial centres & nodes Support | Against
2.3.1 - Emphasize Ambleside Municipal Town Centre as the heart of 23 0
the District
2.3.2 - Recognize Park Royal as a Regional Shopping Centre 2 0
2.3.3 - Enhance Horseshoe Bay Village as a regional destination 12 0
2.3.4 — Regenerate Dundarave and Caulfeild Village Centres 9 0
2.3.5 — Plan for a range of commercial uses at Cypress Village 3 0
2.3.6 — Expand commercial and mixed-use zones 14 0
2.3.7 - Maintain existing marine commercial use zones 10 0
2.3.8 - Encourage economic activity District-wide 8 0
2.3.9 — Implement & update built-form guidelines for centres & nodes 1 0
Policies supporting tourism & visitors Support | Against
2.3.10 —~ Support the development of visitor accommodations 3 1
2.3.11 = Incentivize hotel and other major business opportunities - 1 1
2.3.12 - Encourage the creation of versatile spaces (e.g. live-work). 9 0
2.3.13 — Support placemaking through an attractive public realm 16 0
2.3.14 — Support the province’s operation of Cypress Provincial Park 1 0
2.3.15 — Collaborate on marketing West Van as a tourist destination 5 0
Policies promoting opportunities & innovation Support | Against
2.3.16 — Support new and emerging economic opportunities 13 0
2.3.17 - Foster collaborations with the business community 1 0
2.3.18 — Support small business 11 0
Total 142 2

20 additional comments on the Local Economy:

» Questions about commercial property ownership (1 comment)

¢ Support for policies that support local businesses and revitalization {11 comments)
¢ Support for expanding marine commercial use zones (8 comments)

12
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Transportation & Infrastructure

Transportation — 197 comments were recorded: 127 in support, 23 against and 47
additional comments.

e e ——————

Against

e

Policies encouraging walking and cycling Support | Against
2.4.1 - Complete the pedestrian and cycling network 11 2
2.4.2 — Provide atftractive alternatives to driving 21 2
2.4.3 - Use road rights of way to expand urban connector trails 5 0
2.4.4 — Develop pedestrian and cycling guidelines 5 t]
2.4.5 - Use road space reallocation to expand pedestrian & cycling 8 0
networks
Policies that support mobility and regional connections Support | Against
2.4.7 — Work with TransLink to improve public transit service 19 1
2.4.8 — Expand bus priority transit service along Marine Drive 6 0
2.4.9 - Continue to develop and refine streetscape guidelines 6 0
2.4.10 — Support the continuation of existing rail and ferry service 3 0
2.4.11 — Partner to explore transportation alternatives 12 0
Policies enhancing road network . Support | Against
2.4.12 — Maintain and seek to expand the road network 3 18
2.4.13 - Deliver improvements through development opportunities 3 0
2.4.14 — Incorporate universal access design principles for all 5 0
2.4.15 — Optimize safety of arterial roads for all users 1 0
2.4.16 — Develop traffic calming guidelines 5 0
2.4.17 — Develop parking management strategies in centres 2 0
2.4.20 - Collaborate to facilitate movement across the North Shore 1 0
Policies promoting sustainability and innovation Support | Against
2.4.21 — Support sustainable transit & reduced auto dependency 4 0
2.4.22 — Support bike, car and rise sharing in centres 3 0
2.4.23 - Provide infrastructure for electric & low-emission vehlcles 4 0
Total 127 23

47 additional comments on Transportation and Infrastructure:

comments)

e The District should do more to address to traffic and traffic congestion (18

13




Parks and Environment

Environment policies — 19 comments were recorded: 7 in support, 7 against and 5§
additional comments.

Support

Policies managing our urban environment Against
1 0

Policies protecting and enhancing ecological integrity

5 additional comments on Environment policies:

Parks policies — 28 comments were recorded: 17 in support, 4 against and 7
additional comments

Support Against
Policies managing our valuable parks system Support | Against
2.7.1 — Manage our parks and ope spaces according to core values 1 0
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2.7.2 — Provide for park improvements through planning processes 2 0
2.7.3 — Seek strategic dedication or acquisition of parkland 1 0
2.7.5 — Use greenbelfs & boulevards to support neighbourhood 0
character
2.7.6 — Support compatible activities in parks and open spaces 0 1
Policies protecting the Upper Lands natural assets Support | Against
2.7.7 - Manage Limited Use and Recreation lands above 1200’ 2 0
2.7.8 — Seek to acquire vacant private lands above 1200’ 2 1
2.7.9 - Protect environmental values below 1200’ 1 0
2.7.10 — Support the Hollyburn Cabin Community 2 0
2.7.11 — Maintain Upper Lands trails 1 0
2.7.12 - Allow recreational uses on authorized trails 0 1
Policies promoting trails and access to nature Support | Against
2.7.15 Advance the Spirit Trail 4 0
2.7.17 Improve universal access to parks, open spaces and trails 0 1
Total 17 4

7 additional comments on Parks policies:

e Support the completion of the Spirit Trail (4 comments)

» Support for increased management of parks and trails (3 comments)

Social Well-being

Access and Inclusion — 46 comments were recorded: 34 in support, 1 against and

6 additional comments.

Support Against
Policies supporting demographic diversity Support | Against
2.8.1 — Anticipate and meet community needs 3 0
2.8.2 — Incorporate universal accessibility design in public spaces 1 0
2.8.3 — Improve access to services and resources 1 0
2.8.4 — Provide services for persons with disabilities and seniors 1 0
2.8.5 — Provide services and programs for children, youth & families 2 0
2.8.6 — Review programs to meet needs of new immigrants 1 0
2.8.7 — Support programs celebrating the Districts' cultural diversity 5 0
2.8.8 — Collaborate on dementia friendly strategies and plans 1 0

15




Policies enhancing public facilities and spaces Support | Against
2.8.9 — Maintain and optimize existing civic facilities 3 0
2.8.11 — Support community hubs (e.g Child and Family and Youth) 3 0
2.8.12 — Secure new community spaces through new development 5 1
2.8.14 — Create & maintain public spaces in Town & Village centres 2 0
2.8.15 — Support a variety of community activities and events 8 0
2.8.16 — Work with local schools to coordinate use of public space 1 0

Total 37 1

6 additional comments on access and inclusion:

facilities (2 comments)

» Support for stronger policies on increasing community events (4 comments)
» Support for policies that look at space sharing for all District and community

Community Health:

Community Health — 15 comments were recorded: 12 in support, zero against and
3 additional comments.

Policies enabling an active community Support | Against
2.9.1 — Maintain and optimize the use of existing recreation facilities 1 0
2.8.2 - Explore opportunities for space sharing 1 0
Policies embracing arts, creativity and lifelong education Support | Against
2.9.7 — Recognize the role played by the creative sector 4 0
2.9.8 — Support the West Vancouver Memorial Library 1 0
Policies enhancing community heaith Support | Against
2.9.11 — Collaborate to address health & social service issues 3 0
2.9.12 — Support development of an integrated food system 1 0
2.9.13 — Increase community resiliency during emergencies 1 0
Total 12 0

3 additional comments on community health:

the ambulance service) (2 comments)

comments)

» Support for expanded health services in the district (including increased support for

« Questions about public art and how it is secured as a community amenity (1
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Comment Forms, Emails & Other Submissions:

A total of 306 submissions were received during Phase 4: 212 comment forms, 71 emails and 23
other submissions. The analysis section is grouped by OCP topic and the policy themes included in
the Draft Plan. Comments have been analyzed according to support or opposition by OCP topic and
policy. Additional comments related to specific policy sections are also inciuded and ranked according
to frequency. A selection of representative quotes is also included for some policy sections.

THE DRAFT OFFICIAL COMMUNITY PLAN

78 submissions included comments on the overall Draft Official Community Pla

This included 40 submissions in support, 20 against and 18 additional comments,
Support Against

18 additional comments regarding the Draft Official Community Plan
* Concern regarding the timing of Phase 4 and requests for extending the comment

period (10 comments)
« Compliments on the Phase 4 process and legibility of the Draft Plan (4 comments)
* Suggestions that the Draft Plan should be bolder and more innovative (4 comments)

‘ ‘Love the proposed OCP, excited to see it implemented and
hoping it happens well before the target date.”

‘| have carefully read your master plan and want
J . to congratulate you on a very complete survey of
‘ ‘l ve been a resident here for over 50 resources and what can be done to improve the lives

years and | saw no more! No more.” of those living here. | agree 100% on your plans. , ,

‘ ‘In general, [ am in total support of the proposed OCP Draft. In fact, | would generally
say the steps taken to improve both quality of life, affordability, and quantity of homes is
less bold than | fear is necessary to stave off the immanent problems the District would
face if we do nothing at all {i.e. reject the draft).

‘ ‘ Thank you for putting so much time and “ welcome the new OCP
effort into the Community Draft Plan.” and upcoming changes. , ,

‘ ‘ Concerns with public engagement on Draft OCP, including:
a. The time frame for public feedback (originally 4-weeks) is not nearly long enough;
b. 2-week extension to deadline (to March 29) is stili not enough...”
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Official Community Plan - Phase

HOUSING &
NEIGHBOURHOODS

Out of 306 total submissions 260 made references to the Housing &
Neighbourhoods chapter. Commenis submitted ranged from general 8 5
0
0

statements about the full suite of housing policies to suggestions for elements
of specific policies. Submissions have been analyzed and grouped by policy, of submissions
with general comments on all housing policies presented first addressed housing

General comments on all Housing & Neighbourhood policies:

99 submissions included general comments on the Housing & Neighbourhoods chapter.

This included 40 comments in support, 20 against and 39 additional comments:
Against

39 additional comments regarding additions or omissions to all Housing and Neighbourhoods policies:
+ Policies need a sense of urgency and must be implemented quickly (14 comments)
+ Transportation impacts have not been adequately considered (13 comments)
« Policies need to be more forward thinking (12 comments)

‘ ‘ | hope the adopted OCP is even more forward thinking than currently drafted, i.e. even
more proposed density possibilities, more units than currently projected allowed, bolder
transportation solutions made. But great start”

‘ ‘What | also need to add is my real sense that . . .
we do not have time to waste.” “We're currently in a housing cr|5|s., ,

“l endorse the themes, directions and objectives detailed in the OCP dratt.
If we can plan, implement, manage and govern within the guidelines and
“spirit” of the OCP, then we will ensure that the District of West Vancouver
remains a viable, inclusive and healthy community into the future. , ,

‘ ‘ | am not in favour of this OCP
and increasing density in specific
neighbourhoods. It will invariably
change West Van for the worse to
put more people in here."

‘ ‘ While the vision for increased density described in the
OCP is bold and exciting, the zoning changes need to be
enacted in the next 2 or 3 years to have an impact on my
generation of WV residents.”

‘ ‘ Before we add to our population and traffic gridlock through
higher density we need to solve our transportation issue.”
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SENSITIVE
INFILL

127 submissions included comments on sensitive infill policies

This included 73 submissions in support, 25 against and 29 additional comments.
Support Against

5 s
Policies Support | Against
2.1.1 - Amend neighbourhood subdivision standards 21 9
2.1.2 - Increase the supply of coach houses 26 10
2.1.3 - Expand opportunities for duplexes 26 6
Total: 73 25

29 additional comments regarding additions or omissions to sensitive infill policies

* Support for prezoning more areas for duplexes (e.g. by schools) (11 comments)

* Support for policy 2.1.2 incentives that include both Floor Area Ratio exemptions and
strata titling (8 comments)

« Support for considering application process improvements (6 comments)

* Request to remove unit estimates (4 comments)

‘ ‘ Options for housing diversification are imperative for W . Secondary suites, laneway homes,
townhouses, row houses, condominium units and apartments...are a great options to address
housing for local workers, down sizers and younger generations.”

‘ ‘ | like the idea of allowing coach “t support subdivision and gentle densification. e absolutely
houses and basement suites. In need to create housing diversity in West Vancouver; the life of

the past, one has had to choose the community is at risk if we don't., ,
between one or the other.”

“I was so shocked at the changes being proposed which would allow for the subdivision of existing
detached residential areas...it would completely change the character of West Vancouver, known for

its low density, beautiful gardens, extensive green space and quiet, quaint neighbourhoods. As this

would fundamentally change the municipality and | cannot believe this isn't being put to a referendum., ,

‘ ‘ 2.1 - | like the idea of permitting more housing flexibility through duplex housing in
existing neighborhoods. You should blanket zone the areas to pave the way.”

“As West Vancouver residents for over 45 years, my parents would love to stay but are finding their
current home to be more of a burden to maintain and live in over the past few years. There are limited
options for families to age in place or have multiple generations living together in West Vancouver. , ,

‘ ‘ Help us - existing home-owners - to densify. Change the restrictive FAR rulings to
allow more ground-level suites - particularly in areas near transit.”
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EXPANDING THE
MISSING MIDDLE

101 submissions included comments on missing middle housing policies.
This included 47 submissions in support, 16 against and 38 additional comments.

Support

Against

47
Policies Support Against
2.1.4 - Increase “missing middle” housing options along Marine Dr. 35 5
2.1.5 - Increase mixed-use on existing commercial sites 11 2
2.1.6 - Prioritize community use & housing on Community Use sites 1 2
2.1.7 - Consider site-specific applications in limited circumstance 0 7
Total: 47 16

38 additional comments regarding additions or omissions to missing middle policies:

* Support for identifying more townhouse & triplex locations (32 comments)

* Request to remove unit estimates (3 comments)

» Concerns with supporting any type of site-specific rezoning (3 comments
“I think you should significantly up the target
% for creating townhouses and other forms
of alternative housing., ,

‘ ‘ If there are townhouses, | will definitely
move back closer to home.”

RESPECTING CHARACTER & PROTECTING HERITAGE

74 submissions included comments on neighbourhood character & heritage policies.
This included 53 submissions in support, 13 against and 8 additional comments.

Support Against
Levgr s Saedaie s KR
Policies Support Against
2.1.8 - New single-family homes respect neighbourhood character 18 3
2.1.9 - Protect heritage buildings, structures and landscapes 7 4
2.1.10 - Support the Lower Caulfeild Heritage Conservation Area 2 0
2.1.11 - Prohibit secondary suites and coach houses on Eagle Island 26 6
Total: 53 13

8 additional comments regarding additions or omissions to neighbourhood character & heritage policies:

+ Support for additional heritage incentives (including density transfer) (4 comments)

» Concern that neighbourhood character policies are too vague (3 comments)

* Suggestion for a new policy recognizing the character of Gleneagles (1 comment)

“| am living here because | love the quite neighborhood
environment of West Vancouver. This is the most important

thing we should protect. , ,

‘ ‘ No more Monster Houses!"
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STRENGTHENING OUR
CENTRES AND CORRIDORS

B

255 submissions included comments on centres and corridors policies.

This included 115 submissions in support, 43 against and 97 additional comments.

Support

Against

o s

Policies Support Against

2.1.12 - Implement the Marine Drive Local Area Plan 9 4

2.1.13 - Prepare Local Area Plans for Ambleside, Taylor Way & 101 33

Horseshoe Bay Village

2.1.14 - Local Area Plan process 5 3

2.1.15 - Consideration of proposals prior to LAP adoption 0 3
Total: 115 43

97 additional comments regarding additions or omissions to centres and corridors policies:
* Support for more units across all Local Area Plans (36 comments)
* Support for expanding the boundary of the Taylor Way Local Area Plan (27 comments)
» Concerns about impacts on neighbourhood character in Ambleside and that its unit

estimates are too high (22 comments);

« Concerns that traffic impacts have not been adequately considered (8 comments

» Concerns the unit estimates aretoo high for Horseshoe Bay (4 comments)

‘ ‘Given the serious population problem in West Vancouver, | support the idea of increase the density
in Taylor Way corridor. Instead of mid-density, it shall be high-density. Isolated by Sentinel Hill, the
high-rise buildings won't affect the appearance of West Van in general. And Taylor Way (#99) itself
can absorb the traffic caused by increased population in corrido .”

“To encourage development in the key areas (Ambleside Town Centre, Taylor Way, Marine
Dr. H. Bay) you may want to consider allowing for pre-zoning and ease of land assemblies., ,

“The clear answer to the future of Ambleside is density, without

‘ ‘Perhaps it is time to say: Sorry,
there is no more room in West
Vancouver, go somewhere else.”

itthe business community will disappear. Allowing more building
will answer many of the concerns of business owners... ,,

‘ ‘ Do we really desire more people from elsewhere coming to
live and visit our town, causing more congestions on Marine

Drive, Taylor Way, Lines Gate Bridge and Highway 17"

‘ ‘ Please hear the support you have from residents & businesses to plan faster in order to fix
the current housing issues in W.V. The Community needs you to be more ambitious now!”
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ADVANCING HOUSING AFFORDABILITY
ACCESSIBILITY AND SUSTAINABILITY

260 submissions included comments on affordability, accessibility and sustainability policies:

This included 124 submissions in support, 33 against and 103 additional comments.

Support

Against

Policies Support | Against
2.1.16 - Support rental housing and renter households 6 3
2.1.17 - Promote new rental, seniors and supportive housing units 45 9
2.1.18 - Collaborate on rental, seniors and supportive housing 4 0
2.1.19 - Ensure new multi-family housing meets community needs 58 15
2.1.20 - Use surplus District-owned lands to increase housing diversity 4 3
2.1.22 - Advance community energy efficiency and reduce GHG 5 3
2.1.23 - Promote climate adaptation measures in new housing & site design 2 0
Total: 124 33

103 additional comments regarding additions or omissions to affordability, accessibility and sustainability
policies:
+ Support for more affordable housing units (43 comments)
* Support for more units that support demographic diversity (i.e. that are appropriate for
seniors, families and young workers) (42 comments)
+ Concerns about affordability and if it is possible in West Vancouver (12 comments)
* Against incentives that include bonuses for density or height (6 comments)

“With such high land prices is affordable

housing in West Vancouver even achievable?
‘ ‘ | support providing rental dwellings which will . , ,

enable the local work force to not have to live far
away due to lack of inventory and affordability
and be able to live in the community which they
are providing services in."

