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JBNA James Bay Neighbourhood Association
234 Menzies St www.jbna.org

Victoria, B.C.

V8V 2G7

June 11, 2015

Mayor & Council
City of Victoria

Re: Relocation of 524-526 Michigan Street Heritage Houses to Dallas Road

On Wednesday, June 10", JBNA held its General Meeting at which the new
sidewalk along Montreal Street, the relocation of the Michigan Street Heritage Houses and
the proposed development for 701 Belleville (CALUC meeting). This letter is in response to
the Heritage House discussion/feedback. A separate letter will be sent for the 701 Belleville
CALUC review once Meeting Minutes have been completed.

By way of background when the siting of the heritage houses was being
contemplated, considerations included finding a location that would provide a “fit” for the
houses, both contextually and size, is difficult within ~Sites that would house both buildings
are difficult to find.

The site being proposed has three directly adjacent neighbours. One to the east in a
small single home, and two others to the north (back) in a front/back duplex and there is a
lane way separating the Dallas property form the duplex. The owner of western part of the
duplex has sent notes but is not a full-time resident and the property is normally rented.

Significant consultation has occurred with the eastern-most owners of the duplex.
Tim VanAlstine and | have met with them on more than one occasion and convened a
meeting with them and the developers (Karen Jawl and architect). Adjustments have been
made, and discussions continue.

Attached for your consideration is a string of e-mails that detail the remaining issues.

There were 86 people in attendance at the JBNA meeting. Regarding the Capital
Park development, there were general questions about the staging of various steps of the
work with regards to the creation of the foundation of Capital Park and the relocation of the
heritage houses to Dallas Road. Separating out the topics, comments regarding the
heritage houses include questions or comments from four residents at the meeting and two
written submissions were read out at the meeting and responded to by Karen Jawl. During
the presentation, the rationale for the siting, and the adjustments made to resident
considerations were described including front-back siting and revised side-yard setbacks.



Q/A:

Q: Dock St resident: Likes look of the proposal, knows the people who are neighbours and
wants them to be “happy”. What is being done regarding site-lines and views.

A: In addition to the placement of the east house further back on the site, the high plantings
will be removed and lower planting placed on the site. The issue of a second parking pad is
still being looked at.

Q: What is the timing of the moving of the houses.

A: The Houses are likely to be relocated in September with work being done thereafter.

Q: 230 Dallas resident: This lot has been a single house lot. Did you look at 2 different
lots for the houses leaving only one of the houses here? Concerned that heights and look
will have impact on nearby properties when/if they are developed.

A: The site is historically approved for 2 separate houses. While some variances are
needed to accommodate two intact heritage houses, the site density, shadowing, and
sightlines will be less impacted by the 2 heritage houses than by a multi-family development
that would likely be built if the heritage houses were not placed there.

Question: Marg read, for the public record, two letters from area residents regarding siting
of the 2 heritage houses at 224 Dallas. The immediate neighbor behind the site (Westmost
duplex) disagrees with the plan as it will reduce his view. A resident of Pilot Street is
concerned that the houses are too large for the proposed site and suggested alternate sites
(Kingston/Pendray), including the possibility or relocation outside James Bay.

A: As had already been described, careful attention has been paid to minimizing impact on
sightlines and view cone. The reduction in view for the westmost owner, from what would
be permitted without variance, is 4%.

A: Relocation of the 2 heritage houses within James Bay was a condition of the original
project approval. As was described, numerous sites within James Bay were considered -
some were too small another very good site was sold — in the end a list was reviewed with
the City and, while not perfect, 224 Dallas was determined to be the best site available.
The suggested location of Pendray and Kingston would not be suitable as the lot depth of
60ft is less than the depth of one of the houses at 62ft.

Comment: Most heritage houses in James Bay exceed current zoning limits and would
require variances if constructed today. Site not perfect, but thanks for your extraordinary
effort to achieve a good result.

