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January 27, 2012

Dear City Clerk's Staff,

The Residents Association Mount Pleasant (RAMP) is presenting the City of Vancouver Council with a
petition opposing the rezoning proposal at 228 to 246 East Broadway and 180 Kingsway. As Council will
be debating a motion to refer this item to Public Hearing on January 31, 2012 at a Regular Council
meeting, we request that information about our petition and number of people who signed in
opposition to the proposal be provided to Council and the City Manager prior to this meeting.

We have submitted today two thousand_ one hundred and sixteen signatures on the petition.

The personal information on this petition was given in confidence by members of the public for use on
this petition. We therefore we ask that the full confidentiality of the individuals be protected. The
information provided may only be used in the verification of the petition. | understand that in our
previous conversations the City Clerk's office can maintain the confidentiality of the petition. The
names, email addresses, phone numbers, addresses are not to be used for any other purpose than to
verify the petition; the City of Vancouver is not to share this information with any third party or elector
organization. Data-mining is expressly not permitted.

RAMP may provide additional signatures to this petition at a later date. If the petition is expanded, we
ask that the same conditions be respected to protect the privacy of additional individuals who sign the
petition.

Thank you very much for your cooperation.

Kind regards,

Grace MacKenzie
Director,
Residents Association Mount Pleasant
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT
180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE: (2 A“\Q \
* It does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character. It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area. \ uaNGOUVER
* ltsets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood. '
* It creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.

* It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.

¢ It does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A. ¢ Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.
WE REQUEST:

* That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m {70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm

of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR} from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.
BENEFITS:

» These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.

* If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is
also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

¢ The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resuiting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT
180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:

* it does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character.

ft will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.

* It sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.
» |t creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.

¢ |t would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.

* |t does not respec't the City's guidelines for C-3A. e Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.

WE REQUEST:

¢ That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.

BENEFITS:

* These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.

» |f the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is
also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

"»r_ VANGOUVER ,_:1"

o The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT
180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:

* |t does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character.

It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.

* |t sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.
* |t creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.
* It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.

* It does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A.

WE REQUEST:

* Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.

* That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.

BENEFITS:

* These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.
* If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is

also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.
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* The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT
180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:

* It does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character.

it will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.

* [t sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.
* It creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.
* It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.

* It does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A.
WE REQUEST:

* Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.

 That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m {70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.

BENEFITS:

* These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.

* Ifthe developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is
also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

* The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement

of low-income residents and small businesses.
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSALTO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT
180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:

e |t does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character.

It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.

e |t sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.
s It creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.
¢ It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.

» It does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A.

WE REQUEST:

* Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.

* That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
¢ That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m {70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio {FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.

BENEFITS:

¢ These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.
» [f the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is

also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

VANGOUNER

* The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT
180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:

It does not preserve Mount Pleasant’s historic character. It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area. %, YANCOUVER |
It sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood. A
It creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.

It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.

It does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A. » Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.

WE REQUEST:

That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m {70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.

BENEFITS:

These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and

feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.

If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is

also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT

180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:

* It does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character and general amenity. It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.
* Itsets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this height in the neighbourhood.

* |t creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.
* It does not respect the guidelines regarding descending building heights from the Main and 12th gateway viewpoint.
* It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.

WE REQUEST:

* That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.

BENEFITS:

* These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.
* If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is

also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

RA\\\\Q |

A\ VANCOUVER J

* The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT
180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:
* It does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character and general amenity. It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.
* It sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this height in the neighbourhood.
* It creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.
* [t does not respect the guidelines regarding descending building heights from the Main and 12th gateway viewpoint.
* It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.
WE REQUEST:
*» That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey bU|Id|ngs and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.
BENEFITS:
* These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.
* If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is
also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.
* The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY * MANDATORY
*PRINT NAME *ADDRESS PRINT EMAIL or PHONE # (Optional) *SIGNATURE *DATE
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT

180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:
* It does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character. It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.
e It sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.

* |t creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.

* It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.

¢ It does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A.

WE REQUEST:

* That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.

¢ Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.
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* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.

BENEFITS:

* These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and

feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.