“The district needs...more variety of housing for
seniors like us but also for younger families and
singles that may still wish to stay in district and

that may work in West Vancouver. it may mean
having more rentals and smaller condo's both

‘ ‘West Vancouver is the only district that the population  which are in short supply.... ,,

is decreasing. There's not enough housing types, or
more affordable housing in the area...”

“We're not currently meeting the needs of existing West Vancouver residents and we
need to significantly increase density in order to meet those needs. e should really be
pre-zoning much of the area around Marine Drive in order to encourage development. , ,

‘ ‘We need residents of all age groups to live here...”
22
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FUTURE
ﬂ NEIGHBOURHOODS

76 submissions included comments on future neighbourhoods policies:

This included 34 submissions in support, 25 against and 17 additional comments.
Support Against

S 34 it s
Policies Support | Against
2.2.2 Prepare Area Development Plans prior to the development of land 11 1
2.2.3 - Determine community benefits that warrant allowing development 2 6

above the 1200’ contour or an increase in density

2.2.4 - Ensure area Development Plans incorporate numerous requirements
2.2.5 - Ensure the community benefits from new developmen

2.2.7 - Prepare Area Development Plans for Cypress Village & Cypress West
2.2.8 - Cluster developments around a mixed-use Cypress Village

2.2.9 - Seek to transfer residential development potential from all remaining
lands below 1200’ west of Eagle Creek

el L1 B2 E=2 i
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2.2.10 - Consider the transfer of residential development potential from lands 2 6

west of Eagle Creek below 1200’ to lands above 1200’ in limited circumstances

2.2.11 - Acquire lands west of Eagle Creek and dedicate them as public park 0 1

2.2.13 - Establish Cypress Village as a unique mountain gateway : 1 1

2.2.14 - Include a range of housing types, tenures and unit sizes 5 1

2.2.16 - Incorporate recreational and visitor considerations into design 2 1
Total: 34 25

17 additional comments regarding additions or omissions to future neighbourhoods policies:

* Policies should include a stronger statement on transportation (e.g. public transit)
(6 comments)
Support for additional references to affordability (5 comments)
Support for adding specific references to mountain biking (2 commenis
Support for including a job target for Cypress Village (1 comment)
Support for increasing funding for the maintenance of Cypress Park (1 comment)
Support for strengthening references to stormwater management (1 comment)
Process suggestions including decision making by referendum (1 comment)

‘ ‘ The new Cypress Village and Cypress West Neighbourhoods
development do provide an opportunity for a denser housing
development than has been traditionally available...”

“l would like to see a strong
statement regarding the
necessity of public transit
for Cypress Village. , ,

‘ ‘ Item 2.2.3 - | disagree with development over 1200 feet. This is contrary to
public sentiment as established through the Upper Lands Working Group.”
23
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Official Cormmunity Plan - Phase

LOCAL
ECONOMY

A total of 192 comments referenced the Local Economy: 17 general (10 in support, 7 against), 70 on
commercial centres and nodes, 77 on tourism and visitors and 28 on opportunities and innovation

STRENGTHENING OUR COMMERCIAL CENTRES AND NODES

70 submissions included comments on commercial centres and nodes policies:

This included 35 submissions in support, 23 against and 12 additional comments.

__Support Against

35

Policies Support | Against

2.3.1 - Emphasize Ambleside Municipal Town Centre as the heart of the District 16 11

2.3.2 - Recognize Park Royal as a Regional Shopping Centre 6

2.3.3 - Enhance Horseshoe Bay Village as a regional destination 4 0

2.3.4 - Regenerate Dundarave and Caulfield illage Centres 3 2

2.3.5 - Plan for a range of commercial uses in Cypress Village 2 1
1 3
3 5
0 1

2.3.6 - Expand commercial and mixed-use zones
2.3.7 - Maintain existing marine commercial use zones
2.3.9 - Implement and update built-form guidelines for centres and nodes

Total: 35 23

12 additional comments regarding additions or omissions to commercial centres and nodes policies:
* Additional details are required about economic policies (5 comments)
* Parking needs to be considered as part of these policies (4 comments)
* Support for reinstating the Ambleside boat iaunch (3 comments)

“Add more vibrancy to neighbourhood — Ambleside/Dundarave zoning — spot zoning
on corner key locations on 15th/11th/12th commercial below multifamily above or on
corner grocery store, coffee shop, wine bar, love to see this. , ,

‘ ‘ ..part of making the Ambleside revitalization a reality is to recognize that Park
Royal is a huge regional shopping draw. Ambleside should draw from this flow
of visitors by...focus on niche “mom & pop” classy shops and restaurants to
draw people from the Park Royal style shops.”

‘ ‘ “ltem 2.3.4 - Regenerate Dundarave and Caulfeild Village
Anew OCP needs to be a catalyst for Centres with small-scale, street-leve! retail, service and
incentivizing and promoting a vibrant restaurants, secondary office use, and mixed residential

commercial sector...for the future. and commercial uses. Include Ambleside vil!age., ,

“2.3.1 People do not choose to live in West Vancouver for its "vibrancy"..., ,
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= SUPPORTING
TOURISM AND VISITORS

77 submissions included comments on tourism and visitors policies:
This included 50 submissions in support, 15 against and 12 additional comments.

Support Against
Policies Support | Against
2.3.10 - Support the development of visitor accommodation 20 6
2.3.11 - Incentive hotel development and other major business opportunities 8 6
2.3.12 - Encourage the creation of versatile spaces (e.g. live-work) 4 0
2.3.13 - Support placemaking through an attractive public realm 4 1
2.3.14 - Support the province’s operation of Cypress Provincial Park 1 0
2.3.15 - Collaborate on marketing West Vancouver as a tourist destination 13 2
Total: 50 15

12 comments regarding additions or omissions to tourism and visitor policies:

» Support for additional policies on attractions for visitors (9 comments)
» Expand B&Bs to properties not designated as heritage (1 comment)
* An additional tax should be placed on hotels (1 comment)

»  Community art should be added to policy 2.3.12 (1 comment)

PROMOTING OPPORTUNITIES AND INNOVATION

28 submissions included comments on opportunities and innovation policies:
This included 15 submissions in support, 8 against and 5 additional comments.

Support Against
Policies Support | Against
2.3.16 - Support new and emerging economic opportunities 6 0
2.3.17 - Foster collaborations with the business community 1 0
2.3.18 - Support small business 3 4
2.3.19 - Consider opportunities to expand education & green business sectors 1 3
2.3.20 - Support economic development objectives on District-owned lands 1 0
2.3.21 - Encourage socially & environmentally responsible businesses 3 1
Total: 15 8

5 additional comments regarding additions or omissions to opportunities and innovation policies:

* Improving the urban environment should be prioritized over support to individual businesses
(3 comments)
* Incentives should focus on local businesses and/or young entrepreneurs (2 comments)
25
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Official Community Plan - Phase

TRANSPORTATION &
INFRASTRUCTURE

o)
&

A total of 280 comments referenced Transportation & Infrastructure: 25 general (12 in support, 13
against), 35 on walking & cycling, 79 on transit mobility and regional connections, 109 on the road

network, 20 on sustainability and innovation and 22 on infrastructure.
ENCOURAGING WALKING & CYCLING
35 submissions included comments on walking & cycling policies:

This included 21 submissions in support, 7 against and 7 additional comments.
Support

Against

'

Policies Support | Against
2.4.1 - Complete the pedestrian and cycling network 9 6
2.4.2 - Provide attractive alternatives to driving 5 1
2.4.3 - Use road rights of way to expand urban connector trails 2 0
2.4.5 - Use road space reallocation to expand pedestrian & cycling networks 2 0
2.4.6 - Expand wayfinding features in centres and key neighbourhood hub 3 0
Total: 21 7

7 additional comments regarding additions or omissions to walking & cycling policies:

* West Vancouver's topography makes cycling policies impractical (3 comments)

« Support for strengthening policies en protected bike lanes (2 comments)
+ Support for policies that require cycling infrastructure in public facilities (2 comments

Supporting transit mobility and regional connections:

79 submissions included comments on transit mobility and regional connections policies:

This included 45 submissions in support, 9 against and 25 additional comments.
Support

Against

E ot

Policies Support | Against
2.4.7 - Work with TransLink to improve public transit service 27 1
2.4.8 - Expand bus priority transit service along Marine Drive 8 3
2.4.9 - Continue to develop and refine streetscape guidelines 4 2
2.4.10 - Support the continuation of existing ferry and rail service 1 3
2.4.11 - Partner to explore transportation alternatives 5 0

Total: 45 9

25 additional comments regarding additions or omissions to transit and regional connection policies:

+ Support for enhanced public transit service (20 comments)

* Support for faster consideration of a daily commuter train (3 comments)
 The District should have policies to address street lighting (2 comments)
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i {22\
B ﬂ- ENHANCING ROAD NETWORK

ACCESSIBILITY, SAFETY AND EFFICIENCY

109 submissions included comments on road network policies:

This included 35 submissions in support, 34 against and 40 additional comments.
Against

Support

Policies Support | Against
2.4.12 - Maintain and seek to expand the road network 8 33
2.4.14 - Incorporate universal access design principles for all ages & abilities 0 1
2.4.15 - Optimize safety of arterial roads for all road users 2 0
2.4.16 - Develop traffic calming guidelines for local and residential street 3 0
2.4.17 - Develop parking management strategies in Town and Village centres 20 0
2.4.19 - Reduce traffic impacts associated with constructio 2 0
Total: 35 34

40 additional comments regarding additions or omissions to road network policies:
+ Policies should do more to address traffic congestion, including developing a more

comprehensive transportation plan (27 comments)

Additional detail is required for these policies (1 comment)

‘ ‘Please consider a parking strategy - replace park-
ing before removing & recognize the importance of
increased parking in our commercial areas...”

‘ ‘Please consider what you are proposing. So long as
you remain in West Vancouver it is reasonably easy
to shop, dine and enjoy life. But bear in mind that not
everyone can stay in West Van and must commute.
Don't make commuting more difficult...

‘ ‘ ...most important is that we should have a good
plan to solve our current bad traffic issues first.
So please add main traffic plan to the OC first.

Policies should include additional parking in Town & Village Centres (8 comments)
Policy 2.4.19 should limit vehicles allowed on construction sites (2 comments)
Traffic calming should be considered along Marine Drive (2 comments

“Transportation & parking is a huge
issue that has to be addressed
before development begins. , ,

“The plan should recommend actions for
resolving congestion and provide the factual
basis for the effectiveness of each action..., ,

“Also, everywhere have traffic problem and we
are not too bad. Unlike Vancouver point grey,
we have better place but less people live in
Ambleside. We have to change it.... ’ ,

“l_ocating appropriate and adequate “park and ride” options need to be explored now , ,
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82 . PROMOTING SUSTAINABILITY
& INNOVATION

20 submissions included comments on sustainability & innovation policies:
This included 11 submissions in support, 6 against and 3 additional comments.

Support Against
Policies Support | Against
2.4.21 - Support sustainable transit options and reduced auto dependency 1 2
2.4.22 - Support bike, car and ride sharing in centres 6 2
2.4.23 - Provide infrastructure for electric and low-emission vehicles 2 2
2.4.24 - Use health impact assessments in transportation planning decisions 2 0
Total: 11 6

3 comments regarding additions or omissions to sustainability & innovation policies:

+ Support for adding specific references to autonomous vehicles (1 comment
+ Support for creating an electrified public vehicle fleet (1 commen
» Support for adding consideration of air traffic impacts (1 comment

INFRASTRUCTURE:

" 22 submissions included comments on Infrastructure policies:
This included 5 submissions in support, 7 against and 10 comments.

Policies Support | Against
2.5.1 - Continue to address emerging needs of municipal utility systems 1 0
2.5.6 - Monitor water usage and revise rate structures as necessary 1 1
2.5.7 - Encourage systems that reduce water consumption 1 1
2.5.11 - Facilitate reductions in demolition waste 1 0
2.5.13 - Support sewage system enhancements that protect watershed health 0 1
2.5.14 - Consider 200 year storm events in design of drainage facilities 0 1
2.5.15 - Employ alternative stormwater management techniques 1 3
Total: 5 7

10 comments regarding additions or omissions to infrastructure policies:

+ Support for strengthening policies on stormwater management and drainage (3 comments)
Additional details on future water supply and consumption should be included (2 comments)
Support for the strengthening of all infrastructure policies (2 comments)

Support for adding measures on how policies will be enforced (1 comment)

Support for phasing out treated sewage discharge in West Vancouver (1 comment)
Support for banning plastic bags in West Vancouver (1 comment)
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Official Community Plan - Phase

PARKS &
ENVIRONMENT

A
-

A total of 58 comments referenced Parks & Environment: 10 general comments (9 in support, 1

against), 19 on the Natural Environment and 29 regarding Parks & Trails;

NATURAL ENVIRONMENT:

19 submissions included comments on natural environment policies:
This included 9 submissions in support, 4 against and 6 additional comments.

Policies Support | Against
2.6.1 - Maintain existing environmental development controls and update as appropriate 1 0
2.6.2 - Mitigate construction impacts on the environment 3 0
2.6.5 - Take a balanced approach to tree protection 1 2
2.6.7 - Manage land uses to protect the ecological values of watercourses and riparian areas 1 1
2..6.10 - Protect the shorelines and its significant environmental and cultural feature 1 0
2.6.13 - Identify, protect and mange ecologically important assets 1 0
2.8.14 - Use conservation tools to conserve significant lands supporting biodiversit 0 1
2.8.17 - Review development requirements to address risks of natural hazards 1 0
Total: 9 4
6 additional comments regarding additions or omissions to natural environment policies:
* Support for adding “old-growth forests” to a number of policies (6 comments)

PARKS & TRAILS: :

29 submissions included comments on parks & trails policies:

This included 22 submissions in support, 2 against and 5 additional comments.
Policies Support | Against
2.7.1 - Manage our parks and open spaces according to core values 4 0
2.7.2 - Provide for park improvements through planning processes 2 1
2.7.3 - Seek the strategic dedication or acquisition of park land 3 o
2.7.4 - Incorporate park-like features into the design of open spaces 1 0]
2.7.5 - Use greenbelts and boulevards to support neighbourhood character 1 0
2.7.6 - Support compatible activities in parks and open spaces 2 0
2.7.10 - Support the Hollyburn Cabin Community 1 0
2.7.12 - Allow recreational uses on authorized trails 1 0
2.7.13 - Improve the trail network 1 1
2.7.14 - |dentify and establish new trails 1 0
2.7.15 - Advance the Spirit Trail 2 0
2.7.16 - Provide access to the beach and stream corridors 1 0
2.7.17 - Improve universal access to parks, open spaces and trails 2 0

Total: 22 2

5 additional comments regarding additions or omissions to parks & trails policies:

* Support for district initiatives including maintenance & improved operations (3 comments)
» Concerns regarding the implementation costs of these policies (2 comments)
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.. Official Community Plan - Phase

' "' SOCIAL

WELL-BEING

A total of 41 comments were received on Social Well-being: 5 general comments (4 in support, 1
against), 21 on access and inclusion, and 15 on community health

ACCESS AND INCLUSION:

21 submissions included comments on access and inclusion policies:

This included 15 submissions in support, 1 against and 5 additional comments.

Policies Support | Against
2.8.1 - Anticipate and meet community needs 1
2.8.2 - Incorporate universal accessibility design in public space and programs

2.8.5 - Provide services and programs for children, youth and families

2.8.6 - Review programs to meet needs of new immigrants

2.8.9 - Maintain and optimize civic facilities

2.8.10 - Incorporate community and social service uses into buildings in central locations
2.8.12 - Secure new community spaces through new development

2..8.13 - Use placemaking strategies to enhance public spaces

2.8.15 - Support a variety of community activities and events

2.1.16 - Work with local schools to coordinate use of public space

2.8.17 - Engage the community in planning and municipal decision-making

2.8.19 - Enhance information sharing and meaningful participation in civic affairs

=]
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Total:

5 additional comments regarding additions or omissions to access and inclusion policies:
» The “Social Well-being” objective needs clarification (2 comments
* All policies should be accompanied by a cost-benefit analysis (2 comment
« Support for increased decision-making by referendum (1 comments)

COMMUNITY HEALTH:

16 submissions included comments on community health policies:

-
th

This included 5 submissions in support, 0 against and 10 additional comments.

