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Janet Hawkins

From: Lisa Helps (Mayor)
Sent: Thursday, Sep 10, 2015 6:25 AM
To: Public Hearings
Subject: Fwd: Commerce Exchange Building rezoning application

 

-- 
Lisa Helps, Victoria Mayor 
www.lisahelpsvictoria.ca 
250-661-2708 
@lisahelps 
 
 
“Cities have the capability of providing something for everybody only because, and only when, they are created 
by everybody.”  
- Jane Jacobs 
 
 
Begin forwarded message: 

From: mej powell  
Date: September 10, 2015 at 6:20:14 AM PDT 
To: <mayor@victoria.ca>, <malto@victoria.ca>, <ccoleman@victoria.ca>, 
<bisitt@victoria.ca>, <jloveday@victoria.ca>, <mlucas@victoria.ca>, <pmadoff@victoria.ca>, 
<cthornton-joe@victoria.ca>, <gyoung@victoria.ca> 
Subject: Commerce Exchange Building rezoning application 

Dear Mayor and Councillors, 
 
Re: Application for rezoning for the Commerce Exchange Building. 
 
Because it is in the inner harbour, and its facade is part of the face of Victoria (along with the 
parliament and Empress), 
because it is the beginning of the tourist area on Government Street, 
because it is in a commercial district, (already ailing), 
 
I ask the council members to reject the rezoning application and ask the developer to return 
either with a utilization of the present structure or a classical design that will enhance the inner 
harbour, the post card face of Victoria, and the commercial Government Street entrance. 
 
Yours, 
 
Mark Powell 
in James Bay 
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PS  
I was right about the bridge; this one will be political poison too.  
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Janet Hawkins

From: Rob Woodland
Sent: Thursday, Sep 10, 2015 8:30 AM
To: Janet Hawkins
Subject: Fwd: Government Street Development

For PH tonight. 

Sent from my iPhone 
 
Begin forwarded message: 

From: Michael Sharpe > 
Date: September 10, 2015 at 08:09:54 PDT 
To:  <councillors@victoria.ca>, <mayor@victoria.ca>, 
<rwoodland@victoria.ca> 
Subject: Government Street Development 

All‐ 
  
I am writing this letter in support of the proposed development on Government Street at Wharf 
and ask that it be entered in to the upcoming meeting. 
  
Let’s be honest, this location is the gateway to what should be a vibrant shopping district but is 
instead a dead corner with an uninviting and vacant structure that only attracts dead leaves, 
wind blown garbage and places for homeless to urinate. 
  
I know Mayor and Council are interested in proposals and suggestions to revitalize Government 
Street – here’s the perfect opportunity as the city does not have to spend a dime of tax payer 
money but will give the city unlimited benefit for many years. 
  
I see this as an opportunity to create much needed residential units in the downtown core as 
well as modern designed retail space.  If you want to reduce the amount of petty crime, 
vagrancy and tagging in the downtown core you need to add residents any way you can.  I have 
a sense of ownership of my neighbourhood in Fairfield and only want the best for my family 
and my neighbours.  The downtown core needs more residents to take ownership of their 
district. 
  
This development is a visually appealing building and is a draw towards those heading 
north.  As it currently stands, it is partially suffering from what I’ll call MEC Syndrome (the pre‐
Mountain Equipment Co‐op building) which essentially created an ‘end’ to Government 
Street  whereas now has created continuity towards Chinatown with properly planned out 
retail and residential vibrancy. 
  
Some of the heritage groups are calling foul because of a 25 year ago vision regarding heritage 
– no change is good change.  Like all things in life, direction, focus and priorities need to 
change.  If the city was still operating on bylaws and a vision statement created 25 years ago, 
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we would not have strata conversions, infill housing, affordable housing, recycling and so on.  It 
is important to be mindful of heritage but give stronger consideration to the positive impact 
projects like this will have on the city and neighbourhood as a whole – not to mention the city 
revenues and tax base too. 
  
Who better to give feedback on how to improve their neighbourhood than a bunch of people 
who live in the area? 
  
Please consider approving this project and showing your support in the revitalization of 
Government Street. 
  
Best Regards, 
  
Michael Sharpe 
Victoria BC 
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PROPOSED HEIGHT - 30.23 M. - 98 FEET

ALLOWED HEIGHT - 15.0 M. – 49 FEET.

PROPOSED DENSITY – 3.99 TO 1
ALLOWED DENSITY – 3.00 TO 1

THE BUILDING IS TO HIGH AND EXCEEDS

THE ALLOWANCE UNDER THE OCP  AND

THE ZONING BYLAW.

WHY IS THERE A 15 M. HEIGHT

RESTRICTION IN OLD TOWN?
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DEVELOPMENT PERMIT AREA 1
OLD TOWN AND CHINATOWN

OBJECTIVES –
• CONSERVATION OF HERITAGE BUILDINGS
• CONTROL OF DESIGN OF NEW INFILL BUILDINGS
• TO CONTROL FUTURE DEVELOPMENTS TO ENSURE
CONSISTENCY WITH THE ESTABLISHED FORM AND
CHARACTER OF THE AREA.

TO HELP US DETERMINE DESIGN

CONSISTENCY THE CITY DEVELOPED:

DESIGN GUIDELINES

OLD TOWN
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DESIGN GUIDELINES URGE THE APPLICANT TO

DESIGN A NEW BUILDING THAT:

• IS “IN HARMONY WITH THEIR SURROUNDINGS”
• REINTERPRET OLD FORMS IN NEW MATERIALS

• USE NEW FORMS AND MATERIALS THAT

COMPLEMENT OR ENHANCE WHAT IS ALREADY

THERE

• “DESIGN IS SKILLFULLY EXECUTED”

DENSITY:

• 3.99 TO 1
• 19,500 SF OF RETAIL SPACE

• 61,000 SF OF OFFICE SPACE

• 29,000 SF OF RESIDENTIAL

SPACE. (39 UNITS)
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RESIDENTIAL VALUE:

AS RENTALS – OVER A

$100,000 PER MONTH.

VALUE TO THE CITY OF VICTORIA AND TO

OLD TOWN?

• DOES NOT CREATE AN ICONIC ADDITION TO

THE INNER HARBOUR.
• SETS A DISTURBING PRECEDENT FOR THE

BALANCE OF OLD TOWN.

• OR?

• ARE OUR COMMUNITY VALUES SO EASILY

DISPOSED OF?
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