
From: 
To: "Swanson, Jean" <Jean.Swanson@vancouver.ca> 

Date: 11/12/2018 5:34:58 PM 

Subject: Please Support Motion B10 to Protect Tenants from Renovictions 

Dear Vancouver Mayor and Council , 

My name iss.22(1) r and I am a .22(1 long-term West End Vancouver renter who on 
Sept. 4/2018 was served notice by my landlord .22f l) of their intention to conduct a 
"Major Renovation and Tenant Relocation" of my apartment building at .Z2ff 
.22(1) where I have have lived for the past .22(1) This_i_s_a_c_a-ta-s-tr_o_p-h1-·c-e-vent that 

will profoundly impact my senior years and financial well-being, and I plan on fighting this action 
with all that I have. As such, I am writing in support of Motion B10 Protecting Tenants from 
Renovictions and Aggressive Buy-Outs. 

My pending renoviction is another example of a blatant and presently City sanctioned attempt by 
.22Tl to capitalize on current stratospheric property values and a ridiculous rental 

property shortage (resulting from the gross mismanagement and conduct of Vancouver's previous 
City Counsel, who recently got their just deserts) by evicting and terminating current renters and 
leases, respectively, and doubling or tripling rents for new tenants after making cosmetic changes 
to, in my case, a fully functional building rental property. 

Motion B10 won't stop landlords from making legitimate repairs but it will stop profit motivated 
evictions, such as mine. Motion B10 requires landlords to offer displaced tenants the opportunity to 
temporarily move out for the necessary duration of the renovations without their leases ending or 
rent increasing. Motion 10B will stop most renovictions in Vancouver by strengthening the City's 
Tenant Relocation and Protection policy. The motion also aims to remove the incentive to renovict 
Province-wide by pressuring the Provincial to control rents between tenancies! 

Vancouver can't afford to lose any more affordable rental housing! Just .22 1) blocks of my 
residence, the City is in the process of approving 5 new 30+ story high-end privately owned condo 
towers (with 5 floors of segregated social rental housing), at the expense of demolishing 3 times as 
many low income, walk up apartment complexes. This development, coupled with the ability of 
landlords to evict tenants and fl ip rentals into luxury suites to charge more rent does absolutely 
nothing for affordable rental housing in my neighborhood. 

In summary, I urge the City of Vancouver to end this reckless and wild west approach to affordable 
rental housing and adopt Motion 108. Please keep me informed of the decision of this motion. 

Yours truly, 

s.22(1) 
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From: s.22(1) 

To: "Carr, Adriane" <Adriane.Carr@vancouver.ca> 
Date: 11/12/2018 5:34:57 PM 

Subject: Please Support Motion B10 to Protect Tenants from Renovictions 

Dear Vancouver Mayor and Council , 

My name is .22(1 and I am a .22(1 long-term West End Vancouver renter who on 
Sept. 4/2018 was served notice by my landlord .22f l) of their intention to conduct a 
"Major Renovation and Tenant Relocation" of my apartment building a s.2Z('I) 
.22(1) , where I have have lived for the past .22(1) This- is_a_ c-at_a_s-tr-o-ph_i_c_e_vent that 

will profoundly impact my senior years and financial well-being, and I plan on fighting this action 
with all that I have. As such, I am writing in support of Motion B10 Protecting Tenants from 
Renovictions and Aggressive Buy-Outs. 

My pending renoviction is another example of a blatant and presently City sanctioned attempt by 
.22Tl to capitalize on current stratospheric property values and a ridiculous rental 

property shortage (resulting from the gross mismanagement and conduct of Vancouver's previous 
City Counsel, who recently got their just deserts) by evicting and terminating current renters and 
leases, respectively, and doubling or tripling rents for new tenants after making cosmetic changes 
to, in my case, a fully functional building rental property. 

Motion B10 won't stop landlords from making legitimate repairs but it will stop profit motivated 
evictions, such as mine. Motion B10 requires landlords to offer displaced tenants the opportunity to 
temporarily move out for the necessary duration of the renovations without their leases ending or 
rent increasing. Motion 10B will stop most renovictions in Vancouver by strengthening the City's 
Tenant Relocation and Protection policy. The motion also aims to remove the incentive to renovict 
Province-wide by pressuring the Provincial to control rents between tenancies! 

Vancouver can't afford to lose any more affordable rental housing! Just .22 1) blocks of my 
residence, the City is in the process of approving 5 new 30+ story high-end privately owned condo 
towers (with 5 floors of segregated social rental housing), at the expense of demolishing 3 times as 
many low income, walk up apartment complexes. This development, coupled with the ability of 
landlords to evict tenants and fl ip rentals into luxury suites to charge more rent does absolutely 
nothing for affordable rental housing in my neighborhood. 

In summary, I urge the City of Vancouver to end this reckless and wild west approach to affordable 
rental housing and adopt Motion 108. Please keep me informed of the decision of this motion. 

Yours truly, 

.2-2{'f) 
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From: s.22(1) 

To: "Fry Pete" <Pete.Fry@vancouver.ca> 
Date: 11/12/2018 11 :58:43 PM 

Subject: Please Support Motion B10 to Protect Tenants from Renovictions 

Dear Mayor Kennedy and Council , 

My name is .22(1 I am a resident of East Vancouver and I am writing in support of 
Motion B10 Protecting Tenants from Renovictions and Aggressive Buy-Outs. 

I used to live in on the top floor of an old, multi-unit home in Kitsilano for .22(1) , in a house owned 
by a large family that owned three other houses on the same block. The apartment was grungy, 
but it was cheap. One day ceiling tiles in the kitchen started flaking off and I called the landlords 
over. One landlord tugged on a tile and the entire ceiling fell down with a cloud of white dust. When 
I asked if the dust could be tested for asbestos, another family member verbally harassed me 
saying that I shouldn't even be living there for so cheap. They did the repairs themselves after one 
month, never testing for asbestos. I received an eviction notice shortly after. While I was fighting it, 
the family started intimidating me. One of them would always be sitting just outside my door, to 
flash me a sarcastic smile and wave every time I left or came home. The eviction was thrown out 
in arbitration, but the arbitrator called me back after the session was over and warned me that I 
should try to fi nd a new place to live, that the family had said things during the arbitration that 
convinced him that they would keep trying to evict just to torment me so that I would leave and 
they could increase the rent. 

This type of hostile housing situation tenants face constantly. When an arbitrator, someone in 
charge of interpreting and enforcing tenancy laws, can admit that the laws don't offer enough 
protection, you know that something's broken and needs a drastic response. 

Please show that you understand the needs of the renters in Vancouver by supporting this motion. 

I also request to be kept informed of the decision on this motion. 

Sincerely, 

.22[1) 
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From: s .22(1) 

To: "Carr, Adriane" <Adriane.Carr@vancouver.ca> 
Date: 11/12/2018 11 :01 :05 PM 

Subject: Please Support Motion B10 to Protect Tenants from Renovictions 

Dear Mayor and Council , 

I am a resident of Vancouver, since .22(1 , and I am writing in support of Motion B10 "Protecting 
Tenants from Renovictions and Aggressive Buy-Outs." 

I have read the entirety of the motion as it is drafted, and I support every word. I strongly urge you 
to consider its merits and pass it as it as it is written and respecting every intent therein. 

I have personally been "demovicted" twice in two years in Vancouver s.22(1) ) : once from 
an affordable detached multi-family house, to make way for duplexes which each sold for more 
than the original house was worth - Yay Capitalism! - the second time was from an affordable 
detached multi-family house that was near a transit corridor, and therefore part of a densification 
plan. The house is being replaced by 6-storey condos for wealthier people to move in to my former 
neighbourhood. I would refer to both of these occasions as gentrification by densification. 

One thing that would have helped me greatly is having the city's Tenant Relocation Plan in effect 
for my rentals, as it currently only applies to buildings with six or more units. Without those 
protections, when .22(f) 

.22(1) The lack of .22(1) affordable rentals in Vancouver is criminal. I 
will share more of my thoughts on the matter in person at the council meeting. Looking forward to 
engaging with you. I will also leave you with this: 

While the Metro Vancouver region has been experiencing record growth in the housing market for 
the past few years, this of course has not translated to lower prices or greater affordability, due to 
the nature of the market. At this time we must recognize that losing one's home may result in 
severe and grave consequence, especially for more vulnerable members of our society, due to the 
extreme shortage of affordable housing stock, largely due to demolitions and renovations that 
needlessly displace residents from their homes and neighbourhoods. These mechanisms amongst 
other factors have resulted in record homelessness in the province, and immeasurable suffering by 
the great many of us who have been evicted from our homes. An average of five people per day in 
the lower mainland went homeless last year. Those numbers should appall anyone of good 
conscience. Until our upper levels of government recognize housing as a human right by ensuring 
enough non-market housing has been built to accommodate our growing and ageing population, 
our cities must fi nd creative ways de-commodity property, and my suggestion to approve motion 
B 10 is a strong move in that direction. 

Your actions on this project will send a clear message about whether you understand the needs of 
renters in Vancouver, which, and this deserves repeating, is over half of households. Thank you for 
your consideration. Please keep me informed of future developments regarding this motion. 

Sincerely, 

. . 22rf 
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s. 2('1 
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From: s.22(1) 

To: "Carr, Adriane" <Adriane.Carr@vancouver.ca> 
Date: 11/13/2018 9:29:36 AM 

Subject: Please Support Motion B10 to Protect Tenants from Renovictions 

Dear Mayor and Council , 

My name is .22TI) I am a resident of Vancouver and I am writing in support of Motion 
B 10 Protecting Tenants from Renovictions and Aggressive Buy-Outs. 

I have -22TI , and have to pinch pennies every month to make rent. I know 
that I am one of the lucky ones, because I have a strong support system if something were to go 
wrong. So many in our city do not. Affordable housing is the key to protecting the elderly and the 
most vulnerable. Please - Protect them. 

Please show that you understand the needs of the renters in Vancouver by your support for this 
motion. 
Keep me informed of the decision on this motion. 