Policies Support | Against
2.9.1 - Maintain and optimize the use of existing recreation facilities 1 0
2.9.2 - Explore opportunities for space sharing in private developments 1 0
2.9.4 - Support complementary uses, activities and events in parks 1 0
2.9.6 - Incorporate public art into public and private sector projecls 1 0
2.9.12 - Support the development of an integrated food system for the District and North Shore 1 0
Total: 5 0

10 additional comments regarding additions or omissions to community health policies:
» Policies should include reference to any proposed art centre (3 comments)
* Support for additional health services and support of BC Ambuiance (3 comments)
= Support for additional emergency services (including a fire boat) (2 comments
+ Support for additional community facilities in the western portion of the community {1 comment)
» Concerns that cost increases for emergency services are not included (1 comment)
30
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4. WRITTEN STAKEHOLDER SUBMISSIONS

18 stakeholders in general support of the Draft Plan (or a specific policy section), with
suggestions and comments about specific policies:

Ambleside & Dundarave Business Improvement Association
British Pacific Properties Limited

Community Housing Action Committee

DWV Community Energy and Emissions Plan Working Group
DWV Waorking Group Chair Focus Group

Hollyburn Country Club

HUB North Shore

Lighthouse Park Preservation Society

MyOwnSpace Housing Society

North Shore Advisory Committee on Disability Issues

North Shore Community Resources Society

North Shore Disability Resource Centre

St. Stephen’s Anglican Church

TransLink

Vancouver Coastal Health

West Vancouver Chamber of Commerce

West Vancouver Foundation

West Vancouver Memorial Library Board

7 stakeholders with suggestions and comments about specific policies:

BC Ferries

DWYV Strategic Transportation Plan Working Group

DWV Upper Lands Working Group

North Shore Heritage Preservation Society

Old Growth Conservancy

West Vancouver Blue Dot Committee

West Vancouver Seniors' Action Table (via Lionsview Seniors Planning Society)

2 stakeholders generally against the Draft Plan:

¢« Ambleside & Dundarave Ratepayers’ Association (2 submissions)
» British Properties Area Homeowners Association (2 submissions)

3
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AMBLESIDE
IDUNDARAVE

BUSINESS IMPROVEMENT ASSOCIATION

David Hawkins
Manager, Community Planning and Sustainability
District of West VVancouver

March 29%, 2018

Dear Mr. Hawkins:
Subject: Draft Official Community Plan

| am witing to provide additional comments on the Draft Official Community Plan (OCP)
on behalf of the Ambleside-Dundarave Business Improvement Association (ADBIA).
The ADBIA represents more than 700 businesses and properly owners within the BIA
boundaries.

The Draft OCP is a good first step towards meeting the requirements to ensure that
West Vancouver becomes a resilient community. If reflects the findings and
recommendations of numerous community reports and surveys, and the key findings of
the OCP specific engagement over the past 18 months. The changes are long overdue,
ADBIA is concerned that the report lacks an urgent call to action. The only specific
planning documents attached to the plan are outdated and need to be urgently updated.

To that end, the ADBIA initiated a study of the Ambleside Commercial area in the fall of
2017 to review what would be required to ensure the successful Revitalization of the
Ambleside Town Centre. Site Economics Ltd. was engaged to complete an Ambleside
Revitalization Study, which lays the groundwork for a review of the town centre and the
economic and market realities that need to be considered for successful implementation
of the OCP principles. The Site Economics Ltd. report is attached. Its key findings
should be integrated into the OCP, and lay the groundwork for the Ambleside Local Area
Plan development.

In addition to the Site Economics Ltd. report, the ADBIA provides the following specific
comments on the Draft OCP:

o Housing & Neighbourhoods

While the numbers outlined in the Draft OCP may deliver on West Vancouver's
commitments under the Metro Vancouver Regional Growth Strategy, it outlines some

...page 2

200-1847 Marine Drive West Vancouver. BC. Canada V7V 152 & Telephone (304) 210-3500
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of the lowest housing growth projections in the region. The Draft OCP ignores the
West Vancouver Community Foundation Vital Signs and Housing Research which
concluded that one-third of West Vancouver residents expect to move from their
home in the next five years — showing just over half of residents are pessimistic that
they will be able to find the right housing in West Vancouver when they move, and
therefore will exit the community. Almost 4-in-10 residents have family or friends that
have had to leave West Vancouver because of lack of housing options’. There is no
plan to meet the needs of these residents within the Draft OCP document, while aiso
planning for attracting new residents into the community.

The Ambleside Local Area Plan must move ahead urgently to fill the gaps in the
OCP. To achieve progress - the economic realities of development, as outlined in the
Site Economics Ltd. report, must be placed in the foreground, or there will be no
implementation and a continued decline in the population and community.

e Local Economy

ADBIA supports the integration of the West Vancouver Economic Development Plan
and its principles into the OCP. While planning for visitors and expanded
commercial activity in West Vancouver, the OCP must also acknowledge that there
is a current labour shortage for businesses providing key services to West
Vancouver residents. Businesses are reliant cn employees continuing to commute
into the neighbourhood. This is a particular challenge for restaurant and retail
businesses, who rely on youth and part-time employees. The Final OCP must signal
a commitment to provide new, diverse housing in the commercial areas in order for
new businesses to be atiracted to the area.

e Transporiation & Infrastructure

The final OCP must ensure that the parking strategy is integrated into planning
processes. Not only must public parking in the commercial areas be a priority —there
must be a commitment not to reduce public parking unless and until it is replaced.
There must be recognition that public parking is an essential amenity in new
development.

As the District of West Vancouver plans to launch the first ever visitor strategy, the
impact of attracting new people into the neighbourhood must be measured and
planned for. Public parking is a cornerstone of successful tourism, and must be
recognized as such.

e Parks & Environment

The OCP must emphasize the need for waterfront parks to be activated to
encourage social activity and well-being. Waterfront parks in particular are a draw
for festivals, markets, and other high-energy gatherings. Evaluating the feasibility
and requirements for expanded commercial activity at the waterfront should be a

..page 3

1 West Vancouver Community Foundation, Vital Signs and Housing Research, Mustel Group Market
Research, June 2017
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priority under the OCP implementation. Best practices from around the world
demand waterfront activation be achieved through planning in advance:

“parks should not serve as the raison d'etre of the entire waterfront. Passive
open space puts a damper on the inherent vibrancy of waterfronts, evident in
cities such as New York, Vancouver, and Toronto that have relied too heavily
on “greening” their waterfronts without, mixed uses that draw people for
different reasons al different times. The worids’ best waterfronts use perks
as conneclive tissue, using them to link major destinations together. Halsinki,
Stockholm, Sydney and Baltimore have employed this strategy to fine effect™

o  Social Well-being

West Vancouver is currently a city where more than half of the population are
evaluating not whether they can continue to call it home, but when and where to
relocate. They already think it is too late. Unless urgent action is taken to correct
this housing reality, the principles outlined in this area of the OCP will be
unachievable.

The ADBIA supports the immediate adoption of a revised OCP as a framework
document and the imposition of clear deadlines for the development of the Ambleside
Local Area Plan. The Ambleside Local Area Plan is the basis on which the connective
policies will be created to ensure that the Waterfront Plan and the OCP come together to
realize not only a vision in principle, but that it is built and executed. The initial economic
analysis has been started by Site Economics Ltd. Itis time to act decisively.

Sincerely,

Stiphse o e

Stephanie Jones
Executive Director, ADBIA

CC:  Mayor & Council
ADBIA Board
ADBIA Community Resilience Committee

2 “How to transform a Waterfront”, The Project for Public Spaces,
www.pps.org/reference/turnwaterfrontaround/
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March 29, 2018 BRITISH PACIFIC
PROPERTIES LIMITED

District of West Vancouver SULTE 1001, 100 PARK ROYAL
750 — 17 Street WEST VANCOUVER, BC, VIT 1A2
West Vancouver, B.C. T ("”'"’:5'9"“"“'“ .

BHITISHPROPERTIES, COM
VIV 3T3

Attention: David Hawkins, M.Plan., LEED-AP
Manager, Community Planning and Sustainability

Dear Sir:

Re: Draft Official Community Plan Review

Thank you for the opportunity for British Pacific Properties Limited (BPP) to review and
to provide comments on the Draft Official Community Plan (OCP) dated February 13,
2108.

The District has done a commendable job in secking input on the review and update of a
critical community document that is now over 14 years old and consulting with the
community on the future direction of the municipality. We support the draft OCP's
policies that build on the vision of the Rodgers Creck Working Group and the Upper
Lands Study Review Working Group (ULWG) to establish Cypress Village as a mixed-
use gateway to mountain recreation with a diverse range of housing types, commercial
uses and amenities with Cypress West as a complementary supporting community.

We have several comments below that we would ask you to consider as the OCP is being
finalized.

Maps

1. Map 8 - “Undeveloped Lands below 1200 & should include the District-owned “Lot
F" (PID 009-406-921), the parcel immediately to the west of Stonecliff, between
Cypress Bowl Road and Highway 1.

2. Map9-

a) “Cypress Village Planning Arca Boundary” should include the District-owned
“Lot F” (PID 009-406-921), the parcel immediately to the west of Stonecliff,
between Cypress Bowl Road and Highway 1.

b} we request that the “Cypress West Planning Area Boundary” be extended to the
Nelson Creck watershed boundary (as shown on Map 13) undl such time as a
robust, ground-truthed environmental inventory has been completed in the Inter-
creck area.

Page 1 of 3
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3.

Map 12 — The proposed Road connection between Cypress Bow! Road and Cypress
Park Estates should be clear that it connccts with the top of Northwood Drive,
consistent with the 2004 OCP and previous planning and infrastructure work. For
example, Northwood Drive was designed and constructed as a furure collector road to
scrvice Cypress West and a section of the proposed Road connection (referred to as
the #1000 foot connector” in the 2004 OCP) was constructed to sub-grade when the
District constructed their cross-country watermain through these lands in the 1990’s.

Map 14 - to be consistent with the ULWG Recommendation 3.1.2.1(b), municipally-
owned lands below 1200 fect and west of Eagle Creek should be shown in addition to
municipally-owned lands above 1200 feet.

Policies

5.

10.

Sce 2.2.3 ~ “conservation of lands below 1200 feet west of Eagle creek” should be
considered a demonstrable community benefit; therefore, consider adding this clanse as
an example of a demonstrable community beneft.

Sec 2.2.5 — in the second bullet, consider adding “below 1200 feet” after “public
lands™ for clarification and consistency with Sec 2.7.7.

Sec 2.2.11 — we note that ULWG Recommendation 3.1.2.1 states that the area west
of Eagle Creck be re-designated for “Limited Use and Recreation” and public land
west of Eagle Creek be protected as dedicated parkland. It did not mention public
acquisition or park dedication of privately-owned lands. Furthermore, some Council
members have recently expressed concern abour the liabilities associated with
acquiring additional parkland. Therefore, you should consider:

a) replacing “Acquire public ownership of”’ to “Pcrrnanc‘ntly protect environmental
values of” as is used in Sec 2.7.9 and ULWG Recommendation 3.1.2.1.

b} adding “privately-owned” before “lands west of Eagle Creek” for clarification.

c) replacing “dedicate them as public parkland” with “permanently protect the lands
as publicly-accessible open space through the establishment of a non-profit
conservancy, park dedication or other means to minimize impact on existing

taxpayers.”

Sec 2.2.12 - consider replacing “public acquisition” with “permanent protection” as
above,

Sec 2.7.3 - clarify what and where “Province-owned land at the Westport Road
Yoop” is. '

Sec2.7.9 -

a) ULWG Recommendation 3.1.2.1(b) should be added to this section to make it
consistent with the ULWG’s report recommendations.

b) consider adding “below 1200 feet” after “lands west of Eagle Creek” for
clarification and consistency.

Page 2 of 3
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11. Sec 2.7.11 — consider adding *“authorized District” before “crails.”
12. Sec 2.7.12 — consider adding “District” between “authorized” and “trails.”

Please call me at 604-925-9000 if you have questions or if you would like to meet to
discuss the above in more detail.

We look forward to seeing the final draft of the new OCP.

Sincerely,
BRITISH PACIFIC PROPERTIES LIMITED

Geoff Croll, P.Eng,.
President

Page 3 of 3
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Mayor and Council
District of West VVancouver
March 28", 2018

Dear Mayor and Council:
Re: Community Housing Action Committee Support for the OCP Draft Plan

Community Housing Action Committee (CHAC), a program of North Shore
Community Resources, congratulates the District of West Vancouver on
bringing this Official Community Plan (OCP) forward: it is most timely and
represents a courageous, significant accomplishment, which fulfills the
promise and commitment Council made to the people of West Vancouver.

CHAC unanimously endorses the Draft OCP and looks forward to voicing
our support at First Reading and Public Hearing.

As well, we make the following general observations about the Draft Plan
and expect to speak in more detail at both First Reading and Public Hearing,
when scheduled. These observations are based on CHAC's extensive
participation in the twenty-month public engagement, which has been
broad, deep, and varied--most recently its presentation to Council on
February 15. Primarily, CHAC will comment on the Draft’s responses to “the
unaffordable and limited housing options” facing the municipality.

1. The Plan is thorough. It speaks to the importance of regenerating
neighbourhoods, to infill options and new forms, to respecting the
importance of neighbourhoods, the importance of local plans, and to
the critical issues of affordability, accessibility and sustainability. It
recognizes the serious housing situation in West Vancouver,
especially rental, which is a crisis of both supply and demand.
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2. We support the aims of subsections 2.1.12 through 2.1.23, with

some suggestions for strengthening, such as: providing targets, and
some tax relief to support upgrading, reducing parking
requirements, the use of District-owned lands, the use of Housing
Agreements, and increasing the minimum provision of accessible
and adaptable units, to name a few examples.

. CHAC recommends the OCP include the early development, through

public consultation, of a contemporary Housing Action Plan, which
would specify policies and incentives for the securing of below-
market housing for low and moderate income families, including the
use of CAC funds to support affordable housing, and policies that
recognize the needs of disadvantaged renters, such as the disabled,
young adults, and the aging population in West Vancouver.

This Housing Action Plan should be a very high priority for the
District and the Draft OCP should state this priority.

4, CHAC also recommends the OCP include a commitment to

establishing a vision, policy and strategies of affordability, again
through public consultation, to guide the District, the public and
developers, as the Plan becomes more specific over time. While
there are many models of such policies of affordability, elsewhere in
Metro Vancouver, this one must be made in West Vancouver, for
people at different stages of their lives, of different incomes, who
live and work here.
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5. We approve of the directions in the “Future Neighbourhoods”
section of the Plan, especially 2.2.5, which requires that the
community should benefit from (all) financial and/or in-kind
contributions, including the provision and protection of parkland,
and of other amenities.

CHAC urges the Council to make as its highest priority the
implementation of this OCP, adopting it before the expiration of its
mandate.

Again, we congratulate the District of West Vancouver on this exciting
accomplishment, and look forward to assisting, however we can, in the
development of housing policies and strategies as the District moves to put
the OCP into action.

He=

Don Peters
Chair, Community Housing Action Committee

Cc: David Hawkins, Manager of Community Planning
Murray Mollard, Executive Director, North Shore Community Resources

The Community Housing Action Committee is a volunteer advocacy group
dedicated to the security of appropriate and affordable housing on the
North Shore.
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March 23, 2018

Mayor and Council

District of West Vancouver
750 17th Street

West Vancouver BC V7V 3T3

RE: FEEDBACK ON THE DRAFT OCP, dated February 13, 2018
Dear Mayor and Council,

Congratulations on an excellent Draft OCP, Part One for West Vancouver — the extensive public
engagement that supports this plan is unprecedented. The CEE Plan Working Group is very pleased to
see climate change as a Key Trend, with numerous comments on energy and carbon emission
reductions in each section. This focus puts a high level of emphasis on the very critical issue of
reducing our carbon emissions, particularly as West Vancouver has the highest emissions per capita in
the Lower Mainland.

The Working Group has reviewed the Draft OCP dated February 13, 2018 and are very excited with the
‘real action’ within this draft the majority of which coincides with the CEE Plan recommendations
which were previously adopted by Council. However, we would like to suggest a few minor
amendments (see attached).

With sincere thanks for a good and thorough public consultation process and in hopes that the Draft
OCP will (with minor amendments) finally be approved by the present Council. We believe that even
with the current wording, the OCP will significantly advance our community energy plan and we urge
Council to approve it before the next municipal election. Let’s get it concluded and then move on with
making West Vancouver the best community it can be for everyone - ‘creating a better climate for our
prosperity, our health and nature’.

Community Energy and Emissions Plan Working Group including: Charlotte McLaughlin (Chair), Rick
Amanteaq, Jennie Moore, Freda Pagani, Peter Scholefield, Maciej Sobczyk, Tarah Stafford, David Van
Seters

Attachment
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Dear Mayor & Counetl:

The undersigned were asked by the District of West Vancouver to serve as an OCP Focus Group advising the
Manager of Community Planning & Sustainability and his team on the Official Community Plan process. As past
Chairs and Co-Chairs of Working Groups whose mandates covered various land use issues, we brought forward a
deep body of research, community engagement, findings and recommendations that has advised the past four
Councils in the following areas important to West Vancouver's future, and for the last year has advised the OCP's
progress on:

Housing & Neighbourhood Character
Transportation

Climate Change

Parks

Strategic Planning

Heritage

Energy

Upper Lands

We are agreed on West Vancouver's urgent need to implement a new QCP. While the Province recommends
replacing an OCP every 5 years, we've been withaut a new one for 14 years. During that time, West Vancouver has
seen a radical decline in housing stock suitable fo maintain or attract a demographic diversity that sustains our future,
a decline of transportation vitality and rapid climate change. Our population is simultaneously aging and declining;
thus we fail to fulfill our commitments to the Regional Growth Strategy or support our challenged business
community's desperate need for staff and sales. It has been so long since we've experienced the process of
modemizing our OCP that we've forgotten the Province intended it as a policy quide not strictly constructed

law. Thus our community dissolves into erroneous pitched legal battles whenever new housing is proposed. Council
passed a little known housing moratorium last year, preventing from consideration existing and new housing
applications with variance requests, other than those offering significant disability units. The cumulative resuit

is. West Vancouver has delayed housing so long that need has become crisis, and crisis is now emergency. Status
quo or dithering in an emergency sabotages our ability o survive as a community.

Our Draft OCP is in the final stages of community review and input, having sustained the most extensive, lengthy and
thorough community engagement in West Vancouver's histary—equal or superior to OCP engagement in our
neighbouring, corridor or regional districts. At least 30 stakeholder groups have been visited individually, their
suggestions added. A Town Hall and a Public Hearing have been scheduled for even more community review. Yet
we are aware there a complaint has been lodged that this two year process is” moving too quickly,” that West
Vancouver needs even more than two years to advise and review this draft, that the OCP should be delayed until
mid-2019 or later, even though Council recently considered and rejected this request, heard from the public on it, and
unanimously passed a motion ta keep the OCP on schedule.

