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1733, 1735 and 1737 Fairfield Road, 1964 Fairfield Road and 507 Foul Bay Road : Survey Report

Q1 What is your position on this proposal?

7 (53.8%)

Question options
@ Suppor @ Oppose @ O her (p ease spec fy)

Mandatory Question (13 response(s))
Note: Participants may submit multiple responses. See detailed
feedback in the following pages.




Respondent No: 1 Responded At: Mar 14, 2023 18:54:01 pm
Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Mar 14, 2023 18:54:01 pm

Q1. What is your position on this proposal? Oppose

Q2. Comments (optional)

Frs. PARKING | ve across from he back of he hree s ory aparmen bu dng a Farfiedand L an S. where here are
more apar men un s han park ng spaces. | have wa ched hose who park n he Resden a Parkng Ony spaces n fron of
my house go n and ou of he aparmen bu dng. A eas once a week one of her cars bocks he drveway of my house
makng ex mpossbe. If | see he drvers | ask hem o pease move bu 00 of en by aw officers have o come and cke
he offenders or hey keep parkng ega y. If he 30 un Aryze deve opmen were approved he res den s who do no have
one of he 20 parkng spacesw be ookng for s ree parkng n he resden a ne ghbourhood. No ony he 10 un sw hou
parkng bu a he wo bedroom un s have he poen a for second cars. Taxpayers n he exs ng homes w have
comprom sed dr veway access and he C y Park ng emp oyees w be bus er han ever. Many of us be eve we need acar o
ge off Vancouver Is and, o grocery shop, have soca ves and genera y cope w h cod we wea her. | be onged o Modo for
a year of car free vng and was very frus ra ng. | unders and why peope n mu -fam y dwe ngs have cars. Bu hey
mus have parkng on s e for every un ! Second. APPEARANCE The b ocky moderns des gn does no fi he aes he ¢ of
our hundred year pus ne ghbourhood. Aso, a four sory bu dng s no okay jus because here are some a sh roofs
nearby. The d agrams show ng he gh compar sons are smoke and m rrors. Thrd WATER Wha prov s ons have been made
for was e wa er and s orm wa er runoff? The number of 0 es s beng ncreased by abou 800%. Add ona y, we have
enough probems w h dranage n hs od ne ghbourhood. Subs u ng he exs ng awns and gardens w h mpermeab e
surfaces seems very unw se. Four h TDB | am opposed o a "ransferrab e dens y bonus" schemes. Popua ondens y s
based on rea humans onrea and no an abs rac concep . Thank you for cons der ng my empha ¢ oppos on.

Q3. Your Full Name Maureen E ey-Round

Q4. Your Street Address 267 W dwood Ave

Q5. Your email address (optional) I



Respondent No: 2 Responded At: Mar 29, 2023 22:00:14 pm
Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Mar 29, 2023 22:00:14 pm

Q1. What is your position on this proposal? Oppose

Q2. Comments (optional)

#1.4soreys s 0o a . Consders eppng back op 2 floors on he NE sde nex o he Ray's house o gve hem more sun.
Add ng 10 more un s from he orgna 19 s obvousy a greedy move. Aso s ep back ha corner oa owbe ervsb y o
back ou for he Rays. Or he o her op on s move he whoe 4 h floor coser o Beechwood. #2. Specfica y wha s he
he gh nfee and me ers of each floor. #3. Parkng s mnma. | know here s a move o ge rdof cars,bu n he fuure f
here are park ng spo s no used ha area coud be used foramen es ke ch dren p ay area, bocc, ou door pa o space for
he bu d ng. #4. Fear monger ng regard ng Abkhaz beng umed no ownhouses srdcuous. They can ge he rezonng
changed w hou hspar cuardens ybonus. #5. | was opposed 0 19 un s before bu am appa edw h hsnewop on.