Sincerely_, 
.22(1) ·----

City of Vancouver - FOi 2018-636 - Page 305 of 466 - Part 2 of 5 



From: s.22(1) 

To: "Carr, Adriane" <Adriane.Carr@vancouver.ca> 
Date: 11/12/2018 11 :58:43 PM 

Subject: Please Support Motion B10 to Protect Tenants from Renovictions 

Dear Mayor Kennedy and Council , 

My name is .22(1 , I am a resident of East Vancouver and I am writing in support of 
Motion B10 Protecting Tenants from Renovictions and Aggressive Buy-Outs. 

I used to live in on the top floor of an old, multi-unit home in Kitsilano for .22(1) in a house owned 
by a -22(1) that owned three other houses on the same block. The apartment was grungy, 
but it was cheap. One day ceiling tiles in the kitchen started flaking off and I called the landlords 
over. One landlord tugged on a tile and the entire ceiling fell down with a cloud of white dust. When 
I asked if the dust could be tested for asbestos, another family member verbally harassed me 
saying that I shouldn't even be living there for so cheap. They did the repairs themselves after one 
month, never testing for asbestos. I received an eviction notice shortly after. .22(1 
.22(1) 

s.22(1) . The eviction was thrown out 
in arbitration, but the arbitrator called me back after the session was over and warned me that I 
should try to fi nd a new place to live, that the family had said things during the arbitration that 
convinced him that they would keep trying to evict s.22(1 and 
they could increase the rent. 

This type of hostile housing situation tenants face constantly. When an arbitrator, someone in 
charge of interpreting and enforcing tenancy laws, can admit that the laws don't offer enough 
protection, you know that something's broken and needs a drastic response. 

Please show that you understand the needs of the renters in Vancouver by supporting this motion. 

I also request to be kept informed of the decision on this motion. 

Sincerely, 

. . 2Z(fJ 
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From: s .22(1) 
-------·-----

To: "Bligh, Rebecca" <Rebecca.Bligh@vancouver.ca> 
Date: 12/4/2018 10:26:44 AM 

Subject: Please Support Motion B10 to Protect Tenants from Renovictions 

Email Mayor and Council 
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From: s .22(1) 

To: "Fry Pete" <Pete.Fry@vancouver.ca> 
Date: 12/4/2018 10:26:43 AM 

Subject: Please Support Motion B10 to Protect Tenants from Renovictions 

Email Mayor and Council 
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From: s.22(1) 

To: "Carr, Adriane" <Adriane.Carr@vancouver.ca> 
Date: 12/4/2018 10:26:43 AM 

Subject: Please Support Motion B10 to Protect Tenants from Renovictions 

Email Mayor and Council 
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From: s.22(1) 

To: "Carr, Adriane" <Adriane.Carr@vancouver.ca> 
Date: 11/10/2018 12:30:29 PM 

Subject: Please Support Motion B10 to Protect Tenants from Renovictions 

Dear Mayor and Council , 

My name is .22TfJ I am a resident of Vancouver and I am writing in support of Motion B 10 
Protecting Tenants from Renovictions and Aggressive Buy-Outs. 

I love this city and it has been hard to see so many of my friends and neighbours have to leave. 
They have given up on this city and couldn't manage to raise families with these prices. They are 
taking the culture and vibrancy of the city with them. 

Even my own housing situation is becoming increasingly threatened. As outsanding repairs pile up 
and the need for renovations increases I am very interested in expanding the tenant relocation 
policy and ensuring my right to accomodate such renovations and repairs while returning to my unit 
without a massive rent increase. 

The city doesn't need another bureaucrat to manage the renter' s demands. Instead we need real 
action as proposed in motions 10 and 4. 

Please show that you understand the needs of the renters in Vancouver by your support for these 
motions. 
Keep me informed of any decision in their regard. 

Sincerely, 
.22(1) 
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From: s.22(1) 

To: "Kirby-Yung, Sarah" <Sarah.Kirby-Yung@vancouver.ca> 
Date: 11/10/2018 12:30:29 PM 

Subject: Please Support Motion B10 to Protect Tenants from Renovictions 

Dear Mayor and Council , 

My name is .22TfJ , I am a resident of Vancouver and I am writing in support of Motion B 10 
Protecting Tenants from Renovictions and Aggressive Buy-Outs. 

I love this city and it has been hard to see so many of my friends and neighbours have to leave. 
They have given up on this city and couldn't manage to raise families with these prices. They are 
taking the culture and vibrancy of the city with them. 

Even my own housing situation is becoming increasingly threatened. As outsanding repairs pile up 
and the need for renovations increases I am very interested in expanding the tenant relocation 
policy and ensuring my right to accomodate such renovations and repairs while returning to my unit 
without a massive rent increase. 

The city doesn't need another bureaucrat to manage the renter' s demands. Instead we need real 
action as proposed in motions 10 and 4. 

Please show that you understand the needs of the renters in Vancouver by your support for these 
motions. 
Keep me informed of any decision in their regard. 

Sincerely, 
.22(1) 
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From: s.22(1) 

To: "Fry Pete" <Pete.Fry@vancouver.ca> 
Date: 11/10/2018 12:30:29 PM 

Subject: Please Support Motion B10 to Protect Tenants from Renovictions 

Dear Mayor and Council , 

My name is .22TfJ , I am a resident of Vancouver and I am writing in support of Motion B 10 
Protecting Tenants from Renovictions and Aggressive Buy-Outs. 

I love this city and it has been hard to see so many of my friends and neighbours have to leave. 
They have given up on this city and couldn't manage to raise families with these prices. They are 
taking the culture and vibrancy of the city with them. 

Even my own housing situation is becoming increasingly threatened. As outsanding repairs pile up 
and the need for renovations increases I am very interested in expanding the tenant relocation 
policy and ensuring my right to accomodate such renovations and repairs while returning to my unit 
without a massive rent increase. 

The city doesn't need another bureaucrat to manage the renter' s demands. Instead we need real 
action as proposed in motions 10 and 4. 

Please show that you understand the needs of the renters in Vancouver by your support for these 
motions. 
Keep me informed of any decision in their regard. 

Sincerely, 
.22(1) 
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From: 

To: "Swanson, Jean" <Jean.Swanson@vancouver.ca> 
Date: 11/13/2018 9:20:21 AM 

Subject: Please Support Motion B10 to Protect Tenants from Renovictions 

***USE THIS TEMPLATE TO WRITE YOUR OWN LETTER*** 

1) Opening: 
Dear Mayor and Council , 

My name is .22(1) , I am a resident of Vancouver and I am writing in support of Motion B10 
Protecting Tenants from Renovictions and Aggressive Buy-Outs. 

As a .22(1) and a renter, I must live with housemates to afford to stay in 
Vancouver. Because of our fear of renoviction we are sometimes scared to ask our landlord to 
make needed repairs, the current regulations are just not strong enough for us to feel safe. It took 
me a year to find my current housing, · 2\1) 
.22('1) Bannin_g_r_e_n-ov- i-ct-io_n_s_w_o_u_l_d_m_e_a_n_l_c_a_n_h_o_l_d_m_y_l_a_n_d_lo-rd ___ _ 

accountable to do the work on our apartment as requi red by law without fear of being evicted so 
that he can raise rent as he pleases after making updates to the property. 

Please show that you understand the needs of the renters in Vancouver by your support for this 
motion. 
Keep me informed of the decision on this motion. 

Sincerely __ , ___________ _ 
.22('1) 
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From: s .22(1) 

To: "Dominato, Lisa" <Lisa.Dominato@vancouver.ca> 
Date: 11/18/2018 7:59:19 PM 

Subject: Please Support Motion B10 to Protect Tenants from Renovictions 

***USE THIS TEMPLATE TO WRITE YOUR OWN LETTER*** 

1) Opening: 
Dear Mayor and Council , 

My name is [your full name], I am a resident of Vancouver and I am writing in support of Motion 
B 10 Protecting Tenants from Renovictions and Aggressive Buy-Outs. 

2) Body: 
You can draw from your personal experience with renovictions or with renting in Vancouver, from 
the notes on this page (see the box below) or from the whereas clauses in the text of the motion to 
back up your support (eg. loss of affordable units, tenants security, homes before profits). It's 
important to put this in your own voice, but keep it short and simple. It shouldn't take you more 
than 5 minutes to write! 

3) Sign off: 
Please show that you understand the needs of the renters in Vancouver by your support for this 
motion. 
Keep me informed of the decision on this motion. 

Sincerely, 
[your full name and address] 
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From: s.22(1) 

To: "Fry Pete" <Pete.Fry@vancouver.ca> 
Date: 11/9/2018 4:13:16 PM 

Subject: Please Support Motion B10 to Protect Tenants from Renovictions 

***USE THIS TEMPLATE TO WRITE YOUR OWN LETTER*** 

1) Opening: 
Dear Mayor and Council , 

My name is .22(1) , I am a resident of Vancouver and I am writing in support of 
Motion B 10 Protecting Tenants from Renovictions and Aggressive Buy-Outs. 

2) Body: 
You can draw from your personal experience with renovictions or with renting in Vancouver or from 
the whereas clauses in the text of the motion to back up your support for the motion (eg. loss of 
affordable units, tenants security, homes before profits). It's important to put this in your own 
voice, but keep it short and simple. It shouldn't take you more than 5 minutes to write! 

3) Sign off: 
Please show that you understand the needs of the renters in Vancouver by your support for this 
motion. 
Keep me informed of the decision on this motion. 

Sincerely, .22('1 ),._e..;..__ ___ _ 
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From: s .22(1) 

To: "Carr, Adriane" <Adriane.Carr@vancouver.ca> 
Date: 11/18/2018 7:59:18 PM 

Subject: Please Support Motion B10 to Protect Tenants from Renovictions 

***USE THIS TEMPLATE TO WRITE YOUR OWN LETTER*** 

1) Opening: 
Dear Mayor and Council , 

My name is [your full name], I am a resident of Vancouver and I am writing in support of Motion 
B 10 Protecting Tenants from Renovictions and Aggressive Buy-Outs. 

2) Body: 
You can draw from your personal experience with renovictions or with renting in Vancouver, from 
the notes on this page (see the box below) or from the whereas clauses in the text of the motion to 
back up your support (eg. loss of affordable units, tenants security, homes before profits). It's 
important to put this in your own voice, but keep it short and simple. It shouldn't take you more 
than 5 minutes to write! 