Q: When do you expect the variance hearing be held for the heritage houses?
A: August

President, JBNA

Cc: Councilor Lucas
Murray Miller, Brian Sikstrom, Jim Handy, Planning
Christine Johnston, Resident



E-mail string of June 11, 2015 re Michigan Heritage House relocation to Dallas:

From: Karen Jaw! < >
Date: June 11, 2015 3:56:35 PM PDT

To: Christine Johnston

Cc: "Goff, Allan" XXXXXXX "Marg Gardiner, JBNA" <marg.jpna@shaw.ca>, Timothy VanAlstine
Subject: RE: Updated Site Plans

Thanks for your email Christine.

Yes there have been a number of versions of the site plan as the various iterations progressed to
respond to neighborhood feedback, the most recent of which was the May 11th one that was drawn
up after the meeting at your home. In this version the eastern house was shifted back 1.24m to
respond to the request that front windows of this house be no closer to Dallas Road than the front
windows of the other house which | believe is what was illustrated on Marg's sketch from that
meeting. The front windows of the Eastern house are 6.95 meters off the street compared to the
6.49 meters back to the front windows of the western house, so | believe we have achieved what
was requested.

The City has not indicated the number of additional residential stalls that will be added on Dock
Street as this idea just came up this week but it is likely they will be able to add 2. They have been
very cooperative and willing to accommodate our request on Dock Street. As | see it there are two
priorities, one is protecting the safety and enjoyment of the lane and the other is ensuring there is
adequate parking to serve the homes so as not to have people parking illegally on the lane or
placing a level of demand on the surrounding parking that is upsetting to other neighbours. As
mentioned we will delete the parking pad for the western house given that there will be adjacent
street parking, but would like to have the option of retaining the parking pad for the eastern home
but I will commit to landscaping this area should the buyer of this home prefer a larger yard to
parking. | suspect the likely buyer for these homes will be a families with children who will share the
priority of keeping the lane a safe and enjoyable area for everyone.

Karen Jawl

From: Christine Johnston [ GGG

Sent: June 11, 2015 2:57 PM
To: Karen Jawl
Cc: Goff, Allan; Marg Gardiner, JBNA; Timothy VanAlstine

Hi Karen,

Thank you for getting back to me so quickly. There seem to be various versions of the map. The
first one you sent on April 20, then a revised one in May 11, and then the modified one sketched

in that Marg Gardner suggested, of having the two front windows parallel with the eastern house but
further back. The complication is that the Dallas Rd is NOT at right angles to Dock and the 224
Dallas properties; so the May 11 version makes only the western corner of the windows parallel but
the eastern house front window still quite a bit south of what we had drawn in, which is not so good
for our view.

The parking does concern me as this lane is actually more a WALKWAY used by most of the
tenants of the big appartment block on Dock.

Cyclers also use it avoid busy Dallas. Children use it as a safe place it for playing when a hard
surface needed. Most of the houses in the neighbourhood (except the one originally planned as a B
and B) have very few cars on this lane. Several houses use it for their MAIN FRONT DOOR. Nearly
all use Dock or Pilot for visitors. If anyone parks in the lane way proper we have the right to call
police to remove it altho we are often tolerant if we know them well. Our visitors are expected to
walk the few feet to Dock St. We occasionally use our grass for a visitor who does not want to walk
to the street but that is rare.



The Dallas cross walk is some distance from any proposed Dock street parking if that parking
(reserved for two residential spaces all day) starts half way up the edge of the property. There
should be no problem at all and many of the crosswalks around town have only about 20 feet empty
near them. So that reasoning does not seem logical.

I think the city has not looked carefully at all this so we shall speak to them if you fail to convince
them. Let us know.