Q3. Your Full Name Rob n Jones
Q4. Your Street Address 234 Beechwood Ave

Q5. Your email address (optional) no answered



Respondent No: 3 Responded At: Mar 31, 2023 08:42:32 am
Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Mar 31, 2023 08:42:32 am

Q1. What is your position on this proposal? Suppor

Q2. Comments (optional)

| veverycose o hes eand ove hedesgnand ow mpac o he ne ghbourhood! I's grea o fina y see more mu fam y
hous ng op onsbengbu n Gonzaes, hopefu y, we w see more and more on he Farfied rans corrdor.

Q3. Your Full Name Davd Berry

Q4. Your Street Address 1607 Chand er Ave

Q5. Your email address (optional) I



Respondent No: 4 Responded At: Mar 31, 2023 10:07:12 am
Login: Regs ered Last Seen: Mar 31, 2023 16:54:04 pm

Q1. What is your position on this proposal? Suppor

Q2. Comments (optional)

lam no ncudng my fu persona nfo as | have been harmed by hous ng opponen's, he muncpa y shoud do more o
ensure pub ¢ par cpa on s safe and respec fu . Th's projec has my fu suppor, hs ne ghborhood wou d be wonderfu for
he 30 fam es whch coud be provded housng n hs wakabe commun y. Ths projec serves o provde much needed
housng w h he add ona benefi of proec ng Abkhaz gardens. avng more op ons of housng ypes benefis he
commun y for he many ha don' desre a sfth (possby due o fe s age, man enance, cos ) and provde more hous ng for
resdens han a sfh. Rea y excusonary zonng as a whoe shoud be abo shed, projecs ke hs are par of a be er

commun Y.
Q3. Your Full Name Luna
Q4. Your Street Address Vcora

Q5. Your email address (optional) no answered



Respondent No: 5 Responded At: Mar 31, 2023 21:06:09 pm
Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Mar 31, 2023 21:06:09 pm

Q1. What is your position on this proposal? Other (please specify)
Needs ammendmen s

Q2. Comments (optional)

Ths deveopmen w affec he charac er of hs desrab e ne ghbourhood whchw bease ngpon BUT he deve opmen
as proposed w degrade he ne ghbourhood. Th's projec shoud no proceed as proposed. S gnfican changes are needed
1. Number of s oreys. Concern over he gh and dens y. Curren Zonng 2 S oreys/7.6 me ers (25 fee ) Proposed 4 s orey s
no hegh provded W Y. Perhaps a compromse s3soreys ha ss sgnfican y above he curren zonng of 2bu o no
sae hehegh of he 4 s ory proposa sunaccep abe. 2. Lack of parkngw hn he proposa. The proponen does no wan
o dg o provde underground parkng for un s.| s ess expense o have owners park on he sree aka no cos o0 he
deve oper. Th's expor of he parkng o he pub ¢ causes commun y hardshp as he park ng n adjacen areas s aready a
capac y. The approva of he projec needs o shf responsb yono Aryze o nsa parkng for her deve opmen as was
done for Rhodo across he s ree . No approva w hou underground or sufficen parkng aka one sa perun off sree. 3.
The rade w h TLC for he ncreased dens y sough suncear.| suncearwha TLC go for hs agreemen o gvedens y
o Ayrze and wha Ayrze go n erms of poen a mone ary gan. Fu dscosure and ransparency s needed on who go
wha .| s expeced ha Ayrze may have ganed much more ha gven. Transparency s needed as pub ¢ sen men can
probaby ge abe erdea for Abhkhaz han a back room dea TLC s ruck. The message s here s aneed for fu dscosure
on wha was raded and aw ngness orevew he arrangemen and decde f hs rade sacuay n he pub cgood.| s
sugges ed ha an ndependen revew of he rade be done o nform he decsonora er he erms of he curren apparen
agreemen . To much of an ns der dea needs ransparency and ne her TLC nor Aryze s capabe of hs. Thrd par y needed
w hamandae o fac find from bo h TLC and Aryze and repor pub cy and ndependen y of CALUC.

