June 30, 2018

City of Vancouver

City Clerk’s Office

453 West 12" Avenue, Third Floor
Vancouver, BC V5Y 1v4

Re: Proposed Amendment to CD-1 (652) (Comprehensive Developmgant)' District — Arbutus Center

To Vancouver City Council,

We the undersigned residents and taxpayers living in the Quilchena 1eighbo trhood adjacent to the
development known as Arbutus Center (“the Mail”) at 2133 Nanton Avenue and 4189 Yew Street
Vancouver wish to voice our opposition to any further amendments to increase the height and density

of the Mall.

Specifically we object to increasing the height of Block C and Block D

The proposal for Block D proposes

to add about five stories to the height of the current plan. ltis extjre;me!y unlikely that any of these units

will be social housing. A walk around our neighbourhood shows tha}‘
maximum of 7 stories, blend in well with the tree canopy and keeip (
the concrete jungle at bay. The North Shore mountains and view;s
be forever destroyed by higher concrete buildings. This amendm
security and general livability of our neighbourhood. The traffic and
already intrusive at current levels ‘of traffic volume, this will increase v
then again if this amendment is passed. :

We recognize that additional densiity will have to be accommodated
as the city changes and grows and demands on housing ebb and fi
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th§ curirent building heights, ata
r fami[y neighborhood green and
the we%t of our beautiful city, will
l” furtiher erode the peace, quiet,
nofise ffom Arbutus Street is

vitih thei current development, and

N aill nei;ghbourhoods of Vancouver

local residents and our

neighbourhood organizations (i.e.i ARKS) have worked diligently with thé Citj and developer to arrive at

the agreement that is the currentgdevelopment proposal today, Th
developer for increased density appear disingenuous and hide beh
providing more social housing and below-market housing. One ofthe

planations provided by the

ind chren:t hot button issues like

SQppoéed aims of this project

originally was to address the demand for homes by local residents vi/‘jl‘o are downsizing and wish to
‘ i !

remain in the neighbourhood, anéi yet alf the units being built are'ren
sense? We believe it is another exjample of “speculation”; the mainfr

proposal is that the developer has determined that market conditién
more money. It is as simple as that. ;

The new transit line along the Bro?dway corridor is sure to provide n
affordable housing shortage, withbut raising the same issues we have

tal. HO\év does this make any
eason for this amendment
s are such that they can make

ore opportunities to address our
here.
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It is our view that the current existing developmept permitis a goodlqomprornlse worked out by the
residents who live here, the City, and the developer Requesting furtﬁler changes after the project is
well on its way is an egregious bepayal of the orlglnal agreement and extremely unfair. If one were .

cynical, one might suggest the only reason is gree_d and profit.

Tobe clear, we do not want any further changes fto the height and density of this project, and we
think that the reasons given for the amendment ai'e duplicitous.

i 1R
We appeal to City Council to hear our voices, the concerns of the a}&lzlens:apd taxpayers who live in this
neighbourhood, and to defeat this proposed amendment R

Sincerely, !
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