* If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is

also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

* The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT
180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:
¢ |t does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character. It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.
e |t sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.
¢ |t creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.
* It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.
¢ |t does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A. * Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.
WE REQUEST:
* That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.
BENEFITS:
* These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.
* If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is
also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.
* The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.
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ANR

VANCOUVER

*PRINT NAME *ADDRESS PRINT EMAIL or PHONE # (Optional) *SIGNATURE *DATE

s. 22(1) Personal and Confidential

| Usiadn Muodg AETS  — e

W 4 _ V%A«—c/{

Gr B o Soee Y/

WBuRean Prolipiane ¢ o B e L1l

Yoyna thilne ”\@qu\_@\ June Yy

C&/@t?:co%éif (ZM% &«%/ ~ w\u«\e"/'/&

=V

Winshen Jhoo-le i Juae ‘//f/

Zo g e Aw\.\k Tt / 1

Pefnds By ‘WNA Qura 9/11

LOY\MN\CL %M

N ASoresth

To return petltlonf'ﬁone v 22(1) Personaland Confidential RESIdenWIOH Motnt P|€a§ént '



WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT
180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:

OADWH | | mm
It does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character. [t will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area. § VANGOUVER J
It sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood. "
It creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.
It would cast Jong shadows on buildings and the streets to the north, The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.
It does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A. e Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.

WE REQUEST:

That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.

BENEFITS:

These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and

feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the'Heritage Heart of our community.

If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is
also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT

180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:

* It does not preserve Mount Pleasant’s historic character. It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.

* It sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.

* It creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.

* It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.
* It does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A. * Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.

WE REQUEST:

* That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.

* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm

of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the fioor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.
BENEFITS:

* These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.

* If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is
also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

* The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY * MANDATORY
*PRINT NAME *ADDRESS PRINT EMAIL or PHONE # (Optional) *SIGNATURE *DATE
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT

180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:

* |t does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character.

It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.

* |t sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.
* It creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.

* It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.

¢ |t does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A. ¢ Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.

WE REQUEST:

* That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.

BENEFITS:

¢ These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and

feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.
* If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is
also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.
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VANCOUVER

* The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement

of low-income residents and small businesses.
PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY * MANDATORY
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PRINT EMAIL or PHONE # (Optional)

*SIGNATURE

_ Bwtudl oa Mauke)
:an _6?0@9/1/

EDBB | el ot
erh _5)/\{(75‘”/Il i
Ohilol iralsey
DN X i
Am’\ Curry
Dc\r\gc_' (5*"aré
%/Am/ Ll

Gucllon

s. 22(1) Personal and Confidential

To return petition, phone:
.

s. 22(1) Personal and Confidential

oA
Aoyo U3

J’WL:U%V//

Residents Association Mount Pleasant



WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT

180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:

It does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character.

It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.

It sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.
It creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.
It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.

It does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A.

WE REQUEST:
* That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm

of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.
BENEFITS:
These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and

feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.

If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY

also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

* Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.
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VANCOUVER

The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.

* MANDATORY
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT
180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:

¢ |t does not preserve Mount Pleasant'

s historic character. It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.

* It sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.
* It creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.
* It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.

¢ |t does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A.

WE REQUEST:

¢ Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.

* That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.

BENEFITS:

* These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.

* If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is
also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.
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VANCOUVER

* The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY

* MANDATORY

*PRINT NAME

*ADDRESS

PRINT EMAIL or PHONE # (Optional) *SIGNATURE
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT
180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:

It does not preserve Mount Pleasant’s historic character.
It sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.
It creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.

It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.

It does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A. * Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.

WE REQUEST:
* That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm

BENEFITS:

* MANDATORY

It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.

These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and

feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.

If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is
also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resultmg in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY
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of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT
180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:
* It does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character. It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.
* It sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.
¢ |t creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.
* It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.
» It does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A. ¢ Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.
WE REQUEST:
» That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.
BENEFITS:
* These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.
* If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is
also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

¢ The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
" of low-income residents and small businesses.

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY * MANDATORY
*PRINT NAME *ADDRESS PRINT EMAIL or PHONE # (Optional) *SIGNATURE *DATE
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT
180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:

* |t does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character.

It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.