Sincerely,
Christine and Mel Johnston

----- Original Message -----

From: Karen Jawl

To: Christine Johnston

Sent: Thursday, June 11, 2015 9:20 AM

Hi Christine,

Thanks for coming to the JBNA meeting last night. Further to your question the plans presented last night
and submitted to the City reflect the changes we outlined below and in the attached that we sent after
meeting with you at your home. The set back from Dallas Road of 226 Dallas is 6.95m which reflects the
1.24m increase from the previous version.

| did talk to the City about adding additional street parking so we could eliminate the parking pads. They will
not add any street parking on Dallas due to the proximity to the cross walk but have agreed to add
residential parking on Dock Street so we will be able to eliminate the parking pad on the western house. |
will talk to our team about the parking pad on the eastern property. We don’t want to create a situation
where there is insufficient parking and owners end up parking in front of Linda’s house or in areas where
others are used to parking. If we are able to pre-sell the house and the owners just have one car it would be
easy for us to just landscape this area instead. | understand it is concern of yours and we will keep it in mind
to see how we can improve it.

Karen Jawl

From: Karen Jawl

Sent: Wednesday, May 13, 2015 9:42 AM

To: Christine Johnston; Allan Goff; Rutherfords K and L;

Cc: Timothy VanAlstine; Marg Gardener (marg.jbna@shaw.ca)

Hi All,

Thanks for the feedback and comments in the last few weeks. In response to your suggestions the following
changes have been made in the attached drawings:

1. The most eastern house (next to Linda’s property) has been moved west by .14 meters to provide a
slightly bigger gap between Linda’s and this house.

2. The most eastern house (next to Linda’s property) has been shifted back 1.24 meters to better preserve
Christine and Mel’s view from their living area.

3. Both garages have shifted to the east and closer back to the lane to prevent someone from parking behind
the garage and potentially having the back of their parked car sticking out onto the lane. The shift to the east
was determined to not impact views.

4. The western house was already optimally located to minimize the SW view impact. The attached View
Cone illustrates the following:



a. The black outline shows the current condition on site with Bruce’s house. The black line shows the current
view cone.

b.The yellow outline shows what could be built on the site fully compliant with the zoning. The yellow line
shows what the view cone would be under this scenario. This represents an 8% reduction in the view cone
from the current condition.

c. The blue outlines shows what it would be with the heritage houses on the site. The blue line shows what
the view cone would be under this scenario. This represents a 12% reduction in the SW view cone from the
current condition, or a 4% reduction in the view cone from what is permitted in the zoning.

5. We have engaged a landscape architect and | have given him the following direction:

a. Maintain a fence between Linda’s house and the heritage house.

b. Remove the bigger bushes that are in the sight lines from 15/17 Dock Street.

c. New landscaping should be kept under the sight lines from 15/17 Dock Street.

Our next step will be further developing the interior plan and site plan, so the plans will continue to evolve
but the siting of the houses is now firming up.

We are aiming to submit our package to the City around June 1 and are also scheduled at the JBNA meeting
on June 10™. If you would like paper copies of the attached | can mail them to you. | will also keep you
updated as our plans progress.

Karen Jawl

Jawl Properties Ltd.

3350 Douglas St. - Suite 100
Victoria, BC, V87 3L1

Tel: (250) 414-4172
www.jawlproperties.com
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Fatricia 5 Wilson thow'.“‘"fa
JUN 112015
12 Pilot St. PG 8 Devetopmens
munity Planning Division
Victoria, BC, VBV 2A4

6 June 2015

Michigan houses relocation to 224 Dallas Road

It is come to my attention that 2 of the Michigan Street houses will be relocated to 224 Dallas Road.

T have been the James Bay resident since 2008. It is a delight to live in this neighborhood. I enjoy the
eclectic architecture on my many walks through the neighborhood. T appreciate the work that has been done
to maintain the community heritage. I applaud their ongoing efforts.

Equally, I am delighted to see new developments as is proposed for Capital Park.
T am grateful to live in this community and for the Concert/Jawl development project.

I am happy to see.relocation of the remaining 2 Michigan Ave. houses.

I was hoping that they would find a pleasing location in an area of significant Victorian, such as the empty lot
on the Kingston/Pendray street corner.

The harbor area is more protected from the elements and would help maintain the wooden structure.

The wind/driving rain elements along the Dallas Road/Juan de Fuca sure are not conducive to tall wooden
structures, particularly those of the 1800s. They do much better in the protected harbor area.