Q3. Your Full Name Mchae Fenger

Q4. Your Street Address 511 Fou Bay Road

Q5. Your email address (optional) [



Respondent No: 6 Responded At: Apr 02, 2023 13:49:27 pm
Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Apr 02, 2023 13:49:27 pm

Q1. What is your position on this proposal? Suppor

Q2. Comments (optional)

I empha ca y suppor hsproposa,as sdesgned o ransform hree (3) snge fam y homes no hry (30) housng un s.
Ths represens a enfod ncrease n he number of fam es whow be abe o ve n Farfied Gonzaes, and a gan of 27
hous ng un s. Fur hermore, hs deveopmen s w hn easy wakng ds ance of Farfied P aza, Margare Jenkns Schoo,
and severa parks. | s a wonderfu area for househo ds of any knd, bu especa y for hose w h fam es. As a Farfied
Gonzaes homeowner, paren o0 wo young ch dren, and an ac ve member of he Farfied Gonzaes Commun y
Assoca on, | appaud hsdeveopmen and he chance represens owecome more fam es o our ne ghborhood.

Q3. Your Full Name Dane Powe

Q4. Your Street Address 1024 Farfied Road, V ¢ or a, BC V8V 3A5

Q5. Your email address (optional) ]



Respondent No: 7 Responded At: Apr 02, 2023 14:26:23 pm
Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Apr 02, 2023 14:26:23 pm

Q1. What is your position on this proposal? Suppor

Q2. Comments (optional)

We don' have enough hous ng, and bu dng hs projec w mean ha 30 fam esw have a pace oca home. Farfied
doesn' do spar nbu dng new housng and shoud bu da o more. P ease approve hs ASAP.

Q3. Your Full Name Mark Edwardson
Q4. Your Street Address 1566 yaes

Q5. Your email address (optional) no answered



Respondent No: 8 Responded At: Apr 02, 2023 14:52:19 pm
Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Apr 02, 2023 14:52:19 pm

Q1. What is your position on this proposal? Suppor

Q2. Comments (optional)

Th s projec provdes bady needed ren as n Farfie d. Farfie d has sys ema ca y under bu hous ng, even for k ds grow ng
up here, for genera ons now due o homeowner oppos on. Gven ha conex subm ha hsprojec s 0o conserva ve.

ousng jus ke hs shoud be auoma ca y perm ed on every o n Farfied, especa y a bock or wo off nosy and
po uedareras.

Q3. Your Full Name Rober J Berry

Q4. Your Street Address 1683 R chardson

Q5. Your email address (optional) ]



Respondent No: 9 Responded At: Apr 02, 2023 18:04:28 pm
Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Apr 02, 2023 18:04:28 pm

Q1. What is your position on this proposal? Suppor

Q2. Comments (optional)

Ths projec w provde much-needed fam y-orened housng n an area ha s amos excusvey reserved for hose
wea hy enough o buy s ng e-fam y homes. If we wan a wder range of fam es o ve oge her, we need o provde more
affordab e op ons for fam es o move no neghbourhoods ke Farfied. Yes, | undersand ha hs s no a subsdzed
deve opmen,bu asamu -fam ydeveopmen w be more affordabe han he curren sngefam y homes ha domnae
hs ne ghbourhood. Pease a ow hs deveopmen o go hrough, provdng a wder range of housng op ons n he
Fa rfie d-Gonza es ne ghbourhood.

Q3. Your Full Name S acey F zs mmons

Q4. Your Street Address 3022 Wash ng on Ave. Vcora, BC

Q5. Your email address (optional) I



Respondent No: 10 Responded At: Apr 03, 2023 11:12:14 am
Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Apr 03, 2023 11:12:14 am

Q1. What is your position on this proposal? Suppor

Q2. Comments (optional)
I srongy suppor hs deve opmen and comend he deve oper for ryng o brng some o her han a ano her manson o and
amen y r ch ne ghborhood! Add ng more hous ng suppy s one of hr keys o fixng he housng crss and hs deve opmen
sasep n hergh drec on. Ths sexac y he ype of deve opmen |w be ookng o ve nwhenlsar afamy.