3) Sign off: 
Please show that you understand the needs of the renters in Vancouver by your support for this 
motion. 
Keep me informed of the decision on this motion. 

Sincerely, 
[your full name and address] 
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From: s.22(1) 

To: "Fry Pete" <Pete.Fry@vancouver.ca> 
Date: 11/13/2018 7:38:08 AM 

Subject: Please Support Motion B10 to Protect Tenants from Renovictions 

Dear Mayor and Council , 

My name is .22(1) , I am a resident of Vancouver and I am writing in support of Motion B10 
Protecting Tenants from Renovictions and Aggressive Buy-Outs. 

For all the social justice reasons of a concerned citizen, and for all the reasons that are common 
sense for a healthy, thriving city, I support Motion B10. Vancouver prides itself on being a creative 
city, but how are artists, musicians, writers, and other members of a long-standing creative 
community going to be able to pay these unaffordable rents once they are renovicted? So many of 
the amazing artists I know have moved away from Vancouver because they simply cannot afford 
to live and work here any longer. To nuture a cultural community means more than just building a 
shinier art school and having murals painted on buildings we cannot afford to live in anymore, we 
need some kind of foundational support and protection, and this motion is one of many steps that 
would really help keep this city as vibrant, diverse, and culturally important as it claims itself to be. 

Please show that you understand the needs of the renters in Vancouver by your support for this 
motion. 
Keep me informed of the decision on this motion. 

SinceLeJ,_v. ______________ _ 
.22(1) 
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From: 
To: "Swanson, Jean" <Jean.Swanson@vancouver.ca> 

Date: 11/1 1/2018 7:03:16 PM 

Subject: Please Support Motion B10 to Protect Tenants from Renovictions 

Dear Mayor and Council , 

My name is .22(lJ . I am a resident of Vancouver and I am writing in to say that I am 
absolutey, unequivocally, 100 percent in support of Motion B10 Protecting Tenants from 
Renovictions and Aggressive Buy-Outs. 

I have been renting in Vancouver for over .22rn 
.22(1) . My reasons for those 14 moves did not 

involve renovictions, demovictions or even reasons due to the sale of a property. In fact those 
reasons were due to youthful circumstances such as roommates moving home (we were young 
and ranged between ages of 17 and 21 ), moving into apartments rather than basement suites, 
location reasons, moving into a huger property with roommates ... etc. 

Same can't be said about the past .22(fj . I have been a tenant with only one building since 
[ .22(1 I love my residence and we have made it our home_s.22"{11 
s.22(1) 
.ll(1) . Living here, I have grown as a person, wife, mom and a good friend/neighbor to those 

.... th_a_t -liv_e_w .... ith us in the building. · -2Z('1) has become the warm, community others only 

dream of having. 

I was the previous residential/commercial manager for our building when the original owners 
s.22"(1J ) were still the landlords. Over the years, I put out ads to rent vacant suitL\e--s--
that come up for rent (suites didn't come up too often in our building). What I did notice towards 
the last few years was the signficant and scary trend of rent hikes in the amounts of 22 to 28 % 
between the years of 2013 and 2016 with little to almost no renovations in between tenancies. 
Whereas in the previous years from 2009 to 2012 and even earl ier 2003 to 2011 the rent increases 
in between vacanices would go up at nore more than 5 to 10%. Upon the arrival of our new 
owners, -220) , the increases of some of the newer temporary leases that were later 
rented out were in the upwards amount of 50% and over with no upgrades and barely any 
renovations. 

In fact, when they took possession of the building, the landlord informed both myself and another 
long term tenant in a different suite that an eviction wasn't necessary providing we agree to pay 
the new market rent. We would have to sign a new lease for our 2 bedroom at the new amount of 
$2300/month and the other tenant a new lease for a 1 bedroom at $2100/month with absolutely 
NO upgrades or renovations to our suites. 

We refused their offer since we had been living in .22 1) by then overs.22(1 and the 

highest rental amount for a one bedroom on the same side at a higher floor was $1600 (new 
tenants as of Sept 2015 over 1 0+ years after our tenancy) and the highest 2 bedroom was 
$1750.00 (as of March 2015 also over 10+ years after our tenancy). They sent us out evictions in 
which I won our and my other tenant lost and was evicted. 
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I have noticed a trend in Vancouver and that is the number of discouraging evictions. Many of my 
friends renting homes, basement and upper floor suites etc .. have been forced out of the rentals 
sometimes as often as yearly due to the trend of sales to the residences and or the threat of the 
owner moving into their homes. I have fought and won a few of the arbitrations on behalf of friends 
that cannot fight for themselves and with others I have lost. The number of growing "Renovictions 
and Demovictions" to apartment buildings is scary. No city/town is excluded, Burnaby, New 
Westminster, Surrey, Port Coquitlam, it is clear the trend is to evict. In the past even up to 2 years 
ago it was sti ll somewhat possible for an evicted tenant to move to (at a higher rent) but literally 
NOW there is NOWHERE to go. More and more people are forced out of their home, displaced 
and homeless, living in tents, trailers, motor-homes or in the end having to move out of Vancouver 
entirely. 

Does the City really only want the class that can afford this outrageous rent to be what is left 
behind? Is th is what we want for the future of Vancouver? Just the elitist and it isn't because they 
are truly upper class; just that they have physically more money, property and wealth. Our working 
and family class of folks is what makes up over 75 percent of the city's population what will happen 
to our city if this class of folks cease to exist? 

The other thing I see is the numerous help wanted signs around town more than ever, businesses 
are find ing it tough to keep qualified people never mind people within the city and are being forced 
to either cut operating hours or close permanently. If this continues, the once vibrant city will 
become a ghost town. It is disheartening to see the main entertainment district along Granville 
Street along with Robson Street even Davie Street becoming nothing more than an empty street 
with empty storefronts and homeless people taking the place of tourists and shoppers. This is 
simply not sustainable and will curtail the growth of the city and destroy the diversity of our beloved 
city. 

The housing crisis in Vancouver has reached epidemic levels and show no signs of abating. The 
people that make up the majority our great city are the heart of our great city. Protection for the 
tenant is a MUST please show that you understand the needs of the renters in Vancouver by your 
support for this motion. We must preserve any and all affordable rental housing. 

IT must be RESOLVED and this is how: 

A. THAT the City immediately amend its Tenant Relocation and Protection Policy to: 

i. Apply to all forms of rental accommodation, all areas of Vancouver and to all permits which will 
result in the temporary or permanent displacement of tenants; and 

ii. Require landlords to offer displaced tenants the opportunity to temporarily move out for the 
necessary duration of the renovations without their leases ending or rent increasing 

B. THAT the City devise methods to keep track of all apartment buildings sold in Vancouver and 
immediately inform Vancouver tenants of their rights. 
C. THAT the City explore measures to regulate and publicly register all tenant buyouts. 
D. THAT the City immediately and forcefully call on the province to implement effective vacancy 
controls for British Columbia, or alternatively, to give Vancouver the power to regulate maximum 
rent increases during and between tenancies! 
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Please keep me aprised of the decision of this motion. 

Warmest regards, 

.2-2{1) 
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From: s.22(1) 

To: "Carr, Adriane" <Adriane.Carr@vancouver.ca> 
Date: 11/1 1/2018 7:03:16 PM 

Subject: Please Support Motion B10 to Protect Tenants from Renovictions 

Dear Mayor and Council , 

My name is .220) . I am a resident of Vancouver and I am writing in to say that I am 
absolutey, unequivocally, 100 percent in support of Motion B10 Protecting Tenants from 
Renovictions and Aggressive Buy-Outs. 

I have been renting in Vancouver for over .22rn 
.22(1 ) . My reasons for those 14 moves did not 

involve renovictions, demovictions or even reasons due to the sale of a property. In fact those 
reasons were due to youthful circumstances such as roommates moving home (we were young 
and ranged between ages of 17 and 21 ), moving into apartments rather than basement suites, 
location reasons, moving into a huger property with roommates ... etc. 

Same can't be said about the past .22(1) I have been a tenant with only one building since 
[ .220 I love my residence and we have made it our home. .22T'f) 
s.22(1) 
.ll(1 ) . Living here, I have grown as a person, wife, mom and a good friend/neighbor to those 

.... th_a_t -liv_e_w .... ith us in the building -220) has become the warm, community others only 

dream of having. 

I was the previous residential/commercial manager for our building when the original owners 
s.2ZOJ ) were still the landlords. Over the years, I put out ads to rent vacant suitL\e--s--
that come up for rent (suites didn't come up too often in our building). What I did notice towards 
the last few years was the signficant and scary trend of rent hikes in the amounts of 22 to 28 % 
between the years of 2013 and 2016 with little to almost no renovations in between tenancies. 
Whereas in the previous years from 2009 to 2012 and even earl ier 2003 to 2011 the rent increases 
in between vacanices would go up at nore more than 5 to 10%. Upon the arrival of our new 
owners, -220) the increases of some of the newer temporary leases that were later 
rented out were in the upwards amount of 50% and over with no upgrades and barely any 
renovations. 

In fact, when they took possession of the building, the landlord informed both myself and another 
long term tenant in a different suite that an eviction wasn't necessary providing we agree to pay 
the new market rent. We would have to sign a new lease for our 2 bedroom at the new amount of 
$2300/month and the other tenant a new lease for a 1 bedroom at $2100/month with absolutely 
NO upgrades or renovations to our suites. 