* |t sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.
* It creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.
* It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.

¢ It does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A.

WE REQUEST:

* Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.

* That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.

BENEFITS:

* These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.
* [f the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is

also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

RANR

VANCOUVER

* The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY

* MANDATORY

*PRINT NAME

*ADDRESS

PRINT EMAIL or PHONE # (Optional)
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT
180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:
* It does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character. It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.
* It sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.
¢ It creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.
* Itwould cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.
* |t does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A. ¢ Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.
WE REQUEST:
* That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.
BENEFITS:
* These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.
* If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is
also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

* The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY * MANDATORY
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT

180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:

¢ |t does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character.

it will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.

¢ |t sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.
* It creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.
* It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.

¢ |t does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A.

WE REQUEST:

¢ Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.

* That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.

BENEFITS:

* These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.
* If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is

also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

RANNR

VANCOUVER

* The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY

* MANDATORY

*PRINT NAME

*ADDRESS

PRINT EMAIL or PHONE # (Optional)
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT
180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:
* It does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character. It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.
* It sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood. |

* It creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.

* It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.

* |t does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A.

WE REQUEST:

* Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.

* That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.

BENEFITS:

* These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.
* If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is

also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

A“\

VANCOUVER

* The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses. -

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY

* MANDATORY

*PRINT NAME

*ADDRESS

PRINT EMAIL or PHONE # (Optional)
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT

180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:

* |t does not preserve Mount Pleasant’

s historic character. It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.
* It sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.

* It creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.
* It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.

¢ it does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A.

WE REQUEST:

¢ Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.

* That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.

BENEFITS:

* These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.
* If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is

also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

RANR

VANCOUVER

* The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY * MANDATORY

*PRINT NAME

* ADDRESS
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT
180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:

* [t does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character.

it will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.

* [t sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.
* |t creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.
» |t would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.

¢ It does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A.

WE REQUEST:

« Public and private views of the mountains would be Iost.

* That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.

BENEFITS:

* These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.
» |f the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is

also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

VANGOUVER §

* The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT

180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:

* |t does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character.

It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.

» |t sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.
» |t creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.
¢ |t would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north, The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.

» It does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A.

WE REQUEST:

* Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.

* That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
¢ That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.

BENEFITS:

* These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.
¢ [f the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability, Wood frame construction is

also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

A’N\V

%, VANGOUVER #

* The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY

* MANDATORY
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT
180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:

* |t does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character. It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.

» |t sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.

* it creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.

|t would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north, The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.

* |t does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A. e Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.
WE REQUEST:

» That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
» That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm

of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.
BENEFITS:

» These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.

e If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is
also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

¢ The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY * MANDATORY
~ FPRINT NAME *ADDRESS PRINT EMAIL or PHONE # (Optional) *SIGNATURE *DATE
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT
180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:

* [t does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character. It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.

* |t sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.

» |t creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.

» |t would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.

* It does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A. « Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.
WE REQUEST:

* That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
» That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet} with a high-low massing rhythm

of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.
BENEFITS:

» These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.

¢ [f the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is
also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

« The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY * MANDATORY
*PRINT NAME *ADDRESS PRINT EMAIL or PHONE # (Optional) L *SIGNATURE *DATE
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT
180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:

¢ It does not preserve Mount Pleasant’

s historic character.

It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.

* It sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.
* It creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.
* It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.

* It does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A.

WE REQUEST:

* Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.

* That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.

BENEFITS:

rRANR

VANCOUVER

* These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.
* If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is

also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

* The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT
180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:

* |t does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character.

» [tsets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.
» |t creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.
* it would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north, The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.

* |t does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A.

WE REQUEST:

it will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.

e Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.

» That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
» That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m {70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.

BENEFITS:

» These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.

* if the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability, Wood frame construction is
also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

e The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY

* MANDATORY

|, VANGOUVER f
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PRINT EMAIL or PHONE # (Optional)
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT
180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:
* Itdoes not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character. It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.
* It sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.

* ltcreates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.

* Itwould cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.

* [t does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A.

WE REQUEST:

* Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.

* That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.

BENEFITS:

* These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.
¢ If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is

also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

§ vancouve

* The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT

180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:

o It does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character. It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.
» |t sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.