Q3. Your Full Name C fford Ch ds

Q4. Your Street Address 505 quadra s ree

Q5. Your email address (optional) I



Respondent No: 11 Responded At: Apr 05, 2023 12:42:10 pm
Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Apr 05, 2023 12:42:10 pm

Q1. What is your position on this proposal? Oppose

Q2. Comments (optional)

| am a ne ghbour of he proposed deve opmen .| ve n he 300 b ock Beechwood. | have ved happ y nmy e home for
20 years. There s much o address n hs proposa by Aryze. We have jus barey absorbed her Rhodo deve opmen af er
wo panfu, oud and d srup ve bu d ng years, durng he COVID pandemc. S op he madness w h dens fy ng our beau fu
ne ghbourhood. The reason my fam y and | choose hs par of own was for he swee snge home que resden a os.
Th s proposed dens y swapp ng s a guse. Abkhaz gardens s pro ec ed and has no bus ness hos ng hs mess on o us.
We are an nc us ve ne ghbourhood w h many secondary dwe ngs, basemen su es, sma rena un s e c. We do no need
upwards of 100 new humans com ng and go ng down an aready rcky bock for navga ng w h very few “ex ra” park ng
spo s rgh now. The drec on of raffic s usua y owards Farfied no he oher way and addnga hsexrasranon he
exs ng hru fare s rdcuous. The proposed en rance and ex ha Aryze has des gned has no been propery hough ou
asw hnafewfee are wo o her busy drveways ha ead o 4 dfferen homesa w hsma ch dren who enjoy ng p ay ng
ou s de. 40 spaces for park ng? ow far a reach dd he da a search go for ha number? Our 300 bock s fu mos days and
nghsw hparkng. Where do he gues s or he poss b e upwards of 100 res den s park? Needess osay sdsappon ng
o hnk of he demse of 3 propery o s whch used o house an assor men of peop e and ncome evesa for he greed of
adeve oper o have herwayw h our swee ne ghbourhood. A sad day f hs proposa con nues as presen ed. Why shoud
we s ar rezon ng away from s ng e homes w h mor gage he pers and m xed use w h some runnng her bus nesses ou of
her homes o adense bu dng whchw subsequen y affec our ves and ne ghbourhood cohes veness and gen e ways?
Anoher pon s ha hs proposed deveopmen w nega vey effec our housng prces. Aryze s very sck n her
approach and commun y focus bu sady my ne ghbours and | can see wha hey are dong and ha s fo owng herown
msson o make money. Le hem concenraeon herbg Teus bu dng and o her such deve opmen s and p ease eave our
e funky ne ghbourhood aone. The push for addressng he mssng mdde has been skewed w h hs proposa - 4
dwe ngspersngefamy o son he abe NOT 30 over3 os.

Q3. Your Full Name A son Tremba h
Q4. Your Street Address 315 Beechwood Avenue

Q5. Your email address (optional) no answered



Respondent No: 12 Responded At: Apr 09, 2023 14:27:34 pm
Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Apr 09, 2023 14:27:34 pm

Q1. What is your position on this proposal? Oppose

Q2. Comments (optional)

| am opposed o hs deve opmen as presen ed and am very suppor ve of densfica on n he ne ghbourhood aong he
arera roads such as Farfied Road. | be eve s essen a o fo ow he OCP recommenda on of up o hree s ores of
ownhouses and condomnums as he bes way o densfy. The danger w h deve opers presen ng four sores as he ony
way ha w work ( hswascearysaeda herecen mee ng by he deveopers:"anyhngese spe n hesky") s ha
hs hen becomes fac.| s no fac.|be eve ha he proposed four s ores w h 30 homes s over densfica on. Yes, we
mus hnk ong erm. Yes, hs does a ow some mssng mdde fam es o ve nand own n hs neghbourhood. Tha sa
good hng. | woud srongy sugges hs s amoney makng ven ure firs and foremos and ha sno he bes mode for
densfica on n Gonzaes. |woud ke o see a shared roof op space fora resdens oenjoy hevewand ogaher. I'd ke
osee soarco ec onon he major yof heroof n hsexce en s e for nsa a on of renewabesonanewbu d. I'd ke o
see wo spaces on he s ree reserved for car share coop veh ces o acknow edge he reduc on of car parkngons ewh e
provdng hese resden s w h easy access from her oca on. I'd ke o see permeab e surfac ng on he who e park ng area
ra her han mpermeab e surfaces on a s gnfican por on. When | s ened and observed o he peope a he recen y hed
mee ng was very cear ha he wdey hed opnons were ha densfica on was suppored, ha up o hree sores of
mxed ownhouses and condos was we comed, and ha four s ores was oo hgh and 0o much of a "wa " and was s rong y
opposed. Gven ha here were abou 100 peope here and gven ha each person ha shows up o amee ng of ens ands
for many o hers who coudn' a end, seems ha suppor for he OCP recommenda ons s sand and ough o be
fo owed. P ease dono e deve opers push he C y no overdeve opmen nresden a ne ghbourhoods.