We refused their offer since we had been living in .22 1) by then overs.22(1 and the 

highest rental amount for a one bedroom on the same side at a higher floor was $1600 (new 
tenants as of Sept 2015 over 1 O+ years after our tenancy) and the highest 2 bedroom was 
$1750.00 (as of March 2015 also over 10+ years after our tenancy). They sent us out evictions in 
which I won our and my other tenant lost and was evicted. 
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I have noticed a trend in Vancouver and that is the number of discouraging evictions. Many of my 
friends renting homes, basement and upper floor suites etc .. have been forced out of the rentals 
sometimes as often as yearly due to the trend of sales to the residences and or the threat of the 
owner moving into their homes. I have fought and won a few of the arbitrations on behalf of friends 
that cannot fight for themselves and with others I have lost. The number of growing "Renovictions 
and Demovictions" to apartment buildings is scary. No city/town is excluded, Burnaby, New 
Westminster, Surrey, Port Coquitlam, it is clear the trend is to evict. In the past even up to 2 years 
ago it was sti ll somewhat possible for an evicted tenant to move to (at a higher rent) but literally 
NOW there is NOWHERE to go. More and more people are forced out of their home, displaced 
and homeless, living in tents, trailers, motor-homes or in the end having to move out of Vancouver 
entirely. 

Does the City really only want the class that can afford this outrageous rent to be what is left 
behind? Is th is what we want for the future of Vancouver? Just the elitist and it isn't because they 
are truly upper class; just that they have physically more money, property and wealth. Our working 
and family class of folks is what makes up over 75 percent of the city's population what will happen 
to our city if this class of folks cease to exist? 

The other thing I see is the numerous help wanted signs around town more than ever, businesses 
are find ing it tough to keep qualified people never mind people within the city and are being forced 
to either cut operating hours or close permanently. If this continues, the once vibrant city will 
become a ghost town. It is disheartening to see the main entertainment district along Granville 
Street along with Robson Street even Davie Street becoming nothing more than an empty street 
with empty storefronts and homeless people taking the place of tourists and shoppers. This is 
simply not sustainable and will curtail the growth of the city and destroy the diversity of our beloved 
city. 

The housing crisis in Vancouver has reached epidemic levels and show no signs of abating. The 
people that make up the majority our great city are the heart of our great city. Protection for the 
tenant is a MUST please show that you understand the needs of the renters in Vancouver by your 
support for this motion. We must preserve any and all affordable rental housing. 

IT must be RESOLVED and this is how: 

A. THAT the City immediately amend its Tenant Relocation and Protection Policy to: 

i. Apply to all forms of rental accommodation, all areas of Vancouver and to all permits which will 
result in the temporary or permanent displacement of tenants; and 

ii. Require landlords to offer displaced tenants the opportunity to temporarily move out for the 
necessary duration of the renovations without their leases ending or rent increasing 

B. THAT the City devise methods to keep track of all apartment buildings sold in Vancouver and 
immediately inform Vancouver tenants of their rights. 
C. THAT the City explore measures to regulate and publicly register all tenant buyouts. 
D. THAT the City immediately and forcefully call on the province to implement effective vacancy 
controls for British Columbia, or alternatively, to give Vancouver the power to regulate maximum 
rent increases during and between tenancies! 
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Please keep me aprised of the decision of this motion. 

Warmest regards, 

s.22(1) 
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From: .22ff -----
To: "Carr, Adriane" <Adriane.Carr@vancouver.ca> 

Date: 11/18/2018 7:28:30 PM 

Subject: Please Support Motion B10 to Protect Tenants from Renovictions 

Dear Mayor and Council , 

RE: I Fully Support Bill 10 

My name is 5 -22(1) and I am a longtime resident of Vancouver writing in support of 
Motion B 10 Protecting Tenants from Renovictions and Aggressive Buy-Outs. 

I have almost no more friends left in the city; they've all had to move out of the city because they 
couldn't afford the rent here after being reno-evicted from affordable homes. I am worried I'll be 
next. After .Z2(l) here, I live in constant stress that the 
building in which I rent wi ll be bought out by the too-familiar agressive investor which cares nothing 
of my interests or ability to sustain an affordable life here. 
I know that other districts and cities in the Lower Mainland are considering actually subsidizing 
housing for .22(1) because the situation is so bad. It is so sad to me that I live in a place so sold 
out to big investors that the city sees a future that can't even house its taxpayer-paid .22(1 
-22(1) Not a place for children, not a place most good people want to live in. --------

Please - support this Motion that says you respect the needs we shouted for in the recent election, 
Homes before Profits! 

Sincerely, 

· .Z2Tl) 
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From: s.22(1) 

To: "Fry Pete" <Pete.Fry@vancouver.ca> 
Date: 11/18/2018 7:28:30 PM 

Subject: Please Support Motion B10 to Protect Tenants from Renovictions 

Dear Mayor and Council , 

RE: I Fully Support Bill 10 

My name is 5 -22(1) and I am a longtime resident of Vancouver writing in support of 
Motion B 10 Protecting Tenants from Renovictions and Aggressive Buy-Outs. 

I have almost no more friends left in the city; they've all had to move out of the city because they 
couldn't afford the rent here after being reno-evicted from affordable homes. I am worried I'll be 
next. After .Z2(l) here, I live in constant stress that the 
building in which I rent will be bought out by the too-familiar agressive investor which cares nothing 
of my interests or ability to sustain an affordable life here. 
I know that other districts and cities in the Lower Mainland are considering actually subsidizing 
housing for .22(1) because the situation is so bad. It is so sad to me that I live in a place so sold 
out to big investors that the city sees a future that can't even house its taxpayer-paid .22(1 
-22(1) Not a place for children, not a place most good people want to live in. -------

Please - support this Motion that says you respect the needs we shouted for in the recent election, 
Homes before Profits! 

Sincerely, 

s.22(1) 
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From: .22(1) 

To: "Fry, Pete" <Pete fry@vancouver ca> 
Date: 11/13/2018 7:05:18 PM 

Subject: Please Support Motion 810 to Protect Tenants from Renovictions 

Dear Mayor and Counci l, 

My name is .22(1 and I am a resident of East Vancouver. I am unable to provide my address as I fear 
reprisal from my landlord, a large development company. 

The changes made to the Residential Tenancy Act which took effect on May 18th are a step in the right 
direction as they stipulate a landlord cannot evict a tenant for the purpose of renovations IF those 
renovations is it POSSIBLE to carry out the renovations without ending the tenancy. 

However, this leaves room for far too much interpretation as to what situations could prove to be "possible" 
for a tenant to remain, even if they agree to do so. Further, this statement will invariably leads to the onus 
to prove that the renovations could indeed occur without ending the tenancy on to the tenant, resulting in 
precarious situation for the tenant remaining choosing to remain in their home. 

Motion 810 would ensure greater definition of the portion of the Residential Tenancy Act in question while 
seeing that the tenant is automatically availed to the right to remain in their home without having to "fight" 
for it. Developers have significant resources at their disposal which allow them to intimidate, bully or 
otherwise make a tenant's stay in their property unbearable. Simply the thought of having to go up against 
my landlord in the future causes a great deal of anxiety for myself and neighbours. 

--- on the market, the apartment building where I live was sold for an amount that far outweighs 
the current return on rents. We know what's coming. In February 2019 we expect to receive an eviction 
notice. I would have left already just to have some stability, but I can't find a new apartment that is within 
budget. 

If a tenant is willing to vacate for the duration of a renovation, is there a situation where it would not be 
possible for the tenancy to continue? I can not think of one. So why does the Residential Tenancy Act use 
such passive wording to express a cut and dry issue? 

If a tenant wants to return to their home upon completion of a renovation they must be permitted. 

Motion 810 puts some tooth to the words selected for use in the Residential Tenancy Act, thereby creating 
something more akin to an actual regulation as opposed to a suggestion of how a landlord may choose 
treat their tenants. For tenants this provides access to rights and formalizes the tenancy process so that 
abuses of power cannot occur. 

The newly elected City of Vancouver Council is encouraged pass this motion in order to tell renters in this 
city that this Council cares about renters and that it values the contribution of renters in their city. Start by 
preserving the affordable stock that we already have and end the senseless business practice of 
developers who buy wildly overpriced properties with the sole intent of removing people from their homes 
so they can get a return on their investment. 

Sincerely, 

.22(1) 
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From: r-22(1) 

To: "Kirby-Yung Sarah" <Sarah Kirby-Yung@vancouver ca> 
Date: 11/13/2018 7:05:18 PM 

Subject: Please Support Motion 8 10 to Protect Tenants from Renovictions 

Dear Mayor and Counci l, 

My name is .22(1 and I am a resident of East Vancouver. I am unable to provide my address as I fear 
reprisal from my landlord, a large development company. 

The changes made to the Residential Tenancy Act which took effect on May 18th are a step in the right 
direction as they stipulate a landlord cannot evict a tenant for the purpose of renovations IF those 
renovations is it POSSIBLE to carry out the renovations without ending the tenancy. 

However, this leaves room for far too much interpretation as to what situations could prove to be "possible" 
for a tenant to remain, even if they agree to do so. Further, this statement will invariably leads to the onus 
to prove that the renovations could indeed occur without ending the tenancy on to the tenant, resulting in 
precarious situation for the tenant remaining choosing to remain in their home. 

Motion 810 would ensure greater definition of the portion of the Residential Tenancy Act in question while 
seeing that the tenant is automatically availed to the right to remain in their home without having to "fight" 
for it. Developers have significant resources at their disposal which allow them to intimidate, bully or 
otherwise make a tenant's stay in their property unbearable. Simply the thought of having to go up against 
my landlord in the future causes a great deal of anxiety for myself and neighbours . 

--- on the market, the apartment building where I live was sold for an amount that far outweighs 
the current return on rents. We know what's coming. In February 2019 we expect to receive an eviction 
notice. I would have left already just to have some stability, but I can't find a new apartment that is within 
budget. 

If a tenant is willing to vacate for the duration of a renovation, is there a situation where it would not be 
possible for the tenancy to continue? I can not think of one. So why does the Residential Tenancy Act use 
such passive wording to express a cut and dry issue? 

If a tenant wants to return to their home upon completion of a renovation they must be permitted. 

Motion 810 puts some tooth to the words selected for use in the Residential Tenancy Act, thereby creating 
something more akin to an actual regulation as opposed to a suggestion of how a landlord may choose 
treat their tenants. For tenants this provides access to rights and formalizes the tenancy process so that 
abuses of power cannot occur. 

The newly elected City of Vancouver Council is encouraged pass this motion in order to tell renters in this 
city that this Council cares about renters and that it values the contribution of renters in their city. Start by 
preserving the affordable stock that we already have and end the senseless business practice of 
developers who buy wildly overpriced properties with the sole intent of removing people from their homes 
so they can get a return on their investment. 