» |t creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.

« |t would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.

¢ It does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A. « Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.

WE REQUEST:

+ That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot} tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.

BENEFITS:

» These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.
¢ If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is

also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

§ VANGOUVER §

» The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement

of low-income residents and small businesses.

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY * MANDATORY
*PRINT NAME *ADDRESS PRINT EMAIL or PHONE # (Optional) *SIGNATURE *DATE
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT
180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:
* It does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character. It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.
* It sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.

* It creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.

* It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.

* |t does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A.

WE REQUEST:

* Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.

* That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.

BENEFITS:

* These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.
* If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is

also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

RA\‘\\

VANCOUVER

* The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT

180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:
* It does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character. It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.
* It sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.

* It creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.

* It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.

RANR)

* It does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A. * Public and private views of the mountains would be lost. 4
WE REQUEST:
* That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm

of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.
BENEFITS:
* These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and

feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.
* If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is

also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.
* The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement

of low-income residents and small businesses.
PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY * MANDATORY

" *PRINT NAME *ADDRESS PRINT EMAIL or PHONE # (Optional) *SIGNATURE *DATE
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT
180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:

» It does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character. 1t will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area. ;~ UANGOUVER §
* [t sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.
* |t creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.

*» I}t would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.

¢ it does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A. ¢ Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.
WE REQUEST:

¢ That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet} with a high-low massing rhythm

of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.
BENEFITS:

* These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.

* |f the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is
also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

e The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY * MANDATORY
*PRINT NAME *ADDRESS PRINT EMAIL or PHONE # (Optional) *SIGNATURE *DATE
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT

180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:

It does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character. It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.

It sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.

It creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.

It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.
It does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A. * Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.

WE REQUEST:

That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm

of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.

BENEFITS:

These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and

feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.

If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is

also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY * MANDATORY
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT
180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:

* |t does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character.

It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.

* It sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.
* It creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.
* It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.

* It does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A.
WE REQUEST:

* Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.

» That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.

BENEFITS:

* These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and

feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.
* If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is

also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

* The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement

of low-income residents and small businesses.

~ PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY * MANDATORY
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT

180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:

[t does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character.

It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.

* lItsets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.
* It creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.
* It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.

* It does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A.

WE REQUEST:

¢ Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.

* That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm

of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.

BENEFITS:

* These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.
* Ifthe developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is

also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers. -
* The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement

of low-income residents and small businesses.

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT
180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:
* Itdoes not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character. It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.
* It sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.
* It creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.
* It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.
* It does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A. ¢ Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.
WE REQUEST:
* That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.
BENEFITS:
* These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.
* If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is
also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.
* The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT

180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:

* [t does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character.
* It sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.

it will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.

¢ |t creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.
* It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.

¢ It does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A.

WE REQUEST:

¢ Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.

¢ That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio {FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.

BENEFITS:

¢ These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.
¢ If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is

also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

¢ The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT
180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:

¢ [t does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character.

it will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.

* It sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.
* It creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.
* It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.

* [t does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A.

WE REQUEST:

¢ Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.

¢ That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
- * That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to amaximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.

BENEFITS:

¢ These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.
* If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is

also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

* The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT P
180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE: / %%%
* It does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character. It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area. VANCOUVER
* It sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood. K@;mﬂj
* It creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.
* It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.
¢ It does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A. * Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.
WE REQUEST:
* That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
¢ That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 te no more than 3.00.
BENEFITS:
* These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.
* If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is
also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.
¢ The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY * MANDATORY .
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT
180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE: )

It does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character. It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.

It sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.

It creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.

It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.
It does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A. * Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.

VAMCOUVER £

WE REQUEST:

That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.

BENEFITS:

These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and

feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.

Iif the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is

also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT

180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:

¢ It does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character.

It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.

* ltsets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.
* [t creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.

* It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.
+ It does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A.

WE REQUEST:

¢ Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.

* That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.

BENEFITS:

* These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.
* If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is

also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

* The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.
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PRINT EMAIL or PHONE # (Optional)
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT

180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:
* It does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character. It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.
* ltsets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.

* It creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.

* It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.