We are writing to urge you to focus on the facts not the war cries of those who wish to see our QCP trampled and
indefinitely delayed, thereby exacerbating our housing crisis and stalling the healthy benefits of the slow, modest
housing growth the OCP recommends over decades. The facts are that OCP engagement has been lengthy, robust,
thorough with historic engagement levels, well advertised and open to everyone in a process spanning more than 24
months. The facts are that the need for housing has never been greater, that adding housing moderately will ease
alarming rises in costs and keep our tax bases healthy. The facts are that the leaders of delay were actively involved
in every well-attended engagement roundtable, but their positions represented the slimmest minority of voices around
those tables. By far, the vast majority of our citizens, evidenced by years of District engagement, are ready to
address these critical issues. The facts are that those who demand delay are—by accident or design—supporters of
soaring house prices, massive profits, opaque investment property ownership and the disappearance of our middle
class family demographic and decline of our businesses desperate for staff. Our government must not allow a small
group of naysayers to foree on an entire community their idea of a future emptied of vision, families, shelter, mobility
or fiscal responsibility.
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We urge you to continue to stand firm on the resolution you passed last month not to delay the OCP timetable. We
urge our Mayor, Council, CEO and Staff to maintain your courage to progress this policy document toward passage—
on schedule, on time—for the good of West Vancouver and the vast majority of its citizens. If there was ever a need
for leadership, keeping our OGP on schedule is that leadership issue and the time is now.

Respectfully,

Maggie Pappas

Joined by OCP Focus Group members:

Christine Banham
Alan Bardsley
Rebecea Buchanan
Jacqui Gijssen

Andy Krawczyk
Charlotte McLaughillin
Graham Nicholls
Freda Pagani
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HOLLYBURN

COUNTRY CLUB

950 Cross Graek Road, West Vancouver, BC, Canada V7S 255
T 604-922-0161 F 604-522-8811 W HOLLYBURN.ORG

March 14, 2018

ED

Mr. David Hawkins, M.Plan., LEED-AP R E CE | V

Manager, Community Planning & Sustainability

District of West Vancouver MAR 152018

750 17* Street,

West Vancouver, BC V7V 3T3 Planning & Development Services
Dear David:

RE: OFFICIAL COMMUNITY PLAN REVIEW - DRAFT
POLICY REGARDING LAND USE CONTRACTS (LUC'S)

On behalf of the Hollyburn Country Club (HCC), and further to our meetings with yourself and
Lisa Berg, and related correspondence concerning the above, we write to provide comment on
the Draft LUC policy wording for LUC's.

The existing HCC LUC was executed between the District and HCC on October 1, 1971, and
amended September 8, 1983 and November 23, 1990, and provides specific rules for country
club purposes, building development and site rules and temporary buildings. We are aware that
on May 29, 2014 the Local Government Act and Communily Charter was amended by Bill 17,
which inciuded early termination of Land Use Contracts (LUC) as applicable in all BC
Municipalities, and that the affected LUC lands must be zoned by June 30, 2022, and the LUC
terminated by June 30, 2024. A Zoning Amendment is necessary to replace a terminated LUC
and to implement a revised OCP policy.

We believe that termination of the LUC and rezoning on the Hollyburn Country Club site offers
an opportunity to review and establish new rules for conlinued evolution of the Club buildings
and lands, including the vacant south portion of the site, while meating future community needs.

On March 13, 2018 at its monthly meeting, the HCC Long Range Planning Commitiee met to
review and consider the proposed Draft LUC Palicy under Section 2.1.21 of the February 13,
2018 Draft OCP, which states: "Create new regulations prior to 2022 that replace expiring Land
Use Contracts, meet communily housing needs, and respond to neighbourhood context and
character."

The HCC's Executive Board Committee adopted the following motion:
"The Committee supports as drafted, the proposed Draft OCP Policy wording regarding LUC's
under Seclion 2.1.21, which states "Create new regulations prior to 2022 that replace expiring

Land Use Contracts, meel community housing needs, and respond to neighbourhood context
and character.". This motion was duly moved, seconded and adopted by the Committee.
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Hollyburn Country Club
Letter to the District of West Vancouver
Re: Draft LUC Policy Wording
March 14, 2018
Page 2

We trust you will advise District staff and Council accordingly, and we look forward to working
with you and the community over the coming years to explore and confirm a mutually beneficial
process, vision and plan for our site.

e Y

Ed Mcl.aughlin Roz Seyednejad,
Chief Executive Officer Chair,
Hollyburn Country Club Hollybum Country Club Long Range Planning Committee
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604.558.2002
info@bikehub.ca
Your Cycling Connection bikehub.ca

March 10, 2018

Mayor and Council, District of West Vancouver

RE: Draft OCP Feedback

Dear Mayor and Council,

HUB Cycling is a charitable organization working to get more people cycling, more often and making cycling
safer and better through education, action and events. More cycling reduces greenhouse gas emissions,
relieves traffic congestion and means heaithier, happier and more connected communities.

We have reviewed section 2.4 Mobility and Circulation which covers pages 35 through 38 of the Draft OCP.
We are pleased with the attention being given to measures to improve and encourage active transportation,
especially cycling. Nonetheless, we would like to suggest some opportunities for improvement.

1. Encouraging walking & cycling

° HUB has identified a number of gaps in the West Vancouver cycling network through its
UnGapTheMap project. To emphasize the need to address these gaps, it is suggested in sub-
section 2.4.1 to add the wording "address the gaps”in addition to “completing the network”. To
reduce traffic congestion around schools and encourage more active transportation among
students, HUB has a Bike to School program that features bike education and events for community
schools. For this reason, we suggest that “including schools” be added to the last line of sub-section
2.4.1. .

° In sub-section 2.4.2, to emphasize safety for cyclists, we would prefer to see the term “protected
bike lanes” rather than “dedicated bike lanes”. The Transportation Association of Canada (TAC)
defines a protected bike lane as: “an exclusive on-road bikeway delineated by a vertical barrier
element or equivalent separation from motor vehicle travel lanes". We also suggest adding to this
sub-section: “cycle highways” which, at §-20+ kilometres in length, are a desirable and very safe
type of protected bike lanes adjacent to major transportation corridors. An example of a shorter-
distance cycle highway is HUB North Shore’s vision for a protected two-way cycleway connecting
Ambleside through Park Royal to the north end of the Lions Gate Bridge.

© Itwas good to see “wayfinding features” mentioned in sub-section 2.4.6, but they are also needed
along the cycling and pedestrian networks in addition to: “in and around centres and key
neighbourhood hubs".

o We feel that currently there are not enough bike racks in the commercial districts of West
Vancouver. Additionally, the installation of secure parking facilities, lockers and showers at
business locations would help encourage more people to cycle. Therefore, we suggest adding the
following sub-section: “2.4.7 Expand parking and related destination infrastructure for cyclists”.

2. Supporting transit mobility and regional connections

@ There are some excellent points in this section. We feel that along with the improvements to transit,
whether it be bus, ferry, train, rapid transit or gondola, these forms of mass transit need to be able
to accommodate people and their bicycles.

B1 - 343 Railway St, Vancouver, B.C. V6A 1A4 48
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3. Enbhancing road network accessibility, safety and efficiency

© We feel that protected bike lanes are key to making cycling safer and encouraging more people to
take up cycling for transportation. Therefore, we suggest adding the words “with protected bike
lanes” to each of the three bullets in sub-section 2.4.12.

4. Promoting sustainability and innovation

@ We feel that all new developments should include sufficient secure bicycle parking facilities, not just
for occupants but also for visitors, so suggest adding this provision to sub-section 2.4.23.

5. MAP 11 ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION

o Highway 1/99 is a significant route for cyclists through West Vancouver, including Exit 0 at
Horseshoe Bay. Cypress Bowl Road and the lower elevation section of the Capilano Pacific Trail
are other popular bike routes. Even though they do not belong to the District, we feel that they
should somehow be marked on the map. On the District's 2012 Cycling Network Map, green is
used to mark other jurisdiction routes. We are also wondering about the approximate location of the
future Spirit Trail between 18" and 25" Streets along or close to Marine Drive. Can this be clarified?

©  We are very pleased to see numerous future bike routes on the map and would suggest adding our
proposed vision for a protected two-way cycleway connecting Ambleside through Park Royal to the
north end of the Lions Gate Bridge. To be consistent with our recommended addition to the first
bullet of sub-section 2.4.12, we would like to see a future bike route along the bottom section of
Cypress Bowl Road connecting the proposed location of Cypress Village to Highway 1. We would
also like to see the existing improved multi-use path along the lower elevation section of the
Capilano Pacific Trail extended up to Keith Road to connect to the 3™ Street bike route, so suggest
adding this improvement as a future bike route.

© We noted that that there is no future pedestrian/cycling connection shown on the map associated
with the location of the Low Level Road t6 bypass the Lions Gate Bridge that is mentioned in sub-
section 2.4.12 and shown as a proposed road on Map 12 Transportation Network. We suggest that
a future pedestrian/cycling connection at this location be added to Map 11.

%ﬁ%/

Tony Valente, Peter Scholefield
Chair, HUB North Shore Vice-Chair, HUB North Shore
HUB: Your Cycling Connection

northshore@bikehub.ca
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From: Lighthouse Park Presarvation Society

Tor QCP Review profect
Subject: Official Comrmunity Plan
Date: March-29-18 5:09:52 AM

The Lighthouse Park Preservation Society agrees one hundred percent with the response to the
following
10 key points of the Official Community Plan so far received from the community.

I. Review construction regulations and development controls to minimize the impact of new
houses
and enhance protection of creeks, streams, riparian and foreshore habitats.

2. Use new development to restore the environment and enhance ecosystem services.

3. Identify and protect environmentally sensitive areas and actively manage natural assets
in recognition of the ecosystem services they provide.

4. Maximize upper lands forest protection by creating compact neighbourhoods and
restricting
development above 1200 feet.

5. Seek to acquire new active parks and trails that meet community needs through new
development.

6. Acquire strategic lands to enable active management of and access to the waterfront.

7. Apply best practices in managing parks.

8. Advance climate strategies on land use, buildings, transportation and waste,

9. Enhance the foreshore to prevent erosion, preserve habitat and increase resiliency to
climate change

impacts.

10. Review policies and regulations to manage potential environmental hazards.

Qur Society believes natural areas must be supported in a way to facilitate their ecological
integrity.

Our Society recommends higher funding for Parks to retain well trained, qualified staff on a
permanent basis

to actually ensure the OCP goals are authentically honoured, especially the goals of

2.7 Parks & Trails "Managing our valuable parks system"

Best regards,

Alexandra Mancini

President
Lighthouse Park Preservation Society
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March 3, 2018

The revised OCP is a huge step forward. As a representative of MyOwnSpace Housing
Society, | welcome the opportunities that may follow from this point forward for
affordable housing, especially specialized affordable housing. The work that has been
done towards the local area plan in the Park Royal area is progressive and much
needed.

I am a former long time resident of West Vancouver, and continue to reside on the
North Shore.

Constance McCormick
MyOwnSpace Housing Society
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Development and Inclusion Subcommittee Report:
District of West Vancouver: OCP Review — Phase 4 “Draft Plan”

Report Date: March 29, 2018

Meeting Date: March 2, 2018

Meeting Time: 3:30 p.m.

Meeting Location: DNV - 355 West Queens Road, North Vancouver

ACDI members in attendance: Shayne DeWildt, Alexis Chicoine, Tom Crawford, Kamelia
Abadi, Gardiner Dye

ACDI Staff in attendance: Stina Hanson, Planning Analyst, DWV

Author of Report: Alexis Chicoine
Discussion Topic: District of West Vancouver OCP Review — Phase 4 “Draft Plan”

Part 1: Summary and Background Information on Presented Project

Project Details:

The District of West Vancouver is currently reviewing its Official Community Plan. The OCP
Review is proceeding through two main engagement streams: The first is a high-level review of
policy chapters and the second is the preparation of more detailed local area plans for key
centres and corridors including Marine Drive at Taylor Way, Ambleside Town Centre, Cypress
Village, Horseshoe Bay Village and the Upper Taylor Way Corridor. Components of these two
engagement streams will be referred to the ACDI separately.

The Policy Chapter Review process includes four phases:

COMPLETE COMPLETE COMPLETE ONGOING
JAN - APR JUNE - SEPT OCT-DEC FEB - JUNE 2018

1.
Objectives) >

The first three Phases are now complete. Each included a range of engagement opportunities:
stakeholder meetings, surveys and workbooks, youth events, World Cafés, ldeas Forums,
Directions Workshops and Pop-Up offices across West Vancouver. The ACDI has previously
provided input in Phases 2 and 3.
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Accessibility Components of the Draft OCP:

The OCP Review does not include a separate chapter or dedicated section regarding
accessibility, rather accessibility is embedded into each OCP topic and therefore is referenced
throughout the Draft OCP.

Part 2: Recommended Changes and Additions to the Draft Plan by the ACDI:

In Phase 4 a Draft OCP has been released for public review and comment. The Development
and Inclusion subcommittee discussion focused on the draft policies of the three Draft Plan
chapters with the most references to accessibility: Housing & Neighbourhoods, Transportation
and Social Well-being.

Housing & Neighbourhoods:
Section A.1: Regenerating our neighbourhoods with an estimated 300 — 400 new
sensitive infill units

Need to make sure that any incentives offered to encourage these kinds of new unit
types (coach houses, and duplexes) do not limit accessibility as given the demographics
included in the Draft Plan West Vancouver will be in increasing need of accessible units
provided in a range of housing types;

Continue to include information on adaptable design as part of the guidelines for coach
houses;

Consider variances if required to achieve better accessibility (e.g. to promote single-
level coach houses).

Section A.2: Expanding missing middle (e.g. triplex townhouse, mixed-use) options
with an estimated 300 — 350 new units

Need to consider requiring a minimum percentage of accessible townhouses that are
pre-built to DNV Level 2 and level 3 standards;

This should include elevators to remove the burden on persons with disabilities to
retrofit the units after purchase;

Townhouse guidelines need to consider visitability (the ability of anyone to visit these
units) and the impacts that front stairs and landings have on this. The District has an
opportunity to set new standards for townhouse development and this should be a key
component of any townhouse guidelines going forward.

Section A.3: Respecting character and protecting heritage:

Review of regulations for single-family dwellings should be referred to the ACDI for
review, '

Need to make sure that any incentives offered to encourage these kinds of new unit
types (those encouraged or allowed through Heritage Revitalization Agreements) do not
limit accessibility as given the demographics included in the Draft Plan West Vancouver
will be in increasing need of accessible units provided in a range of housing types;
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Section A.4: Strengthening our centres & corridors through local area plans:

» The ACDI looks forward to being consulted on the remaining Local Area Plans for
Ambleside, the Taylor Way Corridor and Horseshoe Bay.

Section A.5; Advancing housing affordability, accessibility and sustainability:

* Support for provisions that support current renters including the prohibition of
stratification of rental buildings with more than four units and encouraging tenant
assistance for renters when displaced through the redevelopment of rental apartments;

» Secured market and non-market rental housing units should alse include accessible
units for persons with disabilities;

» Support for provisions that support new market and non-market rental, seniors and
supportive housing units, however;

o Reducing off-street parking requirements should only apply to non-accessible
parking stalls. Rental buildings shouid contain the number of accessible stalls
that would be required had all parking been constructed

*» Support for increasing the minimum provision of accessible and adaptable units;

* Housing developed on surplus District-owned land should include accessible units for
persons with disabilities.

Transportation:
Section C1: Encouraging walking & cycling:
* Improvements to the pedestrian network must also consider accessibility;
» New Urban Connector Trails should be accessible for those using mobility aides and
feature signage and wayfinding that is appropriate for those with low-vision or vision
loss (including tactile walking surface indicators) where appropriate.

Section C2: Supporting transit mobility and regional connections:
» Support for partnerships with Translink to improve public transit service across the
District of West Vancouver.

Section C3: Enhancing road network accessibility, safety and efficiency:
 Support for policy “2.4.14 — Incorporate universal access design principles in sidewalks,
pathways, transit and road improvement projects for pedestrians and cyclists of all
ages and abilities” this should include:
o Translinks Universal Accessible Bus Stop Design;
o Accessible Pedestrian Signals;
o Tactile walking surface indicators:
o the City of Vancouver standard for curb-cuts and letdowns
» Parking management strategies should not include any reduction in the number of
accessible parking spaces.
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Social Well-being:
Section E.1: Supporting Demographic Diversity:

» Policy 2.8.2 should be changed to read “Incorporate universal accessibility design in
public space, public facilities and programs to allow barrier-free access, inclusive of
users of all ages and abilities”; :

» Policy 2.8.4 should be changed to read “Provide services, programs and facilities that
are inclusive of and encourage seniors and people with disabilities to function in a
barrier-free environment”;

Section E.2: Enhancing public facilities and spaces:

» Need to ensure new civic facilities or facilities where civic services are being provided
are accessible, which includes having an adequate number of designated accessible
parking spaces.

Motion:

ACDI appreciates the opportunity to provide input on the District of West Vancouver's Draft
Official Community Plan during Phase 4 of the OCP Policy Chapter Review. The above
Development and Inclusion subcommittee report dated March 29, 2018 includes
recommended changes and additions to the Draft Plan as part of Phase 4 consultation. The
ACDI looks forward to seeing the Proposed Plan and participating in the final consultation on
the Official Community Plan this spring.
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March 23, 2018

Mayor and Councilors
District of West Vancouver

Dear Mayor and Councilors:
RE: NSCR Support for the District’s Draft Official Community Plan

North Shore Community Resources (NSCR) is pleased to provide this submission in response to
the District of West Vancouver’s (the "District”) Draft Official Community Plan (the “Draft Plan").