Sincerely, 

.22(1) 
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From: s.22(1) 

To: "Carr, Adriane" <Adriane.Carr@vancouver.ca> 
Date: 11/29/201812:51:11 PM 

Subject: Please Support Motion B10 to Protect Tenants from Renovictions 

Dear Mayor and Council , 

My name iss.22(1) , I am a resident of Vancouver and I am writing in support of Motion B10 
Protecting Tenants from Renovictions and Aggressive Buy-Outs. 

From my very own personal experience with renovictions and with renting in Vancouver, this needs 
to STOP! 
s.22(1,_,)~-------_-_-_-_-==" but have been through hell trying to fi nd a stable, clean, and safe 
homes.22(1) too. There is a definite imbalance between owners and renters. Our city 
is suffering, businesses can't afford to pay employees, employees can't afford to live in 
Vancouver. .. This is ridiculous. Let's restore the balance, let the dust settle from the Organized 
Crime riddled Vancouver Real Estate Market. It's sickening. 

Please show that you understand the needs of the renters in Vancouver by your support for this 
motion. 
Keep me informed of the decision on this motion. 

S in~er:elv _____ _ 
.22(1) 
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From: s.22(1) 

To: "Carr, Adriane" <Adriane.Carr@vancouver.ca> 
Date: 11/9/2018 4:13:16 PM 

Subject: Please Support Motion B10 to Protect Tenants from Renovictions 

***USE THIS TEMPLATE TO WRITE YOUR OWN LETTER*** 

1) Opening: 
Dear Mayor and Council , 

My name is .22(1) , I am a resident of Vancouver and I am writing in support of 
Motion B 10 Protecting Tenants from Renovictions and Aggressive Buy-Outs. 

2) Body: 
You can draw from your personal experience with renovictions or with renting in Vancouver or from 
the whereas clauses in the text of the motion to back up your support for the motion (eg. loss of 
affordable units, tenants security, homes before profits). It's important to put this in your own 
voice, but keep it short and simple. It shouldn't take you more than 5 minutes to write! 

3) Sign off: 
Please show that you understand the needs of the renters in Vancouver by your support for this 
motion. 
Keep me informed of the decision on this motion. 

Sincerely, .22('1 ),._e..;..__ ___ _ 
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From: s.22(1) 

To: "Dominato, Lisa" <Lisa.Dominato@vancouver.ca> 
Date: 11/29/201812:51:11 PM 

Subject: Please Support Motion B10 to Protect Tenants from Renovictions 

Dear Mayor and Council , 

My name is .22(1) , I am a resident of Vancouver and I am writing in support of Motion B10 
Protecting Tenants from Renovictions and Aggressive Buy-Outs. 

From my very own personal experience with renovictions and with renting in Vancouver, this needs 
to STOP! 
s.22(1,_,)~-------_-_-_-_-==" but have been through hell trying to fi nd a stable, clean, and safe 
home .22(1) too. There is a definite imbalance between owners and renters. Our city 
is suffering, businesses can't afford to pay employees, employees can't afford to live in 
Vancouver. .. This is ridiculous. Let's restore the balance, let the dust settle from the Organized 
Crime riddled Vancouver Real Estate Market. It's sickening. 

Please show that you understand the needs of the renters in Vancouver by your support for this 
motion. 
Keep me informed of the decision on this motion. 

Sincerely_,, ______ _ 
.22f1) 
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From: s.22(1) 

To: "Fry Pete" <Pete.Fry@vancouver.ca> 
Date: 11/26/2018 3:42:09 PM 

Subject: Please Support Motion B10 to Protect Tenants from Renovictions 

Dear Mayor and Council of Vancouver 

My name is .22(1) and I live in the West End of Vancouver which has 
experience more than its share of renovictions. I moved from .220 ago and I was 
astonished by the lack of protection for tenants in BC particularly when it came to renovations and 
subsequent evictions. I am writing in support of Motion B10 Protecting Tenants from Renovictions 
and Aggressive Buy-Outs. I also wish to share my experiences as a tenant for all of my adult life in 
Ottawa prior to my move to Vancouver. 

The following I believe is a suitable arrangement by the RT AIL TB in Ontario that can be applied to 
Vancouver. Some landlords may use loopholes to circumvent the new legislation so I suggest the 
following and protections both of which are applied in Ontario: 
"If a tenant is given a notice because of extensive repairs or renovations, the tenant can choose to 
move back into the rental unit after the repairs or renovations are complete. The rent must be the 
same as the rent before the tenancy was terminated. Before the tenant moves out, the tenant 
must inform the landlord in writing of their intent to re-occupy the rental unit. The tenant also has to 
keep the landlord informed in writing of any change in their address. 
If the rental unit is located in a residential complex that contains at least five residential units and 
the tenant does not give the landlord a written notice stating that they want to move back after the 
repairs are completed, the landlord must give the tenant an amount equal to three months' rent or 
offer another rental unit that is acceptable to the tenant." 

If the landlord for any reason has acted in bad faith such as: 
a) advertises the rental unit for rent; 
b) enters into a tenancy agreement in respect of the rental unit with someone other than the 
former tenant; 
c) advertises the rental unit, or the building that contains the rental unit, for sale; 
d) demolishes the rental unit or the building containing the rental unit; or 
e) takes any step to convert the rental unit, or the building containing the rental unit, to use for a 
purpose other than residential premises. 
The following penalties will be applied by the RT AIL TB: 
a) a specified sum to the tenant for all or any portion of any increased rent that the former tenant 
has incurred or will incur for a one-year period after vacating the rental unit; 
b) reasonable out-of-pocket moving, storage and other like expenses that the former tenant has 
incurred or will incur; 
c) an order for abatement of rent; 
d) an administrative fine not exceeding the greater of $25,000 and the monetary jurisdiction of the 
Small Claims Court; or, 
e) any other order that the L TB considers appropriate. 

Vancouver cannot afford to lose affordable housing stock. Landlords cannot use renovations to a 
building as an excuse for profi t. As a tenant for all my adult life, I fully understand the challenges of 
find ing affordable rental housing especially in the downtown core. 
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My support goes out to the long-time tenants of the Berkeley Tower. The Berkeley Tower is an 
historic building as it was the first building over 10 stories in the West End to receive heritage 
status. Renovations to the 17-story apartment building could have been done to this building over 
regular time intervals since it was completed in 1958. Now that long-time tenants are facing 
evictions for these long over-due renovations, it should be done in a more humane and gradual 
manner by Reliance Properties. 

In the "Georgia Straight" dated November 9, 2018, it was reported that there was new guidance 
for the Residential Tenancy Act stating that a tenancy may not be ended if "it is possible to carry 
out the renovations or repairs without ending the tenancy" including "if the tenant is willing to 
temporarily empty and vacate the unit during the renovations or repairs, and then move back in 
once they are complete". Although the Berkeley Tower tenants offered to accommodate the 
renovations at their own expense, Reliance Properties refused their offer and issued notices to end 
all tenancies instead. After the renovations, the tenants can choose to lease back the same units, 
but at future market rental rates anticipated to be considerably greater than current. This should 
not be allowed. Just as City Hall halted the Beedie development at 105 Keefer Street by refusing to 
pass the building permit, so should City Hall put the brakes on the planned renovation permits on 
Berkeley Towers by Reliance Properties or enforce the rental agreements and rents that were 
previously in place if the tenants indicate they intent to move back once renovations are complete 
(Ontario RTA/L TB). 

There are lots of other aging apartment buildings in the West End that are or will be facing similar 
fates and other tenants facing eviction, we should use the Berkeley Tower as an example to both 
landlords and tenants that extensive renovations can be done with cooperation and 
accommodation by both parties. As Melodie Ma in the Georgia Straight wrote, "the Berkeley Tower 
decision publicly will send signals to the development industry and residents on the future of West 
End and how business will be done at city hall going forward". After developers ran City Hally for 
the last 10 years, is this how Vancouverites wish to continue? I thought we voted in the last 
municipal election for change. 

Yours verv_ t[Ub._ ____ _ 
.22(1) 
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From: s.22(1) 

To: "Dominato, Lisa" <Lisa.Dominato@vancouver.ca> 
Date: 11/13/2018 12:36:40 AM 

Subject: Please Support Motion B10 to Protect Tenants from Renovictions 

Dear Mayor and Council , 

My name is .221 I am a resident of Vancouver and I am writing in support of 
Motion B 10 Protecting Tenants from Renovictions and Aggressive Buy-Outs. 

The law should seek to balance the needs of tenants and landlords. Currently, it is common for 
landlords to evict tenants on the basis of needing to do renovations. The law is clear: evictions 
during renovations should be done as a last resort. However, landlords are abusing it and using it 
as fi rst and non-negotiable approach to doing renovations in order to curtail leases and create new 
ones at inflated values. This strategy leaves tenants with few options, and many do not know how 
to fight it, let alone that it is possible to do so. Many ofs.27('1 at 1770 Davie St Berkeley 
Towers are facing this since Reliance has written to the tenants indicating that they will undertake 
a building-wide renoviction. Reliance openly declared that they "are not willing to entertain the 
conversation" that tenants might accommodate the renovations. Sales brochures boast an overall 
reduction of the number of units in this building in favour of mega-luxury two-story penthouses 
where none exist currently, and the replacement of the first floor of apartments with amenities. 
This is clearly a luxury upgrade. Jon Stovell openly declared at a meeting with the tenants that it 
was not necessary for tenants to leave for safety reasons. This is a clear abuse of the law, and the 
city wil l be directly enabling it if it chooses to issue permits. 

Vancouver can't afford to lose affordable housing stock! Any measure the City takes to build 
affordable housing will be for nothing unless we stop the ability of landlords to evict tenants and flip 
rentals into luxury suites to charge more rent. There's no reason to evict a tenant if they are willing 
to accomodate renovictions. This motion won't stop landlords from making legitimate repairs, it will 
stop profi t motivated evictions! 