* It does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A.

WE REQUEST:

* Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.

* That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart” of Mount Pleasant.
* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.

BENEFITS:

* These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.
* If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is

also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

* The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT
180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:
* Itdoes not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character. It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.
* ltsets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.
* It creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.
* Itwould cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.
* It does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A. ¢ Public and private views of the mountains would be lost. '
WE REQUEST:
* That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.
BENEFITS:
* These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.
* If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is
also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.
* The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY * MANDATORY
*PRINT NAME *ADDRESS PRINT EMAIL or PHONE # (Optional) *SIGNATURE *DATE
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZbNING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT
180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:

It does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character. It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area. {, VANCOUVER J/
It sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood. s
It creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.

It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.

It does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A. * Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.

WE REQUEST:

That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.

BENEFITS:

These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and

feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.

If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote afforda bility. Wood frame construction is

also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT
180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:
¢ It does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character. it will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.
* ltsets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.

* [t creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.

* It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.

* It does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A. * Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.

WE REQUEST:

" o That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to amaximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.

BENEFITS:

* These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.

* if the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is
also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

* The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY

* MANDATORY

C.onal s~

Sean WOWMM [

Proudec Jogne

~I \,lq})() Wg}

dlefle S

g HAnp

— Sy
CaxJ(LPD Wi

\)@f\m sz /W&n

To return petition phone. s. 22(1) Personal and Confidential
, :

*PRINT NAME *ADDRESS PRINT EMAIL or PHONE # (Optional) */S’GNATU RE *DATE
/ 9) B s. 22(1) Personal and Confidential % )
S, T ey
L Lestig A/L@XC( (2/06/2q1

¥

J2466 /01

t

W 2/ce/l
M /%/yg//
— 15/, 7

icle)

Residérits Association Mount Pleasant




WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT
180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:
* It does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character. It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.
* It sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.
* It creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.
* It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.
* It does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A. ¢ Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.
WE REQUEST:
* That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.
BENEFITS:
* These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.
* If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is
also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.
* The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY * MANDATORY
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT

180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:

* |t does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character.

it will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.
* |t sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.
* |t creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.

R ANR

b VANGOUVER

* |t would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.
e Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.

* It does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A.
WE REQUEST:

» That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.

BENEFITS:

» These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.
¢ If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is

also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

» The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement

of low-income residents and small businesses.
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT

180 KINGSWAY [ 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:

* |t does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character. It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.

» |t sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.

» It creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.

s |t would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.
* It does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A. « Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.

WE REQUEST:

* That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.

* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet} to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm

of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.
BENEFITS:

*» These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.

¢ If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is
also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

» The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT

180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:

e |t does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character.

It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.

» [t sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.
* |t creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.
* it would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north, The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.

» [t does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A.
WE REQUEST:

e Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.

| VANGOUVER ;

* That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
¢ That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.

BENEFITS:

» These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.
¢ If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is

also better for the environment than concrete and giass towers.

« The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement

of low-income residents and small businesses.
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*PRINT NAME

*ADDRESS

PRINT EMAIL or PHONE # (Optional)

*SIGNATURE

*DATE

EDEN RIORQUE

(€124 Jonc

ARTW LR BROW N

Bhmow A 15 K¢

fﬂ/(,Q AVARR WY \WoX

Jor i hanS

Lavisaa While

Wel Wae o

Tae Yyuno Sung

s. 22(1) Personal and Confidential

To return petition, phone: 5.22(1) Personal and Confidential

Ch2/y

i

’//M
o 1

//}7'/’//

QD Yo

70y

ey gl

S

14/17//

Saofiy ALY

DL/J/H/I

OV

0(4/ I/t

ik i

L ‘\_3?} Lo

d

57(,/17/1 \

“sidents Assocjafion Mottt Rleasant



WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT

180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:

¢ It does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character.

It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.

* Itsets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.
* It creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.
* It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.

* It does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A.
WE REQUEST:

¢ Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.

* That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.