NSCR congratulates the District for bringing forward this important and ¢éritical blueprint for the
District's future. We are strongly supportive of the Draft Plan. Our comments will focus on the
Social Well-Being and Transportation aspects of the Draft Plan. Please note that NSCR's
Community Housing Action Committee will provide a separate submission focused on Housing
and Neighbourhoods.

Before we provide specific comments, we would like to emphasize the importance of the vision set
out in the Draft Plan: “to build upon our extraordinary assets to become a more complete,
connected and inclusive community with diverse housing, a vibrant economy, and outstanding
amenities so that we can ensure our social, economic and environmental sustainability.”

This vision is important to reflect upon when considered in the context of some of the District
trends outlined in the Draft Plan. As with all municipalities in Metro Vancouver, the District is
expected to experience population growth in the coming years though at a slower rate compared
to other Metro Vancouver municipalities. That said, as you know, the District's population
decreased by 0.05% from 2011 to 2016, a strong cautionary note for the future.

Capilano Mall - Suite 201~ 935 Marine Drive, North Vancouver, BC V7P 153
Tel: (604) 985-7138  Fax: (604) 985-0645 www,.nscr.be.ca
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As noted in the Draft Plan, this loss of population is due in part to an aging population. Current
trends suggest that over half the population of the District will be over 55 by 2041,

Concomitant with an increasingly older population, the District is shrinking in a critical age
category: younger adults and families. According to 2016 Census data, the District lost 455
people aged 30-44, a reduction of 8.3%. This is a key demographic that is required to sustain the
community's vitality. In the view of NSCR, this trend will result in an unsustainable community that
will not achieve the vision as stated above. The loss of younger generations will have a profoundly
negative impact on the economic and social sustainability of the District.

To address the District's future and advance the District's vision, the Draft Plan must address and
respond to these trends. We believe that the Draft Plan includes important strategies to address
these negative trends.

NSCR would also like to recognize the robust and thorough community engagement process that
has been undertaken by the District in the development of the Draft Plan. NSCR has participated
in the process and can speak to the strength of the process. Whatever one's views of the Draft
Plan, it is clear that the community has had ample opportunity to provide meaningful input into the
Draft Plan. In NSCR's own experience of the process, we have personally witnessed, with some
limited exceptions, there has been overwhelming support for strategies and actions that address
the urgent needs with respect to housing diversity and “attainabllity”, local economy,
transportation, the environment and social well-being so that younger families can remain in or
move to the District while allowing older residents to continue to live in the municipality they call
home.

Comments Regarding Social Well-Being

We support the strategies outlined in the Draft Plan. We reiterate though that a critical social
determinant of health and well-being is housing. Thus, if the District is seeking to maintain and
enhance social and community well-being, a key driver will be the Draft Plan successfully
achieving enhancements in housing diversity across the housing spectrum including
“affordability”.

We have several recommendations. First, we recommend including specific reference to
increasing “child care spaces”. Accessible and affordable child care is very important to young
families. The District can play an important role in ensuring new development includes adequate
and appropriate child care space.

Second, taking into account the demographic shift to an aging community, there is an incredible

opportunity to develop more intergenerational social programming and housing that would move
toward the District’s vision in the Plan. Bringing together younger and older generations in social
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and living space, when done appropriately, provides real community benefits by building social
cohesion, trust and reciprocity while diminishing seniors' social isolation. For example, NSCR
organizes intergenerational Mother Goose events where parents with young infants come
together to sing and play in the context of seniors’ residences such that seniors can participate in
the workshop. Through observation and participant feedback, these sessions are very valuable for
enhancing social connections, reducing seniors’ isolation and improving genera! social well-being
while providing young families with tangible connections to older generations.

An intergenerational approach will enhance the Draft Plan's vision of creating a “complete,
connected and inclusive” community. :

Third, we note the District is unique in being neighbours in such close proximity with the Squamish
Nation. This presents an incredible opportunity for the District and its residents both in terms of
learning from and developing positive relationships with the Squamish Nation and it members.
This relationship is an important opportunity to develop the cultural assets of the community as
well as potentially positively impact housing diversity and affordability. Forging stronger
relationships with the Squamish Nation merits inclusion in the Draft Plan.

Finally, as with CHAC's comments on the Housing section of the Draft Plan, we recommend that
Draft Plan specify that the District develop a Social Well-Being Action Plan to identify specific
strategies and actions to implement the higher level goals of the Draft Plan in a timely manner.

Comments Regarding Transportation

NSCR also supports the Draft Plan with respect to strategies related to Transportation. The
growing challenge of the District in the context of the current reality is that the people who work
(and increasingly go to school) in West Vancouver typically do not live in District. And the people
who live in the District do not typically work in the District. This provides growing pressure on the
District’s transportation infrastructure and systems. The solutions to this challenge are of course
as much to do with importance of local economic development and housing diversity and
affordability (or “attainability”) as they have to do with transportation infrastructure and systems.
As such, NSCR supports the Draft Plan's emphasis on the importance of transportation strategies
that build meaningful and efficient modes of transportation that reduce reliance on automobiles
while recognizing that cars will of course remain part of the transportation system. This emphasis
should also influence decision making on areas of the Draft Plan including housing (e.g. reducing
requirements for parking spacing in residential development), Local Economy (moving people and
goods efficiently) and Parks and Environment (how fo access nature using 2 mode of
transportation other than an automobile).

We have one recommendation. The Draft Plan should include and prioritize the creation of a

District wide Transportation Action Plan, subsequent to the approval of the Draft Plan, which
would include specific actions and targets to achieve the Draft Plan’s overarching strategies.
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In conclusion, we again congratulate the District of West Vancouver on its Draft Official
Community Pian. It will be an important framework for District Council and staff to make decisions
regarding community development in the future. it represents a long and thoughtful conversation
with the community about how best the District will positively evolve into the future. We commend
you for demonstrating the leadership required to present this Draft Plan to the community.

We look forward to your continued leadership by approving this new Official Community Plan
during your current term in elected office.

Yours sincerely,

T

urray Mollard,
Executive Director

Cc: David Hawkins, Manager of Community Planning
Don Peters, Chair, Community Housing Action Commiittee

North Shore Community Resources’ (NSCR) mission is to design and deliver programs and
services that enhance well-being, social connections, empowerment and community participation.
Our vision is a thriving North Shore community. For more information about our organization,
please see our Annual Report: http://www.nscr.bc.ca/pdf/NSCR annual%20 report 2017.pdf

Contact: Murray Mollard, Executive Director

604-982-3305 / murray.mollard@nscr.bc.ca
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NORTH 3158 Mountain Highway

SHORE North Vancouver
DisaBILITY British Columbla V7K 2H5
RESOURCE Telephone 604-985-5371
CENTRE Facsimile 604-985-7594

E-mail: nsdrc@nsdrc.org

Web Site: www.nsdrc.org

Stina Hanson MUP, MFA February 27, 2018
Planning Analyst | District of West Vancouver

Municipal Hall

750 17th Street

West Vancouver BC V7V 3T3

Dear Stina:

NSDRC Response to District of West Vancouver Draft Official Community Plan

The North Shore Disability Resource Centre (NSDRC) Association was established in
1976 by parents, professionals and advocates to ensure that people with disabilities could
live comfortably in their communities. Since that time, the NSDRC has continued to
expand both its mandate and services. We continue to work to ensure that people with
disabilities have the opportunity to participate actively as contributing members of a
community that is free of physical, financial, and attitudinal barriers.

The NSDRC serves almost 2,000 infants, children, youth, adults and seniors with
disabilities each year, as well as their families. We make every effort to ensure that their
voices are heard, and that they are supported to participate in their community as fully and
independently as possible.

Our general response to the draft report is very positive as we support many of the ideas
documented in the plan. Our main areas of interest in the draft OCP report include
housing, accessibility and diversity.

We have owned and operated a fully accessible group home on Gordon Avenue in West
Vancouver since 1982. The house is home to 4 residents living with various disabilities.
They pay rent geared to income levels in order to make the home affordable to them. This
rent is well below market rents which creates financial challenges for us.

Vancouver Coastal Health provides funding to cover the costs of employees who provide _
minimal supports to the residents. Residents are otherwise independent in the community.

BC Housing has provided facility costs, including property taxes, rent subsidies,
replacement reserves and other capital costs. This agreement expires in September of
2018 after which no facility costs or rent subsidies will be paid. With the expiration of the
BC Housing Operating Agreement and without the exemption of the property taxes, the
home becomes less and less financially sustainable.

Working for a community for ali
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NSDRC Response to District of West Vancouver Draft Ofiicial Community Plan

We are therefore very supportive of the idea in Section 2.9.10 of the report which
suggests ~...permissive tax exemptions to encourage long-term sustainable operation of
community organizations that support West Vancouver residents. = We believe that tax
exemptions recognize the unique contributions of community resources such as Gordon

House and provide the financial flexibility that is crucial for sustained operations.

Section 2.1 Existing Neighbourhoods, touches on many areas important to us including
enhancing affordability, accessibility and sustainability. In general, we support efforts to
develop affordable housing across the North Shore. People with disabilities and thelr
families are faced with a housing crisis, as there are few places to live. We also employ
over 200 people and face the challenges of many employers of retaining employees due
to the high cost of living especially in West Vancouver,

Allowing coach houses and suites on the same property makes sense to us.

Section 2.1.18 and 19 on maintaining existing supportive housing and increasing
affordable and adaptable units is an idea we fully support.

Promoting employment initiatives and efforts to improve the safety and accessibility of
transportation networks is also important to us.

Section 2.8 Access and Inclusion touches on our core mission and values of working for a
community for all and valuing inclusion.

Overall we are quite pleased with the report and applaud the District for taking the initiative
to update the OCP; a significant undertaking.

We would be very happy to discuss the draft OCP in more detall if you would like more
direct feedback on our agency and the impact of the proposed OCP on us.

Liz Bamnett, Executive Director,

—

CC: NSDRC Board of Directors

\\s1.nsdrc.local\data\GFS\2017-2018\07Community & Advocacy\07-04 MunicipahNSDRC Response lo DWV Draft
OCP.docx Page 2 of 2
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From: Jorngthan LLOYD

Ta: OCP Review profect
Subject: Feedback to OCP
Date: March-16-18 2:57:16 PM

From: Canon Jonathan LLoyd, Rector of St Stephen Anglican Church (and resident of West
Vancouver)

The Anglican Church of St Stephen started in 1913 and we therefore have over 100 years of
history as a community of people and as a community-hub building (in two different
buildings) serving the people of West Vancouver. Much has changed in our local community
in the years from 1913 to 2018, as well as in the world (including two World Wars) and it is
good to ponder what changes challenge us now and in the future and to be engaged in these
important debates and conversations. The members of St Stephen's Church and other local
churches are active residents of West Vancouver and stand ready to take part in building
vision and supporting plans that benefit the whole community.

As Rector, I welcome the OCP ‘and thank West Vancouver Disrict for its bold vision and plan
for the coming decades. As a Christian leader, I welcome the emphasis in the OCP on social
wellbeing, housing, sustainability and climate change. The needs for our local community to
be a balanced, thriving, dynamic, and fair society are rooted in our Christian tradition.
Spiritual wellbeing is related to our local environment. As people of faith we are called to
work for a society in which there is balance, harmony, beauty, and opportunity forall. Itisa
concern to me that many people cannot find affordable homes to live in, whilst so many
properties are empty or under-used. Action is needed now, in my view, to stop the population
reduction and to find a future that brings sustainability.

| am pleased that the OCB ackowledges the importance of our local churches as
neighbourhood-hubs, and it is important to note that our churches are not only for the
'religious’ but are used by a wide range of people across West Vancouver - for Children's Day
Care, music and community choirs, health and wellbeing classes, voluntary organisations such
as Scouts and AA. We also support homeless people, and those in distress from all walks of
life whio may fall through the net of other helping agencies.

We are ready to explore possible partnerships and synergies (as suggested in 2.1.6) and to play
an active part in the future health and balance of the wider community of West Vancouver.

Thank you.

Canon Jonathan LLoyd

Rector, St Stephen's Anglican Church
West Vancouver, British Columbia, Canada

Tel: 604 926 4381

www.ststephenschurch.ca
www.vancouver.anglican.ca
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TransLink
400 - 287 Nel s Court
mms/_’um: o0 207 NeforsCourt

Canada
Tel 778.375.7500
translink.ca

Sauth Coast British Columbia
Transpartation Authority

March 21, 2018

Jim Bailey

Director of Planning & Development Services
District of West Vancouver

750 17th St

West Vancouver, BC V7V 373

Dear Mr. Bailey:

RE: The District of West Vancouver’s Official Community Plan: Part One Higher-Level
Objectives and Policies

Thank you for the opportunity to provide input on the draft District of West Vancouver Official
Community Plan {(OCP). We have reviewed the plan materials dated February 18, 2018, and our
comments are based on:
e Our legislated mandate in the South Coast British Columbia Transportation Act to review
Official Community Plan updates for implications to the regional transportation network,
* Our legislated mandate to support Metro Vancouver’s Regional Growth Strateqy (RGS).
» Our Regional Transportation Strategy {RTS) direction to work with partner agencies to
align transportation and land use.

The District’s draft OCP is a strong and clear document that supports overall the alignment of land
use and transportation in a way that will help to advance the goals of the Regional Transportation
Strategy. We believe the positive outcomes for the regional transportation system can be further
strengthened in the key ways discussed below, both in terms of land use and transportation
alignment and regional goods movement.

Land Use and Transport Integration
TransLink supports the policy direction in the draft OCP to focus growth in the Ambleside Town

Centre (the RGS designated Municipal Town Centre) and the Marine Drive Local Area, given
existing Frequent Transit Network level of service along Marine Drive as well as the Marine-Main
B-Line that will be implemented in 2019. The intensification of growth in these areas will help to
advance the goals of the RTS and RGS, and aligns with the recently completely Marine-Main
Frequent Transit Corridor Study.

In terms of housing diversity within these growth areas, we suggest including specific policy within
the local area plans to secure affordable housing options close to transit, given confirmation from

Metro Vancouver's recently completed Transit-Oriented Affordable Housing Study that people
living in renter households are more likely to use transit.

Page 1 of 2
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Jim Bailey

March 21, 2018

RE: The District of West Vancouver’s Official Community Plan: Part One Higher-Level Objectives
and Policies

We also suggest these housing policies respond to Metro Vancouver's Regional Affordable
Housing Strategy which lays out specific municipal actions for housing affordability.

Translink acknowledges the draft OCP’s objective to concentrate development around Cypress
Village and Cypress West. From a transit perspective however, we reiterate our previous
comments (see attached May 12, 2016 correspondence) regarding the focusing of growth at
Cypress Village, and expectations around future transit service. The Cypress Village and Cypress
West neighbourhoods are not located along a reasonably direct corridor connecting other transit
destinations, one of the key principles of the Transit-Oriented Communities Design Guidelines.
They are also not located in or near a designated Urban Centre or along the Frequent Transit
Network (FTN). Given their location, it would be difficult to serve these proposed neighbourhoods
cost effectively, particularly with more than a basic level of service.

Goods Movement and the Major Road Network
TransLink supports the OCP's direction to facilitate effective and efficient goods movement within
the transportation network, and to support walking and cycling. Noting several policies that
provide road space reallocation and infrastructure improvement to support the pedestrian and
cycling network, we suggest the addition of wording in the OCP to clarify that TransLink has a
statutory role to approve actions that:

i.  Reduce the people moving capacity of the Major Road Network {MRN); and/or

ii.  Prohibit the movement of trucks on any road (except for provincial highways); regardless
of whether or not that road is part of the MRN.

For any changes that might affect the MRN and/or truck movements, TransLink staff are aple to
work with District staff to review any such proposals (including, but not limited to, lane reductions,
traffic and pedestrian signalization, traffic calming etc.) and to work towards achieving a mutually
supported outcome.

We have attached to this letter further details on the above items, as well as additional comments
on the draft OCP. Thank you again for this opportunity to provide input into the District’s draft
OCP update, and we look forward to remaining involved as the plan evolves. If you wish to discuss
the comments further, please contact Joanna Brownell, Manager, Partner Planning, at 778 375
7863 or joanna.brownell@translink.ca.

Sincerely,

Subon .

Sarah Ross
Director, System Planning

cc James Stiver, Manager, Growth Management and Transportation, Metro Vancouver

Page 2 of 2
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Vancoyver Y — Office of the Medical Health Officer

H ea lth Vancouver Coastal Health ~ North Shore
FPromoting wellness Enauring care 5“'I Floor, 132 West Esplanade Ave,

North Vancouver, BC V7M 1A2
Telephone: 604-983-6701
Facsimile: 604-983-6839

March 22, 2018

Mr. David Hawkins

Manager of Community Planning & Sustainability
Planning & Development Services

District of West Vancouver

750 17th St, West Vancouver, BC V7V 3T3

Via email: dhawkins@wesltvancouver.ca

Dear Mr, Hawkins,
RE: District of West Vancouver Official Community Plan: Part One (2017-18 OCP Review)

Healthy communities are places that are safe, contribute to a high quality of life, provide a strong
sense of belonging and identity, and offer access to a wide range of health-promoting amenities,
infrastructure, and opportunities for all residents. Official Community Plans (OCPs) provide local
governments with the opportunity to establish a vision and plan for a healthy community.

Vancouver Coastal Health (VCH) would like to thank you for the opportunity to review the District of
West Vancouver Official Community Plan: Part One, dated February 13, 2018.