If passed, Motion 1 OB it will stop most renovictions in Vancouver by strengthening the City's 
Tenant Relocation and Protection policy. The motion also aims to remove the incentive to renovict 
Province-wide by pressuring the Provincial to control rents between tenancies! 

Please demonstrate that you understand the needs for a balanced approach in tenant-landlord 
needs in Vancouver by your support for this motion. 
Keep me informed of the decision on this motion. 

Sincy ely, 
s.2~n ---------
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From: 
To: "Swanson, Jean" <Jean.Swanson@vancouver.ca> 

Date: 11/14/2018 9:21 :37 AM 
Subject: Please Support Motion B10 to Protect Tenants from Renovictions 

Dear Mayor and Council , 

My name is .22(1) , I am a resident of Vancouver and I am writing in support of 
Motion B10 Protecting Tenants from Renovictions and Aggressive Buy-Outs. 

The need to make a change in our rental policies is dire . . 22(1) , I have 
had friends priced out of their rentals, and I consider us to be the lucky ones as we've been able to 
find a new place to live. Many are not so fortunate, and it is upsetting and frustrating to see the 
damage that renovictions and little to no rent control has done to this city. 

I understand the appeal of financial prosperity. I would like to believe in the good of this city's 
landlords and developers but time and time again it's been proven that this isn't the case. The city 
needs to take charge and properly regulate the rental market before it's absolutely too late. The 
city needs to take a look at it's population and recognize that a $1500 studio suite is not 
sustainable for most. Please stop allowing this city to cater to the few. 

Please show that you understand the needs of the renters in Vancouver by your support for this 
motion. 
Keep me informed of the decision on this motion. 

Sincerely, 
~.22(1) -·-----~ 
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From: s.22( 
-------------To: "Carr, Adriane" <Adriane.Carr@vancouver.ca> 

Date: 11/27/2018 2:48:10 PM 
Subject: please support Motion B10 

Dear Councillor Carr, 

I am a resident of Vancouver and .22(1) . I live off Commercial Drive. 

I am writing to ask you to vote for Motion B10 in its entirety. I have seen too many friends forced 
out of their homes and neighbourhoods due to renovictions. We need real protection for tenants 
and we need it in every neighbourhood and type of housing. We also need the city to push for 
provincial vacancy control, which is such a simple and clear way to combat rising poverty, maintain 
affordable housing stock, and fight renovictions. 

Like every councillor, you ran on affordability. Please show us that you meant it and vote for 
Motion B10 in its entirety. 

Thank you for listening. 
Best, 

s.22(1) 
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To City Councillors, 

From: s.220) 

To: "De Genova, Melissa" <Melissa.DeGenova@vancouver.ca> 
"Dominate, Lisa" <Lisa.Dominato@vancouver.ca> 
"Hardwick, Colleen" <Colleen.Hardwick@vancouver.ca> 
"Kirby-Yung, Sarah" <Sarah.Kirby-Yung@vancouver.ca> 
"Bligh, Rebecca" <Rebecca.Bligh@vancouver.ca> 

Date: 12/26/2018 12:20:44 AM 
Subject: Please support vacancy control in the city of Vancouver 

I am writing to urge you to please introduce vacancy control in Vancouver. I am a renter in the city and know the importance of 
this. It will stop landlords from jacking up the rent between tenants and help to control rents in the city. 

Thank you kindly, 

.22Tf1 
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From: s.22( ------------To: "Carr, Adriane" <Adriane.Carr@vancouver.ca> 
Date: 12/4/2018 1 :34:55 PM 

Subject: Please vote yes for Motion B10 

I wanted to encourage councilor Carr to vote yes for Motion B10 in its entirety. 

It is bad for Vancouver business when so many employees and their families are kicked out of their 
homes and communities. This is a small step toward addressing this crisis we're facing. 

It won't effect landlords acting in good faith. 

were evicted in bad faith from a duplex last summer. .2Z('I) 

. It's hard to describe the -------------------------
shredding emotional effect of being kicked out of our home, even though we were lucky enough to 
be confident that we would not face homelessness. 

This eviction has led s.Z2T'I) to fear that Vancouver cannot offer us a secure and stable ------
future. 

This is something that you can do that will have a positive and tangible effect on the crisis facing us 
all , whether we face losing our homes, losing our employees, losing our childcare, losing our friends, 
neighbours, classmates, or teachers. 

Thank you, 
s.Z2(1) 
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From: s.22( ------------------To: "Carr, Adriane" <Adriane.Carr@vancouver.ca> 
Date: 12/3/2018 11:05:01 PM 

Subject: Protect Ten ants from Renovictions! 

Dear Councillor Adriane Carr, 

I'm writing you as a resident of Vancouver to urge you to support Councillor Swanson's Motion 810 Protecting Tenants from Renovictions 
and Aggressive Buy-Outs. 

The average cost of a one bedroom apartment in Vancouver is $2100, which is a completely ludicrous amount that most working famil ies 
simply cannot afford. Vacancy control is long overdue here. We know the landlord lobby is powerful but I trust you will do the right th ing for 
the average person. 

The greed of developers cannot be satisfied. Their unscrupulous tactics, including reno- and demo-victions, have caused rampant 
displacement and contributed to the homelessness crisis we see only worsening. 

Enough is enough. Housing is a human right and it's about time council starts protecting the rights of tenants. 

Sincerely, 
.....,.2"'2...,.1..,__ _____ voter living in East Vancouver 
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From: s.22[1) 

To: 
Date: 

Subject: 

Dear Councillor Michael Wiebe, 

---------------"Wiebe. Michael" <Michael. Wiebe@vancouver.ca> 
12/3/2018 11 :05:58 PM 
Protect Tenants from Renovictions! 

I'm writing you as a resident of Vancouver to urge you to support Councillor Swanson's Motion 810 Protecting Tenants from Renovictions 
and Aggressive Buy-Outs. 

The average cost of a one bedroom apartment in Vancouver is $2100, which is a completely ludicrous amount that most working families 
simply cannot afford. Vacancy control is long overdue here. We know the landlord lobby is powerful but I trust you will do the right thing for 
the average person. 

The greed of developers cannot be satisfied. Their unscrupulous tactics, including reno- and demo-victions, have caused rampant 
displacement and contributed to the homelessness crisis we see only worsening. 

Enough is enough. Housing is a human right and it's about time council starts protecting the rights of tenants. 

Sincerely, 
.....,.2"'2...,..1..,__ _____ voter living in East Vancouver 
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From: s.220) ------
To: "Carr, Adriane" <Adriane.Carr@vancouver.ca> 

"Wiebe, Michael" <Michael.Wiebe@vancouver.ca> 
"Kirby-Yung, Sarah" <Sarah.Kirby-Yung@vancouver.ca> 
"Bligh, Rebecca" <Rebecca.Bligh@vancouver.ca> 
"Hardwick, Colleen" <Colleen.Hardwick@vancouver.ca> 
"Swanson, Jean" <Jean.Swanson@vancouver.ca> 
"Fry, Pete" <Pete.Fry@vancouver.ca> 
"De Genova, Melissa" <Melissa.DeGenova@vancouver.ca> 

"Domjnato Usa" <Lisa Domjnato@vancouver ca> 
"Stewart, Kennedy" <Kennedy.Stewart@vancouver.ca> 

"Boyle Christine" <Chrjstjne Boyle@vancouver ca> 
Date: 12/8/2018 10:51 :02 AM 

Subject: Protecting Tenants from Renovictions and aggressive Buyouts 

I know that renters would like to return to renovated apartments at their pre-renovated rent level. 
This is unrealistic as no landlord would want to invest the money with no return. 

I recognize that the City probably does not have the authority to implement the following idea. But 
it certainly needs then to be raised with the Provincial Government. 

Investors always want their money back in the shortest timeframe possible. Please give 
consideration to raising the rents for existing tenants a % based on the cost of the renovation 
amortized over 25 years (or some other reasonable timeframe). This would likely be a reasonable 
rent increase for the tenant for a newer unit. The investor would get their money back and still be 
interested in renovating older stock. 

Thanks, s.22ff) -------
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s.22T'I) 

From: .2-2Tll -----
To: "Carr Adriane" <Adriane Carr@vancouver ca> 

'Wiebe. Michael" <Michael.Wiebe@vancouver.ca> 
"Kirby-Yung. Sarah" <Sarah.Kirby-Yung@vancouver.ca> 

"Bligh Rebecca" <Rebecca Bligh@vancouver ca> 
"Hardwick. Colleen" <Colleen.Hardwick@vancouver.ca> 
"Swanson, Jean" <Jean.Swanson@vancouver.ca> 

"Fry Pete" <Pete f ry@vancouver ca> 
"De Genova Melissa" <Melissa DeGenova@vancouver ca> 
"Dominato. Lisa" <Lisa.Dominato@vancouver.ca> 
"Stewart. Kennedy" <Kennedy.Stewart@vancouver.ca> 

"Boyle Christine" <Christine Boyle@vancouver ca> 
"Public Hearing" <PublicHearing@vancouver.ca> 

Date: 11/24/2018 2:33:34 PM 
Subject: Protecting Tenants from Renovictions and aggressive Buyouts 

before the recent craziness in market prices. ------------------
I cannot fathom the anguish that renters experience when they are forced to leave their homes (not just mere 
apartments). 

I support free enterprise but am solidly behind the need for governments to put boundaries around situations 
where self-serving positions will always prevail to the detriment of good social policy. 

I am genera lly in support of the need to moderate the number of Renovict ions and Aggressive 
Buyouts by owners of Rental Bu ildings. I hear the cries from developers that they will not want to 
participate in rental apartments if we move to Unit Vacancies rather than Tenant Vacancies; that they will move 
to building condos instead. From my perspective they have had a long run and made excessive profits in recent 
years. 

But this motion needs to be considered within the broader planning process and the unintended consequences 
that may result from a narrowly-based proposal. Perhaps this should be amended to be a moratorium until the 
City Wide Planning Process can do its comprehensive work. 

Certainly the City needs to consider using the new rental zoning powers created by the Provincial Government. 