BENEFITS:

* These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.
* Ifthe developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote afforda bility. Wood frame construction is

also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

!L VANCOUVER

¢ The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement

of low-income residents and small businesses.
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT
180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:
* It does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character. It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.
* ltsets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.
* It creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.
* It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.
¢ It does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A. * Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.
WE REQUEST:
* That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an mcrgase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.
BENEFITS:
* These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.
* If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is
also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.
* The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less dlsplacement
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT

180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:

* |t does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character.

It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.

» It sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.
* |t creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.
* It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.

¢ |t does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A.

WE REQUEST:

« Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.

* That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
» That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m {70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.

BENEFITS:

» These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.
» |f the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is

also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

§ VANG OU\/FF‘

» The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT ‘/"""\\

180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE: i f*\m
* It does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character. It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area. ' kmm‘:m\)éﬂ
* |t sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood. W

It creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.
It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.
It does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A. e Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.

WE REQUEST:

That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.

BENEFITS:

These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and

feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.

If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is
also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY * MANDATORY

*PRINT NAME *ADDRESS I PRINT EMAIL or PHONE # (Optional) l *SIGNATURE *DATE
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT

180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:

* It does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character. It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.

* It sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.

* |t creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.

e It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.
» It does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A. * Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.

WE REQUEST:

» That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.

BENEFITS:

* These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.

* If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is
also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

* The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY * MANDATORY
*PRINT NAME *ADDRESS . PRINT EMAIL or PHONE # (Optional) *SIGNATURE *DATE
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT

180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:
¢ It does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character. It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.
» |t sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.

¢ |t creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.

* It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.

¢ [t does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A. ¢ Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.

WE REQUEST:

¢ That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.

* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.

BENEFITS:

* These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.

¢ If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is
also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

* The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY

* MANDATORY

*PRINT NAME

*ADDRESS

PRINT EMAIL or PHONE # (Optional)
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT
180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:
* It does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character. It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.
* It sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.
* It creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.
* It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.
* It does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A. * Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.
WE REQUEST: \ ' ' :
* That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m-(70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.
BENEFITS: : ' :
* These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.
* If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is
also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.
s The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY * MANDATORY
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT
180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:

* It does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character.

It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.

* It sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.
* It creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.
* Itwould cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.

* It does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A.

WE REQUEST:

* Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.

* That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
* That Council consider an increase to the allowed hejght and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.

BENEFITS:

* These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.
» If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is

also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

* The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY * MANDATORY
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT
180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE: ,
* It does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character. It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area. L VANGOUVER §
* [t sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood. ’ "
e |t creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.
» |t would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north, The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.
* |t does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A. ¢ Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.
WE REQUEST:
¢ That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
» That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm

of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.
BENEFITS:
» These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and

feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.
¢ |f the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is

also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

» The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY * MANDATORY
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT

180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:

* |t does not preserve Mount Pleasant’s historic character. It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.
* |tsets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.
* |t creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.

* It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tal! buildings.
e Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.

¢ It does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A.
WE REQUEST:

* That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.

BENEFITS:

» These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.
* [f the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is

also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

» The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement

of low-income residents and small businesses.
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT
180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:
* It does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character. It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.
* It sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.

* It creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.

* It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.
* It does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A.

WE REQUEST:

* Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.

* That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.

BENEFITS:

* These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.
* If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is

also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

»

* The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.
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*PRINT NAME *ADDRESS PRINT EMAIL or PHONE # (Optional) _ *SIGNATURE *DATE
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT

180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BR

¢ It does not preserve Mount Pleasant’

OADWAY BECAUSE:

s historic character. It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.

* It sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.
* |t creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.
* It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.

¢ It does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A.

WE REQUEST:

* That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.

¢ Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.

* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.

BENEFITS:

¢ These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and

feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.

¢ If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is

also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

¢ The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT

180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:

» It does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character.

It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.

* It sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.
e |t creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.

* It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.
« Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.

* It does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A.
WE REQUEST:

¢ That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.

BENEFITS:

* These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and

feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.

* If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is

also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

3 VANGOUVER §
g?

¢ The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement

of low-income residents and small businesses.

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY * MANDATORY
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT

180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:

e It does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character.

it will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.

* It sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.
* It creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.

* [t would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project wouid be shadowed by the tall buildings.
* Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.

* |t does not respect the City's guidelines for C 3A.
WE REQUEST:

* That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.