For the safety of the structures, and more importantly its occupants; it would be best that they not be
placed closely together because of the increased fire risk particularly in such tall structures.

T know this may compromise its location ai 224 Dailas Rd. because of the lot size restriction.

However, there may be other historical neighborhoods in Victoria (Humbolt Valley) that could welcome these
homes more safely -for personal and architectural security.

I also understand from a business point of view the developers interest in the view Dallas property.

It will be an expensive venture to move the Michigan Street structures. View lots tend to bring a higher real
estate selling price.

However, from a real estate point of view - views will be limited with small window size needed for historical
integrity. This may limit sale income potential.



The forces that will relocate the Michigan Street houses to Dallas Road may already be in place

if that is the case,

Please keep the Michigan houses in line with the other structures on Dallas Road

It would be sad to have the houses pushed forward (southward closer to the Dallas roadway) especially with
the added height. ‘
Please do not add any further structures such as a garage to impede visual integrity particularly in a historical
house. Parking pad or protected Dock Street parking would be safest for the laneway.

T look forward to ongoing thoughtful, well integrated changes in the James Bay community fo ensure its
continued vibrancy.

Your':,s@ncer'ely, A )
./ oo .
(Jin ) Jubm/ U
Patrigia S Wilson
1. JAMES BAY NEIGHBOURHOOD ASSOCIATION -~ 10 IUNE 2015 MEETING / jbna@ven.bc.ca
2. JAWL PROPERTIES LTD - #100 ~ 3350 Douglas Street, Vi&or‘ia, BC, v8Z 3L1
@ HERITAGE ADVISORY PANEL, City of Victoria

e
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Lauren Martin

From: Lauren Martin

Sent: Thursday, August 06, 2015 3:45 PM
To: ‘Dave Jarvis'

Cc: Murray Miller

Subject: ' RE: 222/226 Dallas Rd

Hello Dave:

A Public Hearing is not yet set for the applications for 222 and 226 Dallas Road. When a date is set, signage indicating
the date will be posted on the property and a notice will also appear in the Times Colonist.

Lauren

Lauren Martin )
Secretary, Heritage and Board of Variance Sustainable Planning and Community Development City of Victoria
1 Centennial Square, Victoria BC V8W 1P6

T250.361.0382 F250.361.0386

————— Original Message----

From: Dave Jarvis

Sent: Thursday, August 06, 2015 3:23 PM
To: Lauren Martin

Subject: 222/226 Dalias Rd

Hi Lauren,
I live at 33 Dock St. and am a bit concerned about the heritage properties blocking the waterfront view.
Do you know when the date is for the Council Chamber hearing at Victoria City Hall?

Thank you,
Dave Jarvis

L g it

| Received |
i City of Victoria

AUG 06 2015

Planning & Deveiopmeant Department
Deveiopment Services Division




Lauren Martin

From: Murray Miller

Sent: Thursday, July 09, 2015 12:11 PM

To: '

Subject: 222-226 Dallas Rd, Victoria (Heritage Alteration Permit with variance)

Dear Ms. Surridge,

Thank you for your voice message and for leaving an email address for reply.

I understand that you own property located at 25 Dock Street and that you have been informed about a development that
is proposed for the property located at 222-226 Dallas Rd. In relation to notification, the City is required to notify owners
and occupiers of adjacent properties of Public Hearings involving Heritage Alteration Permits that have a variance.

At the time of writing, no Public Hearing has been set for this application.

I trust that the above information is helpful.

Regards,

Murray

Murray G. Miller, MRAIC, CAHP, MCITP, MRTPI, IHBC, MCIP, RPP

Senior Heritage Planner :

Sustainable Planning and Community Development

City of Victoria

1 Centennial Square, Victoria BC V8W 1P6

T 250.361.0533 F 250.361.0557

; VICTORIA ‘ [EJ

Received
City of Victoria

JUL 09 20%

)
Manning & Development Department
: Development Services Division




Lauren Martin

From: Darla Abercrombie

Sent: Friday, Jul 17, 2015 1:46 PM
To: Murray Miller

Cc: Lauren Martin

Subject: 224 & 226 Dallas Road

Attention Mayor and Council:

My family and I live in the second building behind the proposed development. We have a unique roof-top deck
that overlooks the property towards the ocean and Olympic mountain range.