I was heartened by the Proposal Document for the Broadway Corridor in anticipation of the Broadway Subway, 
which plants a firm line in the ground regarding rental vs condo buildings. 

https://council.vancouver.ca/20180620/documents/pspc3.pdf 

Page 19-20 
"As noted in Figure 8, staff are expecting that the potential to achieve add itional strata res idential 
above existing zoning will be limited. Existing Council policy prioritizes the provision of affordable rental 
housing and job space in many of the areas along the Corridor. In light of these priorities, and to provide 
clarity about the City's objectives and limit speculation, staff are recommending that as part of the 
policy to curb land speculation presented in Appendix C, Council adopt a policy to confirm that 

the Broadway Planning program will not consider additional density for strata residential in RM 
and FM Zoning Districts and that additional density in industrial and employment areas is limited to job 
space." 

\u9976? Thanks, .22(1) ,__ ____ _ 
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From: .22(1) 

To: "Wiebe Michael" <Michael Wiebe@vancouver ca> 
"Carr, Adriane" <Adriane.Carr@vancouver.ca> 

Date: 12/3/2018 9:49:15 PM 
Subject: Protecting Tenants from Renovictions and Aggressive Buyouts 

Dear Councillor Wiebe and Councillor Carr, 

I am writing to urge you to please support the motion introduced last week aimed at preventing landlords 
from using renovictions as a way of disposing of current tenants in order to extract much higher rents from 
new ones. 

I have lived in Vancouver for most of my life and have been a renter for the majority of that time. I am a 
fortunate Vancouverite in that .22( ---------------------------Yet, despite this, the last 3 years for me have been plagued by significant housing insecurity, including the 
threat of demoviction. It is a widely held fear amongst my neighbours that ours.2ZCT) building 
in Kitsilano will be sold to developers at any moment, particularly given it's size and location. Given that the 
overwhelming majority of residents Z2('f) , the fear is even more acute given how incredibly difficult it is 
to find .22(1) housing in the city. When I think of how harrowing my housing situation has been over 
the past 3 years s.:f2{'f ), I am profoundly 
troubled by the thought of how much more difficult the situation is for those with less financial security. 

At present, .22(1 has been notified that her building is under consideration for 
"development" that would require the tenants to move from the building. Due to the age i.e. "rustic" nature 
of this building, the rents have tended to be a little less than market rates in Vancouver (e.g. currently 
renting for $950 - $1150) . This is the 3rd or 4th time in 5 years that they have been told that their building 
may be sold and/or redeveloped. 

I know for a fact that the majority of tenants in .22(11 building could not live independently in 
Vancouver if forced to move due to this possible "development" (possibly none of them could). s.22r 
.22( 1) -. -lt -is_s_o_ 

incomprehensible to me to think that .22(1) -------------------------is effectively being told you're not wanted here, there is no place for you in this city. 

This is what the lack of renter protections and the current housing environment equates to - a message that 
some people belong and others do not. Since my own return to the city I have lost friends who have given 
up to move elsewhere, have considered doing the same myselfs.22(11 
.2-2{1) _a_n_d_h_a_v_e_b_e_e_n_a_m_a_z_e_d_a_t_t_h_e __ 

number of stories in various media profiling people at various life stages that have left this city they thought 
was home. 

The motion that's before you th is week would have a profound and direct effect on the lives of so many. I 
believe it would eliminate one of the most pernicious features making Vancouver housing so insecure and 
unaffordable. I know it would mean that my .22{11 would be relived of the chronic stress 
of their housing insecurity. 

Thank you for your time, 

s.22(1) 
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From: "Johnston. Sadhu" <Sadhu.Johnston@vancouver.ca> 
To: "Hagiwara. Rosemary" <rosemary.hagiwara@vancouver.ca> 

"Carr. Adriane" <Adriane.Carr@vancouver.ca> 
"Stewart, K" <K.Stewart@vancouver.ca> 
"Councillors - ~T 5CJ)11) 

CC: "Leckovic. Katrina" <Katrina.Leckovic@vancouver.ca> 
Date: 11/15/2018 10:55:29 AM 

Subject: RE: Agenda Item - Protecting Tenants form Renovictions and Aggressive Buy-Outs 

Council-
Given the time that we'll need to deal with t he budget in December, I would recommend that we use the dates in 
November {27-29th) to try to get through the bulk of t he speakers. We will email all speakers with the final decision. 
Thanks and sorry for the confusion. 
Sadhu 

From: Hagiwara, Rosemary 
Sent: Thursday, November 15, 2018 10:52 AM 
To: Carr, Adriane; Stewart, K; Councillors - DL 
Cc: Johnston, Sadhu; Leckovic, Katrina 
Subject: RE: Agenda Item - Protecting Tenants form Renovictions and Aggressive Buy-Outs 

Chair Carr, 

It is estimat ed t o take approximately 8 hours to hear from 91 speakers without any quest ions from Council. An average 
of 3 minutes of quest ions from 8 Councillors t o each speaker will add another 36 hours. Questions to staff and debate 
will add another l 1/2hours. 

In summary, we would require 3-4 days to deal wi th this item. 

If the motion to refer to Nov 27 passes, it will give us 3 days {Nov 27 t o 29) to deal with the item. Council has the ability 
to adjust the st art time from 6 pm to earlier. Please note that these dates are currently reserved on your calendar for 
Council business. 

If the motion to refer to Dec 5 passes, we will need to find another 2 days in your December calendar to accommodate 
hearing from speakers. Keep in mind that you have 2 cycles of Council meetings, a Special Council meeting and a Public 
Hearing in December. 

Rosemary Hagiwara 
Chief Election Officer 
Director of Business & Election Services I Deputy City Clerk 
Office of t he City Clerk I City of Vancouver 
t: 604.873. 7177 
e: rosemary. hagiwara@vancouver.ca 

From: Carr, Adriane 
Sent: Thursday, November 15, 2018 10:33 AM 
To: Hagiwara, Rosemary; Stewart, K; Councillors - DL 
Cc: Johnston, Sadhu; Leckovic, Katrina 
Subject: RE: Agenda Item - Protecting Tenants form Renovictions and Aggressive Buy-Outs 

Thanks for these clarifications, Rosemary. I'll put this to Council prior t o noon. Could you please outline for Coucil any 
issues related the time needed to hear from speakers. 
Yours, 
Adriane 

---------------------
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From: Hagiwara, Rosemary 
Sent: Thursday, November 15, 2018 10:26 AM 
To: Stewart, K; Councillors - DL 
Cc: Johnston, Sadhu; Leckovic, Katrina 
Subject: Agenda Item - Protecting Tenants form Renovictions and Aggressive Buy-Outs 

Good morning Mayor and Councillors, 

I am providing an update on t he agenda item 12. Protecting Tenants form Renov ictions and 
Aggressive Buy-Outs. 

Last night, Council voted to refer the item to Dec 5 Standing Committee with a hard start of 3pm. 
Subsequently, Counci l voted to reconsider the motion and the reconsider motion passed . A motion 
to refer to t he item to Nov 27 was t hen put forward and failed. As a resu lt of t his failed vote, it 
means t hat the item must be considered as if Counci l have never voted on it and it is current ly 
sitting on t he agenda as the last item . 

Act ion regu jred: 

1. Take No action: Counci l cou ld hear from speakers today when we get to t he item today. 
ISSUE - message has been sent to speakers that we were deal ing with this item on Dec 5th 

2. Motion to refer: refer item to Dec 5t h - th is action has to be taken aga in as it t he original 
approved motion no longer exists due to t he reconsideration motion. 

3. Motion to reconsider the failed motion. If th is passes, a Motion to Refer item to Nov 27th 

is required. Since Council fai led a motion to refer to Nov 27 earl ier in the meeting, t hey 
cannot make the same motion again without reconsidering the fa iled motion (section 9 .8). A 
member who voted on the preva iling side (in opposit ion) must move t he reconsideration. I f 
the reconsideration passes, Council can t hen make a motion to refer to Nov 27. 

Council will need to take some action today regarding th is item and preferable before we get to t he 
next agenda item this morning as it will allow us the opportunity to communicate to the speakers 
quickly . Please let me know if you have any questions. 

Rosemary Hagiwara 
Chief Election Officer 
Director of Business & Election Services I Deputy City Clerk 
Office of t he City Clerk I City of Vancouver 
t: 604.873. 7177 
e: rosemary, hagjwara@vancouver,ca 
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From: "Johnston. Sadhu" <Sadhu.Johnston@vancouver.ca> 
To: "Fry Pete" <Pete.Fry@vancouver.ca> 

Date: 12/4/2018 12:34:16 PM 
Subject: RE: Amendement to amendment on B-10 

.13 1) 

Beyond your amendment, staff don't know what the implicat ions of the rest of the motion are and would like to report 
back to council with an assessment and some analysis before a decision is made. 

Sadhu 

Sadhu Aufochs Johnston I City Manager 
City of Vancouver I 453 W 12th Avenue 
Vancouver I BC VSY 1V4 
604.873.7627 I Sadhu.johnston@vancouver.ca 

Twitter: sadhuajohnston 

From: Fry, Pete 
Sent: Tuesday, December 4, 2018 12:30 PM 
To: Johnston, Sadhu 
Subject: FW: Amendement to amendment on B-10 

FYI 
Adriane suggested perhaps you hadn't seen the Amendment I proposed to Renoviction 

Amendement to earlier supplied amendment 

Request ing Add To Renoviction motion B-10 

. 3T11 

From: Hildebrandt, Tina 
Sent: Wednesday, November 28, 2018 7:26 PM 
To: Stewart, K; Councillors - DL 
Cc: Hagiwara, Rosemary 
Subject: NEW MOTIONS/ AMENDMENTS: Standing Committee on Policy and Strategic Priorities - November 28th 

Good evening Council -

This is a reminder to email any new motions or amendments to myself and Rosemary Hagiwara, Deputy City Clerk. 

Thanks 
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TINA HILDEBRANDT I MEETING COORDINATOR 

CITY CLERK'S DEPARTMENT I CITY OF VANCOUVER 

604-873-7268 I JINA HU PfBRANPJ@YANCQ\/YfB CA 
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From: "Boyle, Christine" <Christine.Boyle@vancouver.ca> 
To: s.22{11 

Date: 11/22/2018 5:18:21 PM 
RE: Approve Motion B 10. Protecting Tenants from Renovictions and Aggressive Buy

Subject Outs 

Hi .2Z(f) 

I am very supportive of this motion. Thank you for your email and for keeping pressure up on this issue. It really matters. 