» That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 1o 4 storey buildings and an increase. in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.

BENEFITS:

» These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant. Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and

feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.
* If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is
also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

* The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement

of low-income residents and small businesses.
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT
180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:

¢ [t does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character.

It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.

* It sets a precedent that will flead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.
* |t creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.
* It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.

» [t does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A.

WE REQUEST:

« Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.

* That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio {FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.

BENEFITS:

* These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.
» |f the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is

also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.
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» The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT
180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:
» It does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character. It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.
» It sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.
* It creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.
» It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.
» It does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A. e Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.
WE REQUEST:
* That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.
BENEFITS:
* These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.
» If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is
also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.
* The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses. '
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT M

180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE: fgﬁ A *@’%
* |t does not preserve Mount Pleasant’s historic character. It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area. Y VANGOUVER ;

* It sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.
* |t creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.
* It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.
* It does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A. * Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.
WE REQUEST:
¢ That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart” of Mount Pleasant.
» That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.
BENEFITS:
* These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.
* |f the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is
also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

 The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT

180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:

* |t does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character. It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.

* |t sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.

* |t creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.

¢ It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north, The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.
» It does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A. e Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.

WE REQUEST:

* That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.

* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet} to no more than 21.3 m (70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm

of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.
BENEFITS:

* These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.

e |f the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is
also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

* The form of development we are advocating will have less impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY * MANDATORY
*PRINT NAME *ADDRESS PRINT EMAIL or PHONE # (Optional) *SIGNATURE *DATE
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WE THE UNDERSIGNED ARE OPPOSED TO A REZONING PROPOSAL TO ALLOW AN EXCESSIVELY HIGH TOWER AT
180 KINGSWAY / 228 - 246 EAST BROADWAY BECAUSE:

* |t does not preserve Mount Pleasant's historic character.

It will destroy the human-scale feeling of the area.

* It sets a precedent that will lead to more high-rise projects of this magnitude in the neighbourhood.
* It creates loading bays on Watson Street that will negatively impact pedestrians and bikes.
* It would cast long shadows on buildings and the streets to the north. The open space within the project would be shadowed by the tall buildings.

* It does not respect the City's guidelines for C-3A.

WE REQUEST:

* Public and private views of the mountains would be lost.

* That development be consistent with the current scale of the properties surrounding the "Heritage Heart" of Mount Pleasant.
* That Council consider an increase to the allowed height and density from 9.2 m (30 feet) to no more than 21.3 m-(70 feet) with a high-low massing rhythm
of up to a maximum 21.3 m (70 foot) tower surrounded by 2 to 4 storey buildings and an increase in the floor space ratio (FSR) from 1.00 to no more than 3.00.

BENEFITS:

* These recommendations respect the new Mount Pleasant Community Plan to increase height and density while maintaining the look and
feel of the area and keeping the human-friendly scale of the buildings surrounding the Heritage Heart of our community.
* If the developer chose wood frame construction it would decrease the cost to build and thereby promote affordability. Wood frame construction is

also better for the environment than concrete and glass towers.

* The form of development we are advocating will have Iess impact on land values, property taxes and rents in the neighbourhood, resulting in less displacement
of low-income residents and small businesses.

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY

* MANDATORY

*PRINT NAME

*ADDRESS

N 0\“0\% 0 SV(\)O\\J‘N(I\*

s. 22(1) Personal and Confidential

S peaw ThIcoQ .

5&%‘&\/’0 Eney

Nan B

_U_‘éo(ﬂﬂw

Annb \)\)ar\e,

Gl panesg (LA

(helsed Demml

L Coose ZB}IW

To return petition, phone s. 22(1) Personal and Confidential

PRINT EMAIL or PHONE # (Optional)

*SIGNATURE

*DATE

z@?}% /9 Ten e/

/(/m‘w/(/w)uwﬂ' (9 Jan zoiy
Q;?ﬂi |9 Jandoy
17 .Tf/ﬂe.‘ 2/

-

19/6/)

alu/p

\"\l‘/fa_/u

A/ 6/

19/ 6 A\

/?/'/é///

- Residents Association Mp’ﬁnt Pleasant