The document was reviewed by the Medical Health Officer, North Shore Population Health, Health
Protection, and the Healthy Built Environment Team. Please accept the following comments for
your consideration:

The draft OCP is comprehensive and has highlighted many areas of the built environment and
social determinants of health that are known to be linked to health outcomes. The OCP is relevant
to the changing needs of the District and incorporates a number of policies that aim to help the
community respond to these changes.

Complete, Compact, Connected, Mixed Use Neighbourhoods

Mixed land use helps create environments that encourage physical activity, reduce vehicle use, and
positively influence overall heailth and mobility‘_ The draft OCP mentions the creation of local area
plans that have mixtures of buildings, uses, and housing types, and emphasizes the need to
provide connections to the existing active transportation networks. The creation of full and complete
transportation networks that enable individuals to get to places of interest is essential for
encouraging the use of active modes of transportation, as well as to enable individuals to connect
with their neighbours and the environment around them.

Housing

The draft OCP has strategically focused on the need for affordable and diverse housing options to
meet the changing demographics of the District. Healthy housing includes providing affordable
homes that provide shelter, are free of hazards, and enable residents to engage in activities that
support health'. The draft OCP has provided sections specific to provision of rental housing and
housing that looks to meet the changing housing needs of persons aged 65 and older. The draft
OCP has also stated policies that may help address housing affordability such as provision of a
range of unit sizes and specific emphasis on providing “missing middle” housing options to alleviate

! Provincial Health Services Autharity (PH5A} {2014, October). Healthy Budt Environmant Linkages: A Toalkit for Design, Planning, Health {Rep.) Retrieved January 09, 2018, from
Provinctal Heakh Services Authority (PHSA) website: hitp: ffwywew pha cafDiocumentsfisbage stoolkitmylsedoct 1670 R4_ful pf
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the costs for the significant proportion of households spending more than 30% of their income on
housing®. The draft OCP works towards creating neighbourhoods that support aging in place and
providing individuals with the opportunity to access amenities through modes of active
transportation. The QCP could strengthen its policies around the creation of neighbourhood hubs to
ensure healthy and efficient land use by providing a stronger connection between housing,
commercial opportunities and existing transportation networks to provide a variety of options for
residents to travel to, from, and within neighbourhoods.

Transportation

The health benefits of active transportation (walking, cycling, and use of public transit) include
improved mental and physical health'. The draft OCP identifies several opportunities to improve the
streetscape, complete pedestrian and cycling networks to encourage physical activity and active
transportation, and work with a variety of agencies to develop alternative transportation options in
the District. However, active transportation policies could also be embedded throughout the
document - for example, by including an active transportation lens in the Local Economy section. A
stronger accessibility lens could also be applied to the Mobifity and Circulation section to ensure
that the needs of the young, frail, elderly, dementia, special needs, and others with physical, visual,
hearing, and cognitive impairments are met. A focus on programs or enhancement of routes to
provide safe routes to destinations could help enhance this section.

Social Connections and Place-making

Social connections have great impacts on individuals' mental and physical health, adoption of
health behaviours, and risk of death®. The draft OCP provides some opportunities for the creation
of open or public space in key locations, and the discussion of neighbourhood hubs. However, the
benefits of public spaces - such as providing space to congregate and connect with others — could
be articulated more explicitly throughout the document, particularly when mentioning features that
serve the local community and development of neighbourhoods and corridors. Opportunities exist in
the development of local area plans, enabling the opportunity to speak to enhance the sense of
community and belonging throughout the District. The OCP can leverage the opportunity to foster
social connections through place-making in the public realm, recognizing that this benefits not only
visitors and tourist o the area, but also residents.

* Demographic Trends
The OCP has considered the resident and projected populations and what can be done to better
accommodate their needs, particularly with respect to housing. However, the title "Aging
population” does not adequately convey the demographic trend facing the District. it implies the
solution is to focus on seniors when that might actually worsen the situation. A better title would be
"Aging papulation and loss of young families" as the solution will involves improving affordability
and living conditions for young families in the District. The needs of the frail, elderly, dementia, and
special needs populations must of course also be considered. Ensure both seniors and young
families are included as stakeholders when consulting with the community to acknowledge the
challenges faced by these key populations and how they can be accommodated.

Health Lens

A health lens can be used to heighten support for different initiatives, particularly with respect to the
development of mixed-use facilities, well-connected networks, and ways to promote social
cohesion. Health language and rationale can be incorporated more thoroughly throughout the
document or in opening paragraphs to illustrate the impacts and significance that some policies
might have on health.

. of Canada ks Canada, “Census Prolile, 2016 CensusWest Vi . Disteict icipality [Census subdivision}, British Columbia and Brltish Columb
[Province).” Governmaent of Canada, Statistics Canada, 16 Nav. 2017, http /fwww’ an. sug-tecettism )
/e e cfm?lange sC5D8Code]259150558Gen e PRECode 2n 5L Datas Count& »

Umberson, Debra, and lennifer Karas Monlez. "Soctal Relatlonships and Health. A Flashpaiet for Health Pallcy.” fournal of Health and Social Behavior, val. 51, no. 1_sappl, 2010,
dok10 1177/0022146510383501
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Please see the attached document for additional more specific comments.

VCH looks forward to continuing to work with the District of West Vancouver as it continues the
OCP review process. If there are any further questions regarding the comments provided, please
contact Medical Health Officer, Mark Lysyshyn at mark.lysyshyn@vch.ca or 604-983-6701.

Sincerely,
=z =
Mark Lysyshyn, MD, MPH, FRCFC

Medical Health Officer
Vancouver Coastal Health, North Shore & Sea to Sky

Attachment 1: 2018-03-16.DWV OCFP Comments
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West Vancouver —

Chamberi

Of Commerce | Of Wesd Vancouverand Bowen islond

March 27, 2018

District of West Vancouver Planning Department
Attention: David Hawkins

Manager of Community Planning and Sustainability
750 - 17th Street

West Vancouver, BC

V7V 313

Subject: Draft Official Community Plan March 2018

Dear Mr. Hawkins,
Thank you for your recent presentation to our Board of Directors on the draft Official Community Plan.

Founded in 1952, The West Vancouver Chamber of Commerce has more than 300 member businesses and is
active in all business areas in the District of West Vancouver. The Chamber is dedicated to promoting,
enhancing and facilitating local business in the interests not only of our members but of the health of the
community as a whole.

In order to ensure that our advocacy in this matter is objective, an ad-hoc Advocacy Committee has reviewed
this draft policy and brought forward a recommendation for general support with recommendations for further
refinement to the Board of Directors, which has been approved.

Given the importance of this new community policy and the potential impacts — both positive and negative — it
will have on our business community, we appreciate the opportunity to offer feedback at this stage in the
Policy's evalution.

A. Housing & Neighbourhoods - in general, we are supportive of the opportunities and incentives to provide a
maore diverse range of housing options which may allow more local employees to live in West Vancouver, as well
as provide more opportunities for residential intensification near our Village Centres to support local business.

Areas for improvement for consideration:

» Recommend incentivizing the development of secured, rental housing by increasing the capto 4 or 4.5
stories along Marine Drive (outside of Village Centres) (2.1.5)

» Include further incentives for secured rental housing as part of the “missing middle” strategy (2.1.4)

* Recommend exploring fee-simple rowhome zones to further increase housing diversity {2.1.16)

» Recommend strengthening language and incentives for securing market and non-market rental housing
{2.1.16) — as you are aware, affordable options for employee housing is a severe challenge for our
members.

Phone: (604) 926-6614 Fax: (604) 926-6647 E-mail: info@westvanchamber.com

2235 Marine Drive, West Vancouver, BC, Canada V7T 1K5 www.westvanchamber.com e
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B. Local Economy — in general, we are supportive of the high-level principles, supported by the Economic
Development Plan. We appreciate the emphasis on our unique commercial centres and the direction and
support of specific economic uses within, which will assist in differentiating the experiences within each of the
commercial centres and protect their unique identities and charm.

Areas for improvement for consideration:

» Supporting Tourism and Visitors: Explore opportunities to accommodate temporary parking/ pull over
bays for tourism buses in Ambleside Municipal Town Centre

e Promoting opportunities and innovation: Given the significant number homebased businesses, tech and
film industry businesses, explore feasibility of a municipal internet fibre network in West Vancouver (or
North Shore) similar to what has been done in Coquitlam and New Westminster

C. Transportation & Infrastructure — in general, we are supportive of the commitment and increased
investments in our roads and public transit options in West Vancouver, as this will facilitate a better flow of
goods and services throughout our municipality and to the rest of the region.

¢ Policy 2.4.17 — Develop porking manogement strategies in Town and Villages Centres to meet
cammunity needs and support more sustainable modes of travel: Visitor parking remains to be an area
of concern for our members. The Chamber is keen to understand how these parking management
strategies will be developed and implemented. More information on this is welcome.

D. Parks and Environment + E. Socjal Well-Being ~ The Chamber is generally supportive of the principles
outlined in these remaining two sections of this Policy document as they encourage West Vancouver developing
into a more livable, diverse, complete community, and an increasingly desirable place to live which will benefit
our local econamy.

We look forward to reviewing the next iteration of this important policy. Thank you for the opportunity to
comment.

Yours Truly,

Mark Senner
President of the West Vancouver Chamber of Commerce
On behalf of the 2018 Board of Directors

cc: Mayor and Council

Phone: (604) 926-6614 Fax: (604) 926-6647 E-mail: info@westvanchamber.com

2235 Marine Drive, West Vancouver, BC, Canada V7T 1K5 www.westvanchamber.com a7
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From: Earran, Nancy

To: OCP Review profect
Subject: OCP Comments from the West Vancouver (Community) Foundation...
Data: March-12-18 11:36:44 AM

The Board of Directors of the West Vancouver Foundation has had the opportunity to review and
discuss the Draft Official Community Plan (OCP). We are pleased to see that there is much
alignment between the contents of the Draft OCP and the West Vancouver Foundation’s VitalSigns
research and reports. We encourage a swift approval and adoption of the Draft OCP as many of the
issues it addresses are urgent and require immediate attention.

We were also pleased to hear that the VitalSigns reports acted as resources for the OCP Review and

that key findings were referenced in the OCP process. Many of the themes that the VitalSigns

project surfaced appear to be similar to what the DWV Planning staff heard through the OCP

engagement process (e.g., mental and physical health, aging population, barriers to belonging, lack

of housing options). We note that many of these have been integrated into the Draft OCP such as:
¢ Removing barriers and supporting orientation and integration of new residents and

immigrants

Providing meaningful engagement, consultation and volunteer opportunities

e  Supporting community organizations that support WV residents through grants and
permissive tax exemptions

* Supporting programs, services, events and activities that support age diversity and celebrate
cultural diversity

* Supporting a variety of community activities through policy, facilities and grants

* Enhancing information sharing and meaningful participation in civic affairs through
accessible communication (i.e. universal access and multilingual considerations). The OCP
Review Process demonstrated positive first steps here with youth events and a Chinese
language workshop

* [ncorporating accessibility design in public spaces and programs for a barrier-free and
inclusive public environment

e Encouraging the participation of children, youth, families, seniors and people facing
disabilities

The VitalSigns research also highlighted the relationship between social well-being, the
environment, housing, transportation and jobs. We note that these relationships are also addressed
within the Draft OCP. In particular, in relation to increased and better housing options, we note the
positive additions of:
¢ The regeneration of existing neighbourhoods with infill options (smaller homes on smaller
lots, enabling coach houses and expanding duplexes)
¢ Protecting heritage by allowing multi-family use and infill
« Expanding the missing middle (triplex and townhouse options next to schools and parks;
missed use and live-work in commercial areas)
¢  Ensuring that new multi-family and mixed-use housing meet community needs (range of
home sizes and more innovative, accessible and adaptable homes)

68
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e Policies to protect existing rental housing and to promote new market and non-market
rental, seniors and supportive housing

We commend the District of West Vancouver Pianning staff for their commitment to engagement;
their sensitive incorporation of important policies and recommendations; and their balanced
approach. With its clear and actionable recommendations, we believe that this OCP has the ability
to protect what makes West Vancouver special, and develop the housing options, socia! programs
and economic policies to ensure that West Vancouver becomes a vibrant and resilient community
once again, where everyone is valued, contributes and feels they belong.

With thanks for your diligent and hard work,

The Board of Directors of the West Vancouver Foundation

Nancy Farran, Board Chair
West Vancouver Foundation

775-15t Street
West Vancouver, BC V7T25%

| w: westvanfoundation.com | o: 604-925-8153 | t: @WestVanFdn

@
@ ) WEST VANCOUVER

~ FOUNDATION
.“.



west vancouver

MEMORIAL
LIBRARY

1950 Marine Drive
West Vancouver, BC V7V 1J8

call: 604,.925.7400 fax: 604.925.5933
westvanlibrary.ca (7 ) (a )

Mayor Michael Smith 251102

District of West Vancouver
750-17th Street,
West Vancouver, BCV7V 3T3

March 7, 2018
Dear Mayor Smith and Council:

| am writing on behalf of the West Vancouver Memoria! Library Board to contribute to Phase 4 of
the Official Community Plan Review.

The Board appreciated the presentation made at their February 21, 2018 regular meeting by
Manager of Community Planning and Sustainability, David Hawkins. Mr. Hawkins reviewed the
planning process to date and highlighted key aspects of the draft plan, including those that are
most relevant to the Library.

The Board commends the District for the planning process which has featured comprehensive
consultation with stakeholders and the community and resulted in clear articulation of priorities
and policy objectives. The Board supports the two objectives that specifically mention the Library:
Enhancing public facilities and spaces
2.8.9 Maintain and optimize existing civic facilities (e.g. community centres and libraries)
and manage space flexibly or potentially expand to meet changing needs.
Embracing arts, creativity and lifelong education
2.9.8 Support the West Vancouver Memorial Library as a key literacy and lifelong learning
institution, community gathering space and resource centre for people of all ages.

In addition, the Library supports many of the objectives in the Social Well-Being Section, such as:

2.8 Access and Inclusion
Supporting demographic diversity

2.8.4 Provide services, programs and facilities that are inclusive of and encourage seniors
and people with disabilities to function independently.

2.8.5 Provide services, programs and facilities to support children, youth and families in
meeting their diverse needs and foster their sense of belonging.

1351488v1
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2.B.6 Review programs, services and facilities to remove potential barriers and support
orientation and integration of new residents and immigrants.

Furthermore, the Library Board recognizes that advancement of the priorities in the Housing and
Neighborhoods and Local Economy sections are vital for our workforce. The Library Board urges
Council to improve the options and availability of housing for District and Library employees so that
we can retain and recruit our workforce.

In closing, on behalf of the WVML Board, | would like to applaud Council for this very important
community Initiative. The Board recognizes that the adoption of the new plan is essential for the
well-being of our community and supports bringing the process to a conclusion in early 2018 so
that implementation planning can move forward.

We would appreciate the final draft of the Official Community Plan including a reference to our
Strategic Plan to raise awareness that the Library is also guided by another significant planning
document.

Yours si

avid Carter
Chair

1351488v1
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March 27, 2017

District of West Vancouver

Municipal Hall

750 17" Street File: TDP_HSB_2018-03-18
West Vancouver

BC, V7V 373

Dear Sir, Madam:

DISTRICT OF WEST VANCOUVER OFFICIAL COMMUNITY PLAN (OCP) - DRAFT
PLAN

Thank you for consulting BC Ferries on the next stage of the OCP review - Draft Plan. As
a key stakeholder in the community, major employer and land owner in West Vancouver,
BC Ferries once again welcomes the opportunity to be engaged in the review of the
District’s OCP.

Overview — BC Ferries Services Inc.

BC Ferrles Is one of the largest ferry operators in the world, providing year-round vehicle
and passenger service on 24 routes with 47 terminals, and a fleet of 35 vessels. We
recognize the importance of the coastal ferry system in the lives of the customers and
the communities the Company serves. Sustainabllity of the ferry system and affordability
of fares are key objectives at the forefront of all of the Company's decisions and plans.
We are the stewards of safe, reliable and sustainable marine transportation, providing an
essential service that connects residents, business travelers, visitors and cargo safely to
its destinations across British Columbia.

BC Ferries Is a commercial organization governed by an Independent Board of Directors
appointed by the BC Ferry Authority.

BC Ferries understands that having a safe, reliable and affordable ferry system continues
to be the most important consideration for our customers.

BC Ferries Vision
Qur vision is as follows:

To provide a continuously improving West Coast travel experience that
consistently exceeds customer expectations and reflects the innovation and
pride of our employees.
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BC Ferries Response

In addition to our comments submitted in our response dated September 1, 2017, and
December 17, 2017 BC Ferries submits the following comments:

Horseshoe Bay ferry terminal has been providing a key local and regional transportation
service between the mainland, Vancouver Island, Bowen Island and the Sunshine Coast
since the 1960's. The terminal serves over 5 million customers annually, which is likely
to increase in the future, particularly with growth in the number of foot passengers. The
terminal is a significant contributor to the local economy both directly and indirectly. As
an employer in the local community, BC Ferries’ provides jobs for over 500 staff and
contributes significantly to the local and regional economy through the purchasing of
local goods and services, BC Ferries’ customers also help support the many local
businesses in the Horseshoe Bay village.