Q3. Your Full Name D.LousaEkn

Q4. Your Street Address Man 1907 Sho bo Road, Vcora, B.C. V8S2L1

Q5. Your email address (optional) I



Respondent No: 13 Responded At: Apr 09, 2023 18:55:56 pm
Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Apr 09, 2023 18:55:56 pm

Q1. What is your position on this proposal? Oppose

Q2. Comments (optional)

| oppose he proposa,no nprncpe,bu ndea .l ve n he neghbourhood, n Gonzaes for 4 years, and n Farfie d for
over 20 years. | a ended he pub ¢ mee ng organ zed by CALUC. | am an urban p anner by profess on, very recen y re red
n December 2022. | am n favour of he prncpe of densfica on n our ne ghbourhoods, bu he proposed deve opmen s
oo dense. | agree ha Farfied Road provdes an dea oppor un y for dens fica on as ou ned n he OCP. Curren zon ng
for ownhouses, up o hree s or es, prov des appropra e scae for he ocae. Curren y he oca scae ssnge-fam y homes
(a hough many have been mod fied o ncude one or more secondary su es), and ncreasng he dens y o hree-s orey
ownhouse and condos s approprae. Movng o four-s orey deve opmen s over-densfica on, w h sgnfican mpac on
exs ng oca resdens and he ne ghbourhood n genera. The deve oper s propos ng four-s orey deve opmen based on a
dens y bonus arrangemen w h he TLC. Dens y bonus arrangemens work we n he downown, and were argey
desgned for ncreased dens y n a downown oca on. The danger of bonus-dens y arrangemens n snge-fam y
ne ghbourhoods s over-dens fica on and ¢ ff- ke scae deve opmen ha overshadows oca hous ng, and he whoe scae
of he ocae. My concern w h bonus-dens y arrangemen s, such as he one be ng proposed, s ha jus because provdes
an opporun y, becomes a defaco rea y. The deveoper dscussed he proposa a he mee ng as f four-s orey
deveopmen s heonyrea yfor hss e.lurge hecounc oress hs ype of hnkng. Dens fy our ne ghbourhoods by a
means, us ng bu dng he gh as a key nd ca or of appropra e scae, bu pease do no over-dens fy our ne ghbourhoods jus
because bonus-dens y arrangemen s prov de an oppor un y; or because a deve oper sees as anopporuny ose her

agenda.
Q3. Your Full Name TmEkn
Q4. Your Street Address 1907 Sho bo Road

Q5. Your email address (optional) I
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1733, 1735 and 1737 Fairfield Road

Q1 What is your position on this proposal?

2 (13.3%)

4(26.7%)

- 9(60.0%)

Question options
@ Support @ Oppose @ Other (please specify)

Mandatory Question (15 response(s))
Note: Participants may submit multiple responses. See detailed feedback in the following pages.




