











5.11.Ms. Jeanette McLatchie, 200 Block West 29" Street: COMMENTING
o Commented regarding street parking and customer parking for retail
businesses on Lonsdale Avenue; and,
¢ Suggested implementing residents-only parking in the area.

5.12. Ms. Heather Kralik SPEAKING FOR A SECOND TIME
e Queried if buildings where patios have been permitted have access to outdoor
space.
5.13. Mr. Rick Artuso, Artuso Properties Ltd.: IN FAVOUR
e Spoke regarding the proposed rooftop patios and construction traffic and
parking;

¢ Noted the intent of the patios is to provide amenity space for residents;

e Commented that removal of the rooftop patio will reduce construction costs
and the resulting plain, black roof will be less aesthetically appealing to
neighbours;

« Commented on the construction'management plan and noted impacts to the
neighbourhood will be minimized; and,

¢ Noted the area between the buildings will be used for construction parking
once framing is completed and the area that will later have sidewalks added is
available for construction parking.

QUESTIONS FROM COUNCIL

In response to a question from Council, staff advised that there are rooftop decks
proposed for the development, which are set back from the perimeter of the buildings.

In response to a question from Council, staff advised that a construction management
plan is required, with a final plan required before a building permit would be issued. The
draft construction management plan is available for public viewing. Staff commented
regarding a traffic issue with another development, noting that staff are following up. It
was noted that covenants are routinely registered on title for storm water management.

In response to a question from Council, the applicant advised that the proposed rooftop
patios are 150 to 200 square feet in area, with planters installed up to five feet in height
to provide privacy. In response to privacy concerns, more planters could be added to the
east side to ensure there is no access to that side. The applicant further advised that the
patios are proposed as an amenity to provide an opportunity for gardening more like a
single-family home.

In response to a question from Council regarding the unit size, the applicant advised that
smaller units are generally preferred by developers, but District staff recommended
larger units be proposed.

In response to a question from Council, staff advised that rooftop patios are not included
in the calculation of FSR.

In response to a question from Council regarding rooftop patios in Edgemont Village,

staff advised that none have been proposed and staff can report back on whether they
are allowed.
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CERTIFIED CORRECT:

-

In response to a question from Council, staff advised that there have been applications
for apartments and commercial projects that include rooftop amenities, including on
Marine Drive and for Seylynn Village.

In response to a question from Council, staff advised that the property line setback on
the east side of the subject site is 6.7 feet to the shared property line and the rooftop
patio is set back from the shared property line between eight and eleven feet. Staff
further advised that the maximum building height permitted for the site is 37.4 feet and
the top of the Vista 29 building at 188 West 29" Street is 41.9 feet. The actual difference
in height is greater than the difference in building heights due to the uphill siope.

COUNCIL RESOLUTION

MOVED by Councillor HANSON
SECONDED by Councillor MACKAY-DUNN
THAT the November 28, 2017 Public Hearing be closed;

AND THAT “District of North Vancouver Rezoning Bylaw 1357 (Bylaw 8249)” be returned
to Council for further consideration.

CARRIED
(8:16 p.m.)

—

Confidantial Cotmncil Clerk.
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