Horseshoe Bay will continue to be the major ferry terminal connecting communities and
customers between the lower mainland, Vancouver Island, Bowen Island and the
Sunshine Coast. With growing volumes of foot and vehicle passengers and aging
Infrastructure at the terminal, it is highly likely that, in the future, the terminal will need
to be significantly improved and modernized. BC Ferries has recently commenced a
significant engagement process with the community, key stakeholders and First Nations
to help us develop a new long term development plan for Horseshoe Bay. More

information on this initiative can be found at https://www.bcferries.com/about/hsbvision/
Draft OCP

BC Ferries has reviewed the Draft OCP. We are disappointed that the existing role and
the opportunity to enhance Horseshoe Bay ferry terminal as a regional and local
transportation hub is not specifically mentioned. It is therefore important that the OCP
provides policies which acknowledge the importance of the Horseshoe Bay ferry terminal
to the local and regional transportation system and economy and that policies will
support the future modernization of the terminal, particularly given that the majority of
the terminal is legal non-conforming under s.528 of the Local Government Act and any
significant redevelopment is likely to require rezoning and Development Permit
applications to be submitted. While we are aware that the intent is to produce a Local
Area Plan for Horseshoe Bay, the proposed boundary for local area planning in Horseshoe
Bay excludes the majority of the terminal and therefore it would be helpful if the OCP
also provides policy context given the significant contribution that this terminal makes to
the local and regional economy and which will support its future modernization and
enhancement.

Specific policy comments are as follows:
Section 2.3 Local Economy and Employment

2.3.3 Enhance Horseshoe Bay Village Centre as a regional gateway destination with
commercial land uses, including sueh-as:

* Retail, service and restaurants centred on the waterfront;
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» Enhanced intermodal regional transportation facilities;
» Visitor accommeodation;
e Tourism and recreation; and
o Secondary office use.
Supporting tourism and visitors
Add new policy to section 2.3.10 as follows:

Support the redevelopment and modernization of the Horseshoe Bay terminal as a key
gateway for visitors to and from the Sunshine Coast, Bowen Island and Vancouver
Island.

Section 2.4 Mobility and Circulation

Amend policy 2.4.10 as follows:

Support the continuation of existing rail ard-ferry transportation services
Add new policy 2.4.11

The District will work with BC Ferries to produce a new Terminal Development Plan for
Horseshoe Bay to improve access to, frequency and efficiency and support the
modernization of the ferry terminal to improve customer experience and service
reliability. :

In addition, there is a significant opportunity for the OCP to strengthen the collaboration
between BC Ferries, the District of West Vancouver and TransLink to ensure an overall
better and connected intermodal transportation service/mobility hub for our growing
number of foot passengers.

We would welcome the opportunity to meet with you to discuss our representations to
date and to introduce our terminal development planning process for Horseshoe Bay.

Yours Sincerely,

Brian Green, MCIP, RPP, MRTPI

Manager, Terminal Development
E: brian.green@bcferries.com
P: 250 978 1479
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Comments from the DWV Strategic Transportation Plan Working Group - Submitted by Working
Group Co-Chair Peter Scholefield

500

5-) Sticky Note - [Peter Scholefield] 2/17/2018,12:19:20PM *

— ~—————— : Pari One

'2 47 Expand parkmg and related destmatlon mfrastructure for cycltgts

TRANSPORTATION & INFRASTRIICTIIRE

[}:] Stick..2/17/2018, 11:06.. *
2.4  Mobility and Circulation Address identified gaq

land complete

EncoCE;Jing walking & cycling
0

241 mpiete the pedestrian and cycling network with integration to transit, Town and Village
Centres, community facilities, parks and irails system (see Map 11).

242 Provide altractive alternatives to driving by enhancing the safety, acressibilitv and
connectivity for pedestrians and cyclists through measure such as: (=) Stic. 2/17/2018, 11:3..

* Key new connections; Protected instead of J

#er and weather-protected sidewalks; and e e T AT
s ¥Dedicated bike lanes. - =

243  Use road rights of way to expand urban connector trails* throughout the community and
enhance north/south connections across Highway 1 for pedestrian and cyclist.

244 Develop minimum pedestrian and cyclist design and infrastruclure guidelines to guide new
private and public development projects.

245 Provide road space reallocation and infrastructure improvement opportunities in public and
private development projen[’%jsuppon t{he pedestrian and cycling network and movement.

246 Expand wayfinding features In . nd around centres and key neighbourhood hubs (e.g.
schools, parks, churches and con.munity facilities).

Supporting transit mobility and regional cunnections

24.7  Work with Transtink lo improve transit infra: tructure, service area, frequency and efficiency
and support the expansion of frequent transit +arvices, prioritizing conneclions between Park
Royal and Dundarave.

24.8 Expand bus priority measures and transit-supportive road treatments along Marine Drive to
support Increased efficiency of fransit service.

24.9 Continue to develop and refine streetscape design guideli»es to support transit and active
transportation priositization in Town and Village Centres and around neighbourhood hubs.

2410 Suppaort the continuation of existing rail and ferry transport sen ‘ces.

241 Partner with stakeholders, including TransLink, BC Ferries, nelghuouring municipalities, First
Nations, Metro Vancouver and senior governmenits to advance inter- ‘nunicipal connectivity
for all travel modes and explore alternatives (e.g. lower level road, rals, and ferry and water

taxi services).
@ () Sticky No.. 2/17/2018, 11:08:53 A..

on the pedestrian and cycli.na'
.| networks, espec:ally tn and
around

G2 Sticky Note - [Peter Sch..2/17/2018, 11:44:22 AM *

*[2.4.12 Work with other North Shore munici-
|| palities and TransLink to plan for a rapid
transit crossmg of Burrard Inlet.
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@ Sticky Note - [Peter Scholefield] 2/17/2018, 11:29:55 AM
[with protected bike lanes ]

Enhancing road network accessiliility, safety and efficiency

2412

2413
2414

2415
24.16

2417

2.4.18
2419

2.4.20

Maintain the road aetwork fo the safety anv reliability of all road users, and seek to expand
proposed road ctions as opportunitie: arise {see Map 12}, including:

« Access roads fo the%}nseﬂ Cypress V llage area;

* The Low Level Road io bypass the Lio le Bridge; and

= A Clyde Avenue-Klahanie Park crossing over the Capilano River.

Deliver road network enhancements through public and private development opportunities.

Incorporate universal access design principles in sidewalk, pathways, transit, and road
improvement projects for pedestrians and cyclists of all ages and abilities.

Optimize safety and visibility of arterial roads and intersections for all road users.

Develop traffic calming guidelines to manage streets serving primarily local traffic and
residential access.

Develop parking management sirategies In Town and Village Centres lo meet community
needs and support more sustalnable modes of travel,

Facilitate effective and efficient goods movement on the transportation network.

Explore and implement options to reduce traffic impacts associated with construction
throughout the community.

Collaborate with TransLink, Provincial government, First Nations, neighbouring
municipalities, and schools to improve fransportation safety and network to facilitate the
movement of people and goods in the District and the North Shore,

Promotinig sustainability and innovation

2.4.21

2422

2423

2424

Prioritize suslainable transportation options and seek to reduce auto dependency in private
and public development projects.

Support blke sharing, car and ride sharing in Town and Village Centres, and explore
collaboration with neighbouring municipalities, institutional, commercial and community
partners.

Provide infrastructure for electric and low-emission vehicles, including charging stations as a
requirement of new development and preferential parking aptions.

Use health impact assessments to evaluate public health consequences of transportation
planning decisions (e.g. air quality, injury prevention, physical activity).

DRAFT February 13, 2018 Page 36 of 53
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Feedback from the ULWG to the Draft OCP

Former members of the Upper Lands Working Group Present: Heather Johnston, Brian Walker,

Alan Bardsley, Graham Nicholls, Andy Krawczyk, Mike Fillipoff and Rebecca Buchanan

At the conclusion of the Upper Lands Working Group process and after robust public
consultation, the ULWG recommended several amendments to the then OCP affecting the
future of the upper lands of West Vancouver, namely:

Atitem 3.1.1.1, the ULWG recommended that the current restriction preventing
residential development above the 1200-foot contour line be maintained without
further consideration of a 1200-foot contour variation.

Atitem 3.1.1.2, that municipally owned lands above 1200-feet be permanently
protected as dedicated parkland.

Having individually reviewed and considered the draft OCP policy and having met, discussed
and come to a consensus, the former members of the ULWG make the following comments
with respect to the draft OCP policy items directly affecting the Upper Lands:

At proposed item 2.2.10, the draft OCP is a clear departure from ULWG
recommendation 3.1.1.1, which was generated after 2 years of analysis of
environmental information, feedback from stakeholder groups, robust public
consultation and clear direction from the community members in West Vancouver. The
members of the ULWG are disappointed that the work of the group and the lengthy
community consultation on this particular issue have been ignored in favour of a less
robust recommendation.

If recommendation 2.2.10 remains, the UILWG wish to emphasize that any residential
development above 1200-foot boundary must foliow a thorough planning process, as
articulated at 2.2.3. In this regard, the ULWG looks to the recommendation articulated
in the Parks Master Plan for the deaccession of parkland for the purpose of acquiring
new parkland that greater meets the needs and values of the community.

That said, the former members of the ULWG strongly endorse proposed item 2.2.11,

which mirrors the group’s recommendation at 3.1.1.2, to dedicate lands above 1200-
feet as parkland.

77



Locinne Wallace, North Shore Heritage Preservation Society

This is shared feedback from the North Shore Heritage Preservation Society. In regards to the
OCP's Section 2.1.8 Respecting Character and Protecting Heritage, we would like to forward
several suggestions:

1) Expedite the Heritage Advisory Committee. We are happy Council and Municipal
Hall are in support of this.

2) Development permits for the retention of heritage properties need to be approved
more quickly. Time is a financial resource for a property owner to consider
retention vs demolition.

3) Provide financial tax incentives for retention of heritage properties (exemptions
for a portion of property taxes or waive other municipal fees, such as
development permit fees)

4) Provide technical advice for property owners to consider retention of heritage
resources.
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From: Davld Hawking

To: atina Hanson; Maeve Bermingham; Winple Yig
Subject: FW: Feedback on the OCP draft from the Old-Growth Conservancy Sodety (OGCS)
Date: April-03-18 7:50:10 AM

From: Mike Fillipoff
Sent: March-29-18 9:10 AM
To: David Hawkins <dhawkins@westvancouver.ca>; Jim Bailey <jbailey@westvancouver.ca>

Subject: Feedback on the OCP draft from the Old-Growth Conservancy Society (OGCS)

March 29, 2018
Dear David and Jim
The Board of Directors of the Old-Growth Conservancy Society {(OGCS) requests that the
following be added to Section D new section iv under the title of Old-growth Forested Areas:
QUOTE
Old-Growth Forested Areas
Protect all remaining old-growth forests in West Vancouver under municipal control by:
» Identifying the locations of the old-growth tree stands lncludlng remnants within
younger stands
*  Prohibiting the cutting of or damage to old-growth trees under municipal control.
Any exceptions would require public consultation with specific approval by wv
Council
* Preventing any development or activity that may damage the ecological integrity
of remaining old-growth stands. Any exceptions would require public
consultation with specific approval by WV Council
The maintenance and care of the forest resources in West Vancouver on public lands including
old-growth forests and trees is of paramount importance to the community. The longer-term
actions to execute this include the following:
* Encourage and support the continuation of the stewardship groups involved in
the preservation of the old-growth forests and trees
Educate the public in appreciating and preserving this vital resource
Provide permanent protection of the old-growth forests in the District of West
Vancouver by including them in the future dedicated parks in the Upper Lands
* Encourage the education of the public regarding the environment, forests, old-
growth forests and their role in maintaining quality of life and mitigating climate
change

UNQUOTE
The above is sent on behalf of the OGCS Board of Directors.

Mike Fillipoff, Board Member
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COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT WEST VANCOUVER OFFICIAL COMMUNITY PLAN
FROM THE WEST VANCOUVER BLUE DOT COMMITTEE {(WVBDC)
LISA BRASSO, AILEEN MCMANAMON AND LORI WILLIAMS

MARCH 14, 2018

These comments about the proposed Official Community Plan (OCP) are offered as part of the WVBDC's
commitment to working with the District of West Vancouver (The “District”} to ensure that the District’s
Blue Dot Campaign Commitments are met.

Introduction

On July 20, 2015, the District adopted the Blue Dot Campaign declaration and recognized the right to a
healthy environment. The key aspects of this declaration are:

¢ the right to breathe clean air

e the right to drink clean water

e the right to consume safe food

e the right to access nature

» the right to know about pollutants and contaminants released into the environment
e the right to participated in decision making that will affect the environment

The WVBDC will not make comments on the draft OCP relating to all of the above rights. Our focus will
be on the District’s obligations to its residents surrounding the right to breathe clean air and more
generally, on the OCP’s proposed measures to address the impacts of climate change and its own and
the community’s GHG emissions. '

In 2017, the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change stated that the next three years {2018-2020)
will be crucial. The Panel calculates that if emissions can be brought permanently lower by 2020 then
the temperature thresholds leading to runaway irreversible climate change will not be breached. If
current GHG levels continue, the Paris Accord targets cannot be reached and the world is on pace for
dramatic and life threatening changes. This is not hyperbole. This is the future for the residents of West
Vancouver and the rest of the world. Now is the time to take decisive action and the OCP is the
document with the potential to create meaningful change.

https:/fwww theguardian.com/science/2016/aug/06/global -warming-target-miss-scientists-warn

In setting the Community Context, the Draft OCP states, “Our natural setting has shaped how we have
developed and grown over a century, and it will also inform our opportunities and responsibilities as we
plan for the future. In light of the challenges we currently face, we suggest it is imperative that goals,
objectives and measures taken today be as leading edge and ambitious as befits a municipality as
naturally privileged as West Vancouver, so that it may grow, develop and thrive for another century.
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Comments Relating to the Reduction of GHG Emissions

We understand that the draft OCP is designed to be a document that “/ays out high-level decision—
making framework for the future” and that its goal is to provide “... o general statement of objectives
and policies to guide planning and land use changes.” In our opinion, even at a high-level, the current
draft of the OCP does not contain a framework for the future that will guide decision makers to
sufficiently reverse the District’s contributions to greenhouse gas emissions (GHGs) of 6 tonnes per
capita, which currently exceed the regional average of 5 tonnes per capita. This is already a significant
indicator of underperformance, but even more alarming when one considers that West Vancouver has
virtually no industrial contribution to this figure.

Under the heading “Climate Change” on page 8, the OCP sets out the reality that the District’s current
GHG emissions are higher than the regional average. This rate of emissions is made up of both
Municipal {corporate) and household (community) contributions. Later in the document, the OCP sets
out specific goals for both corporate and community contributions to GHGs.

The District currently has two plans in place to deal with its GHG emissions: the “Corporate Energy and
Emissions Plan” from 2012 and the “Community Energy and Emissions Plan” from 2016. Each plan has a
different GHG reduction goal and timeline.

Reducing Corporate GHGs

The District emissions are from its buildings and infrastructure and its fleet and mobile equipment.
These assets are completely within the District's control. Decisions can be made to reduce GHG
emissions significantly if those decisions are made a priority. Financial concerns will always be raised as
a rationale for slower progress toward greater efficiency. While steps have been made to reduce
emissions to date (which have also led to significant cost savings), the WVBDC believes that more
priority must be given to increasing the reductions as quickly as possible. Paragraph 2.5.19 of the OCP
states:

“The District has a goal to implement corporate energy and emissions reduction initiatives to advance
towards the District’s Corporate GHG reduction target of 33% below 2007 levels by 2020 and 80% by
2050".

The long range target should not be seen as aspirational but as a target to be met and surpassed ahead
of time. We believe that the OCP should encourage that kind of leadership. Thus, it is our suggestion
this paragraph should read:

“The District has a goal to implement corporate energy and emissions reduction initiatives to advance
towards the District’s Corporate GHG reduction target of 33% below 2007 levels by 2020 and 80% by

2050 and will do its utmost to reach the 80% target significantly sooner than 2050. These reduction
targets must be taken into account,_ahead of pure fiscol considerations, when making equipment,
infrastructure, fleet and other procurement decisions due to the additional environmental and social

return on investment of the more sustainable alternative.”
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Reducing Community GHGs

We know from the District’s Working Group on Community Energy and Emissions Plan (CEEP) report
from 2016 that the major sources of GHG emissions in the District are:

» The majority of West Vancouver’s current GHGs are from energy-related activity, primarily the
combustion of natural gas for building energy and gasoline for transportation, generating
carbon dioxide.

»  Over hoff of current GHGs are in Buildings. This building-dominated emission profile is unusual in
BC, and is attributable to the high share of older and larger single detached homes, and smaller
household sizes.

» Transportation is the second largest emission sector. Like other BC communities, transportation
has been the fostest growing sector over the last twenty years due to the shift towards light
trucks, mini vans and SUVs, and longer driving distances.

e The smallest share of West Vancouver GHGs is from the Solid Waste sector. West Vancouver’s
unparalleled leadership in recycling and curbside composting is rapidly shrinking these emissions.
{poge 1 of the Report)

From the CEEP Report we also know that research shows that about 95 per cent of West Vancouver's
GHGs are generated by the community. 54 per cent of those GHGs come from heating homes. The rest
of the GHGs produced in the community {41 per cent) come from on-road commuting and solid waste (4
per cent).

Under the title “Building Climate Resiliency”, the OCP states at paragraph 2.6.18:
“Implement community energy and emissions initiatives to advance towards meeting the District’s
greenhouse gas emissions reduction target of 40% below 2010 levels by 2040.”