Respondent No: 1 Responded At: Mar 14, 2022 22:21:59 pm
Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Mar 14, 2022 22:21:59 pm

Q1. What is your position on this proposal? Oppose

Q2. Comments (optional)

Our property will be directly affected by this development. We will end up with units staring down into our back yard. When
we bought our house 22 years ago we specifically found an area with reasonable privacy and purposely not near or backing
onto large developments or apartments buildings. | have spoken with a rep from the developer and made my concerns
VERY clear prior to their plans being released, but our concerns have been 100% disregarded. There is NO need for a an
increase from the current height of 7.6 meters to for the height to 13.8 meters. | EMPLORE the city to stay with the currently
height as we are currently zoned. | am not against the "missing middle" being addressed but am tired of developers
purchasing lots and then saying the only way they can make money is to get these incredulous variations. | am also
concerned they are trying to rush this through under the current city leadership. My husband and | are opposed to the
current plans. | would love to see neighbours concerns addressed. | believe the use of terminology of missing middle is
being conveniently used to help the developer push through their plans. The height, on top of the increased density (deal

they made with Abakazi Gardens) does not sit at all well with us. Sincerely, Joanna and Paul Betts 334 Robertson Street

Q3. Your Full Name Joanna Betts

Q4. Your Street Address 334 Robertson Street

Q5. Your email address (optional)



Respondent No: 2 Responded At: Mar 15, 2022 09:42:35 am
Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Mar 15, 2022 09:42:35 am

Q1. What is your position on this proposal? Support

Q2. Comments (optional)

| am in full support of the proposed development at 1733 Fairfield Rd. Being on a busier street with good access to transit,
close to the new bike lanes on Richardson, and in walking distance to Fairfield Plaza it makes sense to develop more
diverse housing options along this stretch of Fairfield Rd. | hope there are considerations to make this development car
light, or include a modo/evo car share subscription for buyers (while also including adequate bike parking and cargo bike
parking). Our stretch of Beechwood has very little street parking with many home owners with multiple vehicles, so | don't

want to see increased demand for limited street parking. | appreciated at the first CALUC meeting that the developer
indicated a desire for the building to be 100% electric.
Q3. Your Full Name Miranda Andrews

Q4. Your Street Address 321 Beechwood Ave

Q5. Your email address (optional)



Respondent No: 3 Responded At: Mar 15, 2022 12:49:30 pm
Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Mar 15, 2022 12:49:30 pm

Q1. What is your position on this proposal? Support

Q2. Comments (optional)

Please ensure that the Fairfield rd crosswalk (at Lillian) is updated to one with blinking lights prior to any more large
development in this area. This developer is already engaged in a development beside Hollywood Park and the extra trucks
parked on Fairfield significantly obstruct the sight lines for the existing crosswalk. This has gone on for 2 years already.
There are regularly close calls with children crossing and cars not stopping. Additional development in this same area and

the associated parking on Fairfield Rd will continue to present a danger to the children using this crosswalk.
Q3. Your Full Name Stewart Cavers
Q4. Your Street Address 256 Wildwood Ave.

Q5. Your email address (optional) not answered



Responded At: Mar 17, 2022 13:05:33 pm
Last Seen: Mar 17, 2022 13:05:33 pm

Respondent No: 4

Login: Anonymous

Q1. What is your position on this proposal? Oppose

Q2. Comments (optional)

| don’t think such a dense design of a several story condo building addresses the “missing middle” nor does it align with the
character of the Fairfield neighbourhood. The missing middle homes are duplexes, carriage houses and townhomes. A
double row of townhouses would be better suited along Fairfield Road. As a current single family homeowner planing on

retiring in the next five years there are no missing middle options for me to downsize to and stay in my neighbourhood.

Q3. Your Full Name Katharine Geddes

Q4. Your Street Address 325 Robertson St

Q5. Your email address (optional)



Respondent No: 5 Responded At: Mar 18, 2022 15:16:07 pm
Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Mar 18, 2022 15:16:07 pm

Q1. What is your position on this proposal? Other (please specify)
| oppose the density of this project and the ability of the

neighbourhood to support the extra traffic it will cause.

