Item 3 - CD-1 Rezoning: 2086-2098 West 7th Avenue, and 2091 West 8th Avenue - opposed (11)
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PH4 - 3. CD-1
Rezoning: 2086- 100% against. After listedinj F to the first speakers mainly mpa and bc housing they didn't have answers to any of
07/13/2022  14:05 1098 West 7th Oppose the pertinent questions. No K-IDDING‘ the community ‘is in opposition you have provided us with‘ zero safety Chance granger owntown No web
venue, and guarantees and Aero tenant information not any staffing details! Van city council Send bc housing band and tell attachments
2091 West 8th them Not to announce any new projects until they can present all information to the public. Oppose! ’
Avenue
PH4 - 3. CD-1
Rezoning: 2086- 80 % of respondents to bc housing let's talk housing were against this project' Send bc housing back And get them
071132022 14:22 i098 West 7th Oppose tg give this city a project people Can get behind. Not just movipg people from the Laryvill supportive housing to Kelly feeler owntown No web
venue, and kitsilano. How about housing that supports the current population of kits ,5% supportive ( same as coast mental
2091 West 8th Health in Dunbar ) and the rest low income housing. attachments.
Avenue
PH4 - 3. CD-1
Rezoning: 2086- . - . . . ) )
2098 West 7th Speaker # 31 hit the nail right on the head. A long time support worker in the dtes said the project was way too big
07/13/2022 14:26 Avenue. and Oppose  to be managed successfully and there needed to be stringent interviews and background checks on individuals Stewart hallstead owntown No web
2091 W’est 8th living there due to proximity to a huge amount of young kids. Make those things happen and | will vote in favour attachments.
Avenue
PH4 - 3. CD-1 | decided to listen to the speakers before | made my decision and o have to say | am shocked by the discriminatory
Rezoning: 2086- begahviour towards the opposed speakers. Jean Swanson's comments have been completely out of line for one
. 2098 West 7th and second. The opposed are not allowed to say or talk about any of their personal experiments living by supportive .
07/13/2022 114:33 Avenue, and Oppose housing and cannot use words such as addict, however the head of abundant housing was able to read a third Amanda bedioun owntown No web
2091 West 8th party's story where she used the word 'drunk’ etc and there was not one comment from council.why' | am opposed attachments.
Avenue after listening clearly and carefully to the callers
Please reject this proposal. | am a recovering addict who lives across from the site with my five year old child who
plays in the adjacent playground nearly every day and attends daycare on the next block. | serve on the board of our
community garden that is one block away. The garden is a magical place in the city that is a safe place to enjoy and
learn. The garden is also a city park. It is incomprehensible that anyone would consider this application an
appropriate development for the proposed location . The City of Vancouver is responsible for both the housing crisis
PH4 - 3. CD-1 and the addiction crisis. If fixes such as the proposed development would help these matters, it would be welcome,
Rezoning: 2086- but they don't. As a recovering addict clean and sober for 10 continuous years, | am familiar with what it takes to
07/13/2022  14:42 1098 West 7th Oppose hglp desperate peqplg. And | am familiar with v‘vhat‘despe-rate people will do. These people are human beings who Karly Reykjalin itsilano No web
venue, and did not choose addiction, nor do they deserve it. It is a living hell that only more drugs or alcohol can provide attachments
2091 West 8th temporary relief. Please consider another solution or housing/ addiction prevention/ treatment model to help those '
Avenue suffering from addiction. A solution that truly helps those who need it. Individuals in the dark depths of addiction are
not likely to simply want recovery if provided with a place to live. If approved, this development would force many in
the neighbourhood to move from our homes. These are our homes and our community where many of us have built
(and rebuilt) our lives. Please consider the root of the problem that the City of Vancouver has created and begin
there. It is possible to make the changes that are necessary to create a happier city for everyone. Please, | beg you
to reject this application.
PH4 - 3. CD-1 . ) ) ) ) . .
Rezoning: 2086- We SUPPORT WOMEN'S Social Housing of ANY KIND including Women and Children in this neighbourhood!! We
g \ : s .
07/13/2022 23:14 2008 West 7th  Oppose do NOT Sl_JPPO'RT men's social housing in th-IS nelghbourhood because of th‘e elementary school across the street Debora Nortman itsilano No web
Avenue, and and the children's park across the street, and/including the vulnerable women's shelter a half block east and the attachments.

2091 West 8th

seniors residence a block east. PLEASE REVISE THIS SO THAT THERE ARE NO MEN'S SHELTER HERE!!!!
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PH4 - 3. CD-1
Rezoning: 2086- Oppose
2098 West 7th

| am opposed to the proposal for the following reasons: The building as proposed is too large for the site. BC
Housing and the operator MPA need to submitt a detailed operating plan along with the proposed building. Very
hard to have confidence in the competence of BC Housing given the damning report just released and the
termination of many board members. Reject the proposal and send it back for revisions including a smaller building
with operating plan.

Mark Aceman

| oppose this rezoning application in its current form. Based on the questions and answers | have seen, this
development is poorly thought out and gives no consideration to the immediate neighbourhood, while lacking
complex care services that would be required by the over 100 building proposed residents. Many people asked
questions about this, and have received no concrete answers. The recently released independent report by Ernst
and Young of BC Housing's operations and governance as well as the BC Housing team's presentation at the Public
Hearing raise further red flags. The E&Y report documents the misplaced focus on measuring program success
through a simplistic measure of unit counts, while ignoring long term outcomes for either the buildings' residents or
the surrounding communities. The culture of awarding contracts without a rigorous process is troubling. During their Dragana V.
presentation at the Public Hearing, BC Housing's team were completely unable to articulate reasonable answers to
basic questions about the building such as the staff to resident ratio, best practice about the ratio of residents with
mental health issues and addictions, or best practices related to medical services. They clearly had no clue. This
proposal is fundamentally flawed and cannot be fixed via a few simple on-the-fly amendments by the Council. | have
seen council members talking about 'pivoting', as if a few small changes would be enough. This project should be
rejected and the applicant should come up with a new one with the meaningful engagement and input from both
prospective residents and neighbourhood.

s.22(1) Personal and Confidential

5.22(1) Personal and Confidenti

$.22(1) Personal and Confidential

While the mission to house those of us who need help the most is laudable and critical in a caring society, this

proposed tower seems destined to backfire in a dangerous way and, worst of all, threaten the safety of the very

people a society is supposed to protect above all others: our children. To warehouse a giant number of people in

crisis within metres of both a park for toddlers AND an elementary school, can only lead to the conclusion that the ~ Brendan Veale
City and David Eby care only for their agendas and headlines, and not about the truly vulnerable, our children. If

they genuinely worried about what was safest for the children, the community, and those they are trying to house,

they would not proceed with this project.

| strongly oppose this proposal for low barrier housing as it does not address the issue of services needed for the
residents of the proposed housing. If development occurs it should operate as a coop or subsidized housing for
families who have been waiting for housing.

Arezo Zarrabian

Fairview

Unknown

5.22(1) Personal

Dunbar-Southlands

Kitsilano

No web
attachments.

No web
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No web
attachments.
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