The WVBDC feels that this timeline is too slow, Given the rate of demolition and building, it may also
miss an important window of building replacement that could significantly improve the municipality’s
current poor performance (120% of average) vis-a-vis other regional municipalities. We know that action
must be taken more quickly to reduce GHG levels. The CEEP Report itself set out the need for greater
reductions than its stated 50% emissions reductions by 2050 and the need to align them with the OCP
80% reduction by 2050:

“E CLIMATE ACTION MONITORING & CONTINUOUS IMPROVEMENT

» update the CEE Plan by 2025, renewing efforts and filling the gap between actions in this plon and its
associated 50% emission reductions by 2050, and the official OCP 80% reduction target by 2050”

By implementing a variety of tax incentives and building regulation changes, to name but two tools, the
District has the ability to mandate more energy efficient homes through construction and retrofitting.
The WVBDC committee believes that the goal set in this case, should be much more ambitious so that
the reductions occur faster than the plan currently sets out. The community goal should be consistent
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with th co porate goa o reduce co fusionandt sett uly aspirational goals for reducing GHGs in the
Distnc  Our suggestion for par g aph 2.6 18 is:

‘Implement community energy and emissions initiatives to advance towards meeting the District’s

community greenhouse gas em ssions reduction target of 33% below 2007 levels by 2020 and 80% by
2041 and will do its utmost to reach the 80% target significantly sooner than 2041.”

Comments Relat ng to Other Climate Cha_ge Init atives

On page 42 of the OCP s the heading “Build ng C imate Resi iency” at parag ap s2.6.18-2 621 These
paragraphs address energy and emissions ‘nitiat ves land use regulations, enhanced creek corr dors to
deal with floods and he se ofgree infrastructure. he District has a report rom the C imate Act on
Worki g Group which appears to have addressed GHG e “ssions but not a overal st tegy for how the
Dstrct wil deal with additional threats

What is missing f om the OCP a e two equirements: first, a paragraph in which the District will
comprehe sively identify and assess the threats posed by cl mate change and set out specif'c steps for
how to address and monitor those hreats. The city f Hali ax has created a comprehensive Climate

C ange Risk Management Strategy o prioritize its inc eased isks from higher sea evels and extreme
weather that could be used as a gu de.

htt s: www.halifax.ca sies de | files do uments about-the cit ener
envi onment Munici alClimateChan eActi nPlanRe ort. df

The second missing paragraph is the requirement f rall munici a depa mentsto hav a climate
change r sk management policy to addresses the health and safety of t e residents in hanging
climate. In 2014, Toronto city counc’ passed such a requi eme t.

htt s: www.toronto.ca le docs mis 2 5 hl b rd back roundfile 81509. df
Addit onal Comments

Housing is, of course, a significa t issue well beyond our mu cipal orde s, and the pl  is pointedin
address’ng the West Vancouver hous'ng situation’s specifc clim e impact.

(Page 7, P 3) ‘The limited supply of affordable and diverse housing d’rectly impacts our ansportation,
envir nment, economy and socia well-bei g.

WVBDC would only reiterate that many of the housing changes we hav seen have disproportionately,
adversely affected our climate given the overwhelming contribution by e community to our GHG
em ssions., The OCP, and many related work'ng group report that have coincided and informed the

p . isright to address this ssue. We would however urge that it be addressed with incentives and

d sincentives, specifications as well as ¢ ear guidel e, in light of its fundamental impact on every
resident’s quality of life and n the fu ure viabi ity fthe community — economically, environmentally
and socially.



Many of the items outlined in the Housing section of the plan are sound. We would however suggest the
following wording be considered where the GHG emissions of housing are directly addressed:

Paragraph 2.1.22
Advance community energy efficiency and reduce GHG emissions by:

* Supporting alternative transportation through housing location and parking requirements
e Increasing the share of efficient building forms

* Requiring leading energy efficiency standards and considering site design and orientation
e Encouraging renewable energy generation; and

* Supporting building retrofits for improved energy efficiency

The WVBDC suggests that this wording does not reflect the ability that the District has to effect change
in this area. In our view, the wording should be more assertive as follows:

“Advance community energy efficiency and reduce GHG emissions by:

) Requiring alternative transportation through housing location and parking requirements,

. Increasing the percentage of efficient building forms,

. Requiring leading energy efficiency standards and considering site design and orientation,

. Requiring renewable energy generation;

) Providing direct incentives for building retrofits for improved energy efficiency”, and

. Curtailing the disproportionate demand on municipal resources byl single family dwellings to the

detriment of the community as a whole by encouraging multiuse dwellings ond densification.”
Paragraph 2.5.5

“Consider potential community heaith, climate change and natural hazard risks when planning for
municipol infrastructure and operations.”

The WVBDC is of the view that this paragraph is not sufficiently assertive when the need to address
community health and climate change are at issue. We suggest the following:

“When planning for municipal infrastructure and operations investment, require community health,
climate change and natural hazard risk impact assessments, alongside economic and financial

considerations. Decisions must be informed by global best practices, leading environmental standards,
UN and other social conventions and the Regional Growth Strategy.”
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A Strong Voice For Seniors on the North Shore

The Lionsview Seniors' Planning Society is funded in part by the City of North Vancouver, the Districts
of North and West Vancouver, the United Way of the Lower Mainland and the Province of British Columiia,

N
CPre s A 0(1
el Planning 5

April 5,2018

TO  Stina Hanson & David Hawkins
District of West Vancouver

RE: West Vancouver Seniors Action Table
Comments on DWYV draft Official Community Plan

Thank you for taking the time to review the draft OCP with WV SAT, and for the opportunity to
review and comment on this phase of the process. WV SAT used the Highlights document
le'O\_r'ided Fy DWYV which extracted seniors’ related items in the draft. Comments were edited for
clarity only.

Comments were gathered during a review of the draft OCP, at which we were able to review
part of the Housing section (March 21). Additional comments were provided during the plan
review with planning analyst Stina Hanson (March 28). More comments were provided by
seniors in the community and from WV SAT members.

Specific comments and regucsts for information are in this review. Here are some general
comments on the OCP and process:

While recognizing the OCP is an aspirational document with a longterm horizon, commenters
sought specifics in certain areas (District plans to address current housing and transportation
issues) and looked for details about sources and research for elements of the plan that are specific
(housing units, for example).

WV SAT members who participated in the comments process felt the review period for a plan
that will affect and influence the community greatly was too short, with an extension that
coincided with spring break, given the complexity of the information in the plan. Others felt the
review time was sufticient, given that the community will have additional opportunities to
comment.

If we can clarify or provide additional information, please do get in touch.

Laura Anderson
Coordinator, WV SAT
Co-Coordinator, Lionsview Seniors Planning Society

dircet: [ anc I

North Bldg. GOO W. Queens Road North Vancouver, B.C., V7N 2L3 Email: Nons_view#telus.net
Telephone: (GO4) 985-3852 Fax: (G0O4) 988-7103 www.llonsviewsceniorsplanning.com
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From: epery

Ta! David Hapkim
Ce Stioa Harsor: NN vorandCounc
Subject: Input frar ADRA
Date: March-07-18 1:-49:13 P
Attachments: QUESTIONS FERLL-MARS docy
EER 21 COMMENTS SUMMARY.dory
Ecl 21 Dita FINAL Gty

Dear Mr. Hawkins -

Please find atlached the electronic copies of documents we referred to on March 1st.

We request that you reconsider the March 16" deadline and extend the consultation period as necessary until it
can be reasonably demonstrated fhe public not only clearly understands the draft OCP but supporisitas a
reflection of the community’s vision for the future of West Vancouver,

The sheer volume of questions and comments that have resulted from our one stakeholder meeling alone
suggest the Drafl will, in all iikelihood, require more than just a few “tweaks” to produce an end policy that is
understood and endorsed by the commiunity.

Furthermore, we wish time to share the answers and information we expéct to receive from you with our
members.
This will likely provoke additional questions and we would like to ensure those too are answered.

A better informed public will provide better informed feedback so in addition we repeat the following requests:

« An OCP summary document to provide a clear portrait of the OCP in a form the public can readily
understand. e.g. Indian Reservation #5 - (IR5} Master Plan Summary - just a few pages and very

clear._hitp:/iwww squamish.netiwp-

« A chart/document to compare the draft to the former OCP. lilustrate what has changed, what remains the
same, and what is pending or anticipated to change as Part 2 and Local Area Plans are drafted.

« Highlight any changes made to the draft OCP for easier public reference. e.g. different coloured font. Most
OCPs require a bit of back and forth - consult/edit repeat. We expect ours wili be no different.

« Provide models and picture to demonstrate changes proposed.
+ Make print copies of Part 2 avaifable to the public and provide context and relationship ta Part 1.

» Hold public town hall meetings to educate and answer questions about the OCP. The size may require this
be done for each chapter. i.e. Housing. Transport. Then a general town hall to discuss other aspects
including yet addressed components such as arts & culture, public lands and Infrastructure,

» Include the context o the Regional Growth Strategy (RGS) . If this is important we need this now - not after
the facl. This must include IRS information because RGS includes them in WV,

Our preference is to see a comprehensive OCP document that has detailed components that will accurately
measure and manage both current and projected:

» traffic congestion (base on levels of service)

« parking

« historic/cultural resources

« housing - (include melrics for affordable, family, supportive, seniors & rental - size, type, tenure, cost)
« flooding/area sea level rise

- fresh water supply

« storm water/erosion

« views and view corridors

« privacy

» Noise
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« support of small independent shops and services

Each of the above must demonstrate baselines, targets, recommended actions for achieving targets, and the
factual basis for the effectiveness of each proposed action.

If the above components are only to be forthcoming in local areas plans (where it has been alluded the factual
basis for effectiveness will be made known) or other yet determined policy, the following draft OCP components
are inappropriate and should be removed:

« All numeric housing unit targets in Section A.
= 2.1.1.5 from page 15.

Sincerely,

Scenery Slater
for
Ambleside & Dundarave Ratepayers’ Association.
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From: AoraGoogle) I 25I7-02

Sent: March-29-18 4:52 PM

To: Michael Smith; Mary-Ann Booth; Craig Cameron; Christine Cassidy; Nora Gambioli;
Peter Lambur

Ce: MayorandCouncil

Subject: Request to strengthen community

Dear Mayor and Council,

We continue to have concerns with the limited time-frame for public input on the Dratt
OCP and feel the timelines for consultation following the second draft are extremely

tight.

There is public desire for a better understanding of this important document and a

well-informed community is better equipped to provide knowledgeable feedback. As

such,

we respectfully request that a public hearing be scheduled only after the following

takes place:

The new (second) draft OCP document include (1) a plain language Summary
document and (2) a Comparison document specifying the substantive or key
changes between the existing (2004) OCP and the new dratt. Ideally the Summary
and Comparison documents as well as the following suggestions, should be vetted
by the Community Engagement Committee.

The new (second) Draft and accompanying Summary and Comparison documents
be widely publicized and circulated. The community would greatly benefit from
having hard copies made readily available at Municipal Hall, Gleneagles and West
Vancouver Community Centres, the Seniors Centre, the Library, etc. ldeally the
Summary document will also be made available in a translated copy.

Once the (second) Draft plan, Summary and Comparison documents have been
circulated throughout the community it would be helpful to hold a series of
Neighbourhood Town Hall meetings to both educate and obtain informed feedback.
To reach as many people as possible we suggest three Town Hall meetings held in
the following geographic areas: (1) Ambleside/Dundarave/Altamont; (2) British
Properties/Cedardale/Sentinel Hill; (3) Horseshoe Bay/Gleneagles. All West Van
neighbourhood associations should be encouraged to have their members

attend. H is also suggested the District utilize the SFU Centre for Dialogue to
conduct these meetings.

The westvancouver|TE online forum be used as one means of capturing and
sharing public input. The value of sharing comments, questions and ideas cannot
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be underestimated. We {eel this is an integral aspect that stimulates public
participation and allows people to consider and build on other ideas.

» The above endeavours to educate and obtain informed public input be held over a
minimum 6 weeks (similar to the time frame provided for initial OCP public input).

- The results of the above engagement process will then be incorporated into a third
OCP draft, including a revised Summary and a Comparison document specifying
changes from the second draft.

We anticipate these endeavours will move us significantly closer to obtaining a broad-
based understanding of the Draft OCP - a key factor before public support can

be ascertained - but acknowledge that will be determined by Council at the conclusion of
the proposed process.

Scenery Slater
on behalf of
Ambleside & Dundarave Ratepayers' Association

Please do not redact above
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Dear Council Members and The OCP Planning Department:

We would like to give some thoughts and feedback on Phase 4 of the Official Community Plan,
which now provides as a concrete basis for us to better understand the proposed changes to
our community.

After hearing from some of our residents and reaching out to others, we find that many are still
unaware of the OCP, let alone the specifics of the recent Phase 4 Draft. This is concerning after
the number of events (workshops, stakeholder meetings, World Cafes, and Youth Brainstorms)
that have tried to engage the whole community. Our Association has been reaching out to
inform our residents, but find asking them to read a 53-page document and give feedback, is
very onerous for many. It does not seem to be an effective way of soliciting feedback,
particularly when most residents have extremely busy lives, and many have English language
difficulties. We have heard a number of suggestions that if the main details of the Phase 4 Draft
were summarized into a much shorter written form (instead of a visual form) on changes
compared to the old OCP, contained some information in Mandarin and Farsi and sent out to
each household to inform them and then have them respond or comment, feedback would have
been received from a larger group of our residents.

We are concerned that residents not providing feedback may be interpreted as having a
positive response when we are finding that so many of our residents have a complete lack of
knowledge about the plans in place.

For an Official Community Plan that will significantly change our community, this process
seems very rushed. The 2-week extension to March 29" is not enough time to make much
difference when it happens to coincide with Spring Break and many families are away on
vacation.. Surely, Phase 4 of the OCP should be given as much time as necessary to ensure all
residents have been informed of the details and have their views listened to.

The purpose of this letter is not to take a position on the many new details in the Phase 4 draft
of the OCP. Itis to convey some of the feedback we have had from our residents, and further,
to express our concern that Phase 4 appears to be the most important Phase to date because it
is mare detailed and comprehensive, yet the time lines have been very tight.

Despite the good efforts of the Planning Department to engage West Vancouverites, it is
disturbing that we are finding that many of our residents are still unaware of the many changes
planned for their own community. Further, the feedback process at this Phase 4 stage in the
process is very onerous, particularly for our residents with language barriers.

Please consider slowing this process down to ensure that all West Vancouver residents are
fully informed, and able to more easily give their feedback on Phase 4 of the OCP before it goes
any further.

Yours Truly,
British Properties and Area Homeowners Association

a0
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Dear Council Members and The OCP Planning Department:

We would like to give some further feedback on Phase 4 of the Official Community Plan, which
now contains the detail needed to better understand the proposed changes to our community.

Again, we ask that this process not be rushed, as we find many of our homeowners are still
unaware of the changes proposed for their community. We have tried to reach out to a number
of our residents, to inform them and get some thoughts and feedback from them. Itis a difficult
task and we are wondering why it has become the responsibility of a Homeowner's Association
to inform their residents on behalf of the District? As mentioned in our last letfter, we fee! that
asking them to read a 53-page document and give feedback is very arduous for many as most
have extremely busy lives, and a good number of them also have English language difficulties.
We have heard a number of suggestions that if the main details of the Phase 4 Draft
were summarized into a much shorter form, contained some information in Mandarin
and Farsi and mailed out to each household to inform them and then give options to
respond or comment, feedback could be received from a larger group of our residents.

This Official Community Plan will significantly change our community, yet it has been saddled
with a very tight timeline since the Phase 4 draft was released. Again we feel that it is extremely
important that this most important stage of the OCP to date, be given as much time as
necessary to ensure all residents have been informed of the details and have their views
listened to.

Homeowners Feedback-

In speaking to our homeowners, we have noticed a marked discrepancy between what is being
proposed in Phase 4 and what most view as desirable. Many of the residents we have spoken
to say that they actually chose to live in West Vancouver because of the lack of density- the
park like, village atmosphere and the feeling of safety when one has a smaller, stable
population, They do not want any major changes; they like the way things are. We have also
heard concerns that those who have a financial stake in this plan and those who do not reside
here may have as much influence as the taxpayers who live here. Because of these concerns, it
seems that feedback from West Vancouver residents should be prioritized, as they will be the
ones affected by changes to their community.

The second concern we have heard is that the serious traffic congestion we already have will
become much worse. During the past few years, It has become commonplace to hear
residents complaints about traffic delays, bottlenecks and the inability to go almost anywhere
after 3 PM in the afternoon. The main solution that has been presented is to get people out of
their cars to walk or use public transportation. This is not at all practical or even optional for
those who live in the British Properties. Our residents will be those who are stuck in their cars
on Taylor Way during the proposed construction and long after. It is not practical or realistic to
ask residents here to take a bus down to Marine Drive to get their groceries or to use the bus
system to ferry their children around the North Shore to their after school activities or tutors.
Even for those trying to utilize public transportation to get to Vancouver, getting to the ‘Park and

"



Ride’ at Park Royal to connect with bus lines on Marine Drive will be extremely difficult. Until
there is a realistic plan to ease the current congestion, they do not want to see any more large
and disruptive construction projects, or an increase in the population of West Vancouver.

This letter has conveyed much of the cohesive feedback we have heard to date from our
residents. We also continue to express our concern that Phase 4 needs more time to be
digested and commented on by a greater number of our residents. It is the most important
Phase to date because it is more detailed and comprehensive; yet the time lines continue to

be very tight.

People should have a say in the future of their own communities and if many are unaware of
these proposed changes to their community then it seems that the Municipality has failed to find
successful ways to engage them.

Again we ask that you consider slowing this process right down to ensure that all West
Vancouver residents are fully informed, and able to give their feedback on Phase 4 of the OCP.

Yours Respectfully,
British Properties and Area Homeowners Association

a2
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9. NEXT STEPS

Phase 4 engagement on the Draft Plan is now complete. The “Draft Plan” will now be

amended and finalized into a “Proposed Plan” and presented to Council and the
community.

COMPLETE COMPLETE

1.
Objectives):--+>

Thank you to everyone who participated in the public engagement events of Phase 4
and provided your feedback and input on the Draft Plan. There will be further
opportunities to provide input directly to Council on the “Proposed Plan”. Please visit
www.westvancouver.ca/ocp for more information.
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