Q2. Comments (optional)

With the closure of Richardson St. Traffic has been deflected to Fairfield road. Being a resident of Earle St. My carbon
footprint has increased significantly as | am idling at the top of Earle sometimes three times longer in order to make a left turn
onto Fairfield and using St. Charles means pulling over and idling as in many spots two way traffic is not possible. | think
that in all fairness the project “Rhodo” also on Fairfield should be completed and time given to determine the parking and
traffic problems it will create. Also as a nearby resident it would be nice to consider a break from the disruption of
construction. | have noticed my sunlight has been affected by the “Rhodo complex and hate the thought of four stories being
erected so close to the very high three stories of “Rhodo. | don’t understand when so many attractive townhomes are being
built (the one at Chandler and foul bay comes to mind) that these out of character for the neighbourhood building are
allowed. I'm not against more homes but density is only good if the area can carry the excess traffic. With Richardson closed
this area is not able to support more traffic. | am already preparing my self for the residents of Rhodo to be parking on Earle
making visibility around Hollywood Park a concern. Concentrating density in one area is a mistake. My family has lived in
the area for over 80 years and with roads being narrowed (Memorial cr.) and given over to bikes as in Richardson and

Vancouver Streets. Pedestrian safety has deteriorated.

Q3. Your Full Name Lucinda Ferguson

Q4. Your Street Address 1667 Earle St.

Q5. Your email address (optional)



Respondent No: 6 Responded At: Mar 19, 2022 17:01:54 pm
Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Mar 19, 2022 17:01:54 pm

Q1. What is your position on this proposal? Oppose

Q2. Comments (optional)

4 stories not in compliance with zoning or in line with neighbourhood plan. Density transfer should not be allowed - There is
no process or precedent here. Developer should not be able to ‘purchase’ zoning from Abkhazi to apply to other properties.
Disrespectful to processes already in place.

Q3. Your Full Name Sean McCartney

Q4. Your Street Address 350 Robertson St

Q5. Your email address (optional)



Respondent No: 7 Responded At: Mar 20, 2022 13:02:13 pm
Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Mar 20, 2022 13:02:13 pm

Q1. What is your position on this proposal? Other (please specify)
Support on condition.

Q2. Comments (optional)

Depending on whether or not the development is targeted and reserved for home affordability for residence that would like to
access the housing market.

Q3. Your Full Name Nicholas Fieger

Q4. Your Street Address 1738 Fairfield rd

Q5. Your email address (optional)



Respondent No: 8 Responded At: Mar 20, 2022 15:08:40 pm
Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Mar 20, 2022 15:08:40 pm

Q1. What is your position on this proposal? Oppose

Q2. Comments (optional)

This building, at the proposed height and volume, will further destroy our single family/duplex neighborhood. Another thing-
there are only 22 parking spaces for 25 suites. Each suite is bound to have at least one vehicle perhaps more, as many
families do. That puts more vehicles parked on the street.

Q3. Your Full Name Edwin Adye

Q4. Your Street Address 1692 Earle Street

Q5. Your email address (optional)



Respondent No: 9 Responded At: Mar 26, 2022 08:29:38 am
Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Mar 26, 2022 08:29:38 am

Q1. What is your position on this proposal? Other (please specify)
Don't know enough yet about the project....

Q2. Comments (optional)
I'm concerned about what happens with the 3 structures on these properties. They look like beautiful homes - hardly 'tear-
downs'. So, are they going to be moved, 'deconstructed'? Surely not bulldozed and carted away to the dump? Also, since
Rhodo by ARYZE is across the street, | expect the new structure might look similar?

Q3. Your Full Name Elaine Weidner

Q4. Your Street Address 1648 Earle Street

Q5. Your email address (optional)



Respondent No: 10

Login: Anonymous

Q1. What is your position on this proposal?

Q2. Comments (optional)

not answered

Q3. Your Full Name

Q4. Your Street Address

Q5. Your email address (optional)

Responded At: Mar 26, 2022 18:09:54 pm
Last Seen: Mar 26, 2022 18:09:54 pm

Other (please specify)

| oppose density transfers for any reason. However, | support the
application to amend the zoning on these three properties to permit
a walk-up apartment (rental) building. All of Fairfield Road east of

Moss Street should be rezoned for 3-4 story apartment buildings.