The view from our top deck is the defining feature of our home, and is the reason why my husband chose this
property. We felt assured that the city height restrictions would protect our panoramic view and the value of
our home in the years to come.

By allowing the height variance, our view will be boxed iﬁ and significantly blocked from the ocean side.

Our concerns are not noted in the JBNEA meeting minutes, because we were not notified of the proposal or
meeting in advance. I only found out, too late, from a neighbour when it sounded like the decision had already
been made because they said that after consultation with the City, the developer had already purchased the

property.

I contacted the developer and learned they are able to adjust placement but not existing heights. We took time
to consider the impact on our view, because we like the developer and we like to support heritage houses.

However, sitting on our top deck, the impact is much bigger than pictures can outline. There is a sense of
spaciousness and expanse towards Dallas Road and beyond that is precious to us. With the proposed height
variance, we will be looking into the back of two houses.

Please do not move these two over-height houses to this ocean-front lot. They can be better preserved away
from the damp, and have less impact where their height does not block our valuable view.

Thank you for your time,

Darla Abercrombie
29 Dock Street
Victoria, BC

L
e FOE N i g,

Received
City of Victoria

-ttt

JUL 17 2075

Planning & Development Department
Deveropment Services Division




‘Lauren Martin

From: Murray Miller

Sent: Monday, August 10, 2015 8:45 AM
To: : . Marie Surridge

Cc: Lauren Martin

Subject: RE: Proposed changes on Dallas Road

Dear Ms. Surridge,
Thank you for your follow up enquiry.

The application that you have referred to is still undergoing amendments. The type of application that is being prepared
requires notification to owners of adjacent properties (in terms of Land Use, this means abutting/adjoining/sharing a
property boundary with the subject property) and includes those properties that are immediately across the street from
the subject property.

I trust that this clarifies the City's practice in meeting this type of notification requirement.
Regards,

Murray

From: Marie Surridg

Sent: Friday, August 07, 2015 11:54 AM 8
To: Murray Miller

Subject: Proposed changes on Dallas Road

Dear Mr Miller,

I contacted you several weeks ago to ask if you would provide me with information about proposed changes at 224
Dallas Road. My property at 25 Dock Street is adjacent, in the sense of the word as defined by the Oxford English
Dictionary, to the subject property of these changes. | consider that | should have been notified of them from the time at
which they were proposed. | am now again writing to ask for full information on this subject, and should appreciate your
giving that information to as soon as you return to the office.

I wish to assess the effect the changes would have on my property. Obviously, | cannot do that without knowing what is
being planned.

Yours sincerely, Marie Surridge

Sent from my iPhone o —— e
: i Received
'; Gty of Victoria

AU5 10 2075

Planning & Developmen

Department
1 DevdopmentServices dson

Division



Lauren Martin

From: Murray Miller

- Sent: Wednesday, Jul 22, 2015 8:14 AM
To: Lauren Martin
Subject: FW: Dear Mr. Miller

For follow up once the PH date has been confirmed.

From: Catherine W
Sent: Tuesday, Jul 14, :

To: Murray Miller

Subject: Dear Mr. Miller

Attention:Mayor and Council

My name is Catherine Clark of 55 Dock Street. | understand two three storey heritage home are going to be
placed on Dock and Dallas. | have been told by a neighbour that there will be a varience in height restrictions

and set-backs.
Is there a public meeting scheduled for this undertaking? If so, when and where?
| will attend as | will lose some view and therefore property value.

Thank you,
Catherine Clark

| Received
1 City of Victoria

JUL 2 2 7015

1)
Planning & Development Department
Development Services Division