Trip Kennedy

1610 Pinewood Avenue

not answered



Respondent No: 11

Login: Anonymous

Q1. What is your position on this proposal?

Q2. Comments (optional)

not answered

Q3. Your Full Name

Q4. Your Street Address

Q5. Your email address (optional)

Responded At:
Last Seen:

Oppose

Geoffrey Bird

325 Robertson St

not answered

Mar 28, 2022 21:13:18 pm
Mar 28, 2022 21:13:18 pm



Respondent No: 12 Responded At: Apr 07, 2022 10:25:10 am
Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Apr 07, 2022 10:25:10 am

Q1. What is your position on this proposal? Oppose

Q2. Comments (optional)

Here is an example of 3 houses that could be turned into affordable suites with some renovations. It would be disheartening,
again, to see 3 perfectly good houses torn down for a development that will surely be unaffordable to most. We need

affordable rentals in the city for so many people living on lower incomes that provide much needed services to all aspects of

the city.
Q3. Your Full Name Heather Keenan
Q4. Your Street Address 1825 Lillian Road

Q5. Your email address (optional)



Respondent No: 13 Responded At: Apr 08, 2022 13:52:38 pm
Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Apr 08, 2022 13:52:38 pm

Q1. What is your position on this proposal? Oppose

Q2. Comments (optional)

This development is too large for the site and not consistent with the Missing Middle intent.

Q3. Your Full Name Thomas Lacey

Q4. Your Street Address 1823 Fairfield Road

Q5. Your email address (optional)



Respondent No: 14 Responded At: Apr 10, 2022 13:08:48 pm
Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Apr 10, 2022 13:08:48 pm

Q1. What is your position on this proposal? Oppose

Q2. Comments (optional)

-I believe four storeys is too large for the site. -The Fairfield Neighbourhood Plan (City of Victoria - 2019) states several
times that new buildings "should provide for sensitive transitions through massing and scale." This development does not do
that. -Given the dire shortage of affordable rental housing, if any of the current residents of 1733-1737 Fairfield Road are
renters they will face hardship finding other homes -we should have a comprehensive plan for the Fairfield corridor between
St. Charles Street and Foul Bay Road, rather than haphazard spot zoning. -the proposed density transfer offers scant
benefits to the neighbourhood or the city -homes in the proposed development will be expensive and will in no way address
the affordable housing crisis facing the city -I fail to see how the proposed development is advantageous to the

neighbourhood or the city. -Evan Stewart

Q3. Your Full Name Evan Stewart

Q4. Your Street Address 343 Robertson St.

Q5. Your email address (optional)



Respondent No: 15 Responded At: Apr 10, 2022 21:09:45 pm
Login: Anonymous Last Seen: Apr 10, 2022 21:09:45 pm

Q1. What is your position on this proposal? Oppose

Q2. Comments (optional)

This proposal is terrible in so many ways.At the risk of sounding completely negative it is hideous ,too large and ill fitting for
this neighbourhood.Taking down 3 affordable houses to build what looks like an institution is insulting to the area the site
and Gonzales residents.Losing affordable housing should never be an option.The Gonzales plan says "to preserve and
protect old stock housing not preserve and protect developers wallets.As long as the city allows affordable rentals and
houses to be torn down to create unaffordable housing we will not see a change in our affordable housing crisis.This
massive ugly building is not serving this purpose.Along with a housing crisis we also are creating a work force crisis .1t is no
surprise that affordable housing has disappeared along with a work force for many businesses.Who can actually afford to
work and live here if you allow the housing to be torn down !l also believe if this development requires an amendment to the
community plan the community ( not the developers or their friends or people from Vancouver or anywhere else)should be
asked if we actually want any amendments to our community plan.Regular home buyers should not have to compete with
the deep pockets of developers for housing.Oh ,yes | live in Gonzales.| appreciate the hard work that was done on our

community plan and find ignoring the plan insulting and arrogant.

Q8. Your Full Name Deborah Lowry

Q4. Your Street Address 1829 Lillian Rd

Q5. Your email address (optional) not answered