In solidarity, 
Christ ine 

Councillor Christine Boyle 
CITY OF VANCOUVER 

phone 604-873-7242 email q Rboyle@yancouyer ca 
address 453 W 12 Ave Vancouver, BC VSY 1V4 
twitter @christineeboyle facebook www.facebook.com/ChristineBoyleVancouver 

From: ·22(1) 
Sent: Saturday, November 17, 2018 1:29 PM 
To: Fung, Davin; Stewart, Kennedy; Bligh, Rebecca; Boyle, Christine; Carr, Adriane; De Genova, Melissa; Dominate, 
Lisa; Fry, Pete; Hardwick, Colleen; Kirby-Yung, Sarah; Swanson, Jean; Wiebe, Michael 
Subject: Approve Motion B10. Protecting Tenants from Renovictions and Aggressive Buy-Outs 

Dear City Council, this motion on protecting tenants from renovictions is extremely important as the housing crisis is 
most negatively affecting tenants while allowing landlords to heartlessly raise rents and renovict to increase their 

profits. We need stronger measures to stop this from happening. You have the power and responsibility to implement 
policies and protections to stop these renovictions and I urge you to do so by approving this motion. Thank you for 
standing with Vancouver tenants. 

Take care .22( 'f) .,.-,c,._ ___ _ 
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From: .22 1 

From: "Boyle, Christine" <Christine.Boyle@vancouver.ca> 
T o: s.Z2{1) 

Date: 12/4/2018 5:39:43 PM 
Subject: RE: Arguments in support of motion 810 

---------------Sent: Tuesday, December 4, 2018 10:05 AM 
To: Boyle, Christine 
Subject: RE: Arguments in support of motion 810 

Hi Christine, 

I've sent this to Pete F1y as well. Here are some arguments in favom ofBl O. I especially like the part about 
analogizing people fighting for the rights to park illegally or litter and landlords asking for the City not to 
frnstrate their unlawfol renovictions. 

Regarding the memo, the only comment I would make is the pait about Guideline #2 is misleading. I've attached 
the Guideline to this email for your review, but this is the impo1tant bit: 

"In other words, section 49 ( 6) does not allow a landlord to end a tenancy for the purpose of renovations or 
repairs if any of the following circmnstances apply: 

it is possible to cai1y out the renovations or repairs without ending the tenancy (i.e. if the tenant is willing to 
temporarily empty and vacate the unit dming the renovations or repairs, and then move back in once they are 
complete)." 

r-2 chenypicked the paragraph he selected and, for whatever reason, decided it was unimpo1tant to reproduce 
the pait, which was part of the same section, that unequivocally says landlords can't evict to do repairs if a 
tenant is prepai·ed to temporaiily move out. 

These ai·e the ai·gurnents you may need today if you want to wade into the 

This does not expand tenant rights, nor detract from existing developer rights: 

1. Section 49(6) of the RTA does appear to allow developers / landlords to evict tenants so renovations can be 
completed. This is misleading and inco1Tect though as it can't be read without the caselaw that relates to it. 

The Supreme Comt of Bdtish Columbia has explicitly said that this section does not allow a developer / 
landlord to evict where the tenant is prepai·ed to relocate for the necessaiy duration of the repairs. In May of 
2018 the provincial government published guidelines for RTA ai·bitrators instrncting arbitrators to quash 
eviction notices where tenants have offered to accommodate the renovations. To be afforded this right, tenants 
have to argue their matter before an ai·bitrator. This is what developers / landlords are fighting for - to prevent 
tenants from actively having this light, rather than having to ai·gue for it. 

Landlords are asking the City to protect this paradigm so they can continue to evict tenants contrary to their 
existing legal rights. 

This would be analogous to the cai· lobby in Vancouver asking the City to curtail its parking enforcement so 
cars could be pai·ked anywhere, in spite of the regulations. 
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Or, it would be analogous to the average citizen saying "we don't mind the regulations about not littering, but 
we take issue with you enforcing those rnles." 

Developers / landlords who are asking for the City not to implement this measure, are asking the City not to 
prevent them from bullying vulnerable tenants in spite of the law and its judicial interpretation. The developer 
lobby's request, in this case, is umeasonable and there is no need to negotiate with them. 

Waiting for the release of the Affordable Housing Recommendations makes no sense: 

1. The repo1t comprises recommendations. There's no reason to expect that those recommendations will 
become law. Just like with the City, a motion and the law that results from it are often vastly different creanires. 

2. It could be months or even a year before the proposed changes become law. Vancouver's c1ises is now. 

3. Sections B has no jmisdictional issues and, regardless of what changes the repo1t recommends, the 
information gathered through the implementation ofB will be crncial in detennining the resources necessary to 
effectively implement the housing advocate's office. 

4. Section C is an explorato1y measure only. It's relatively uncontroversial to say that buy-outs are predato1y 
mechanisms (maybe that is a controversial statement?) so of course the City should be explo1ing ways of 
addressing them. Again, this section comes down to a gatheling of inf01mation only and, consequently, its stlict 
application will provide useful info1mation, regardless of the contents of the repo1t, and it will take relatively 
few resources to cany out C. 

5. Sections Dis a position that the City is taking relative to and inespective of the rep01t. If the repo1t 
recommends vacancy conti·ol, then great!, we're aligned. If not, this is a call from the City for the province to 
reconsider its position on vacancy control. 

6. Sections A, the second part ofD, and the proposed section E, all amount to requests for the province to 
empower Vancouver to deal with its unique housing issues through amendments to the Vancouver Charter. 
insofar as powers confened pursuant to changes to the Vancouver Charter are liinited by the province's 
legislation and regulations relating to tenancy issues, changes to the RTA and the City's actions will narurally 
and necessaiily remain aligned. Therefore, it is not necessary to consider the report. 

It's also w01th pointing out that the RTA has always been enforced through arbitration. The point of this motion 
is to empower the City to intervene such that tenants ( especially vulnerable tenants) don't have to proactively 
defend their 1ights. The City will intervene before arbitration where a landlord is out of line. 

Even if the proposed and, indeed, acrual changes to the RTA confer new and improved 1ights upon tenants, it 
will likely still be necessaiy for tenants to defend themselves in order for them to receive the benefit of these 
new1ights. 

This is crncial to understand - the RT A's judicial inte1pretation already makes renovictions something that 
should almost never happen. They're happening anyway. It is demonstrably the case that the RTA through it's 
cunent application is not equipped to deal with landlords content to bully tenants through buy-outs and through 
Inisrepresentations of tenant rights. We are asking for the City to receive the powers to ensme that tenants 
receive their full protections confened under the RTA, because right now tenants are being renovicted in spite 
of the RTA. 

It makes no logical sense to say that we'll wait to see what new protections the RTA changes will confer before 
we decide if intervening is necessary, given that om starting point is that landlords ai·e avoiding the proper 
application of the RTA. We ai·e asking for the power to make sme the RT A's existing 1ights are enforced. 

It's also w01th mentioning that if the RTA changes alter the tenancy landscape significantly, the powers 
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requested by A, D and E will be usefol for implementing those changes as well. There's no need to wait to ask 
for those powers. 

In spite of what developers are saying, vacancy control will have little impact on new developments 

1. The design of vacancy control is to prevent the further escalation of rental prices in Vancouver on existing 
rentals, and to disincentivize developers / landlords from pursuing evictions as a means of raising rents. 

Landlords have mechanisms to seek rental increases for legitimate repairs and acceptable improvements to 
their units. None of these tools are impacted by vacancy control. 

2. A new development can be rented out at whatever rates the developer / landlord desires. Vacancy control 
has no impact on new developments. 

3. The argument that vacancy control will fi.ustrate the maintenance and improvement of existing buildings only 
makes sense if the business model for that restoration is to evict all of the tenants. As you ah'eady know, that 
model is legally (and ethically) problematic. 

Remember- the argument that we have to evict Vancouver's most vulnerable so the market will provide homes 
for them is beyond ridiculous. 

Hopefolly there's something in there of use. 
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Dear Mayor and Council, 

From: s.Z2( 

To: davio@vancouyer ca 
kennedy@vancouver.ca 
Rebecc@vancouver.ca 
Christi@vancouver.ca 
Adrian@vancouver.ca 
melissa@vancouver.ca 

"Domioato, Lisa" <Lisa Domioato@vaocouver ca> 
Pete@vaocouver ca 
Colleo@vaocouver ca 
Sarah ki@vaocouver ca 
Jean S@vaocouver ca 
Michae@vancouver.ca 

Date: 11/12/2018 6:34:13 PM 
Subject: Re: city counsil email 

My name is~ ( . I am a resident of Vancouver and I am writing in support of Motion B10 Protecting Tenants from Renovictions and 
Aggressive uy-Outs . 

. 22-rn 

.22( 1 ) ==""=== l'i"'wasintormed the new owner hada ppliea1ort5u1ldmg 
perm1tstor extensive renovations and an ev1ct1on notice would be 1ssu~ s poss ble giving s. 2 months to vacate. A fellow tenant 
obtained the following building permit information from the city planning department: 

Desaiption of Work: 
s.22(1) 
lnterior alterations to replace domestic water piping, provide firestopping, and repair walls in conjunction with repiping in all of the 26 units in 
this existing 3-storey multiple dwelling building on this site. Scope of work to include installation of new dishwashers, washers and dryers in all 
units. 
Estimated Completion Date: 
Estimated completion date or length of wor1< depends on the contractor on how fast they do the won<. We can't really estimate on how much 

time they will be able to finish. 

A develope s.Z2l tells me this type of work is done while buildings are occupied all the time and in fact, plumbing work has been a frequent 
occurrence 'in°mybuilding during thes.22fl] I have lived here. To me this renoviction seems like a blatant attempt to end-run the rent 
controls put in place to protect afforda6le housing. The building appears to be in roughly the same shape as when I moved in, with occasional 
upgrades (a proper breaker box, mercury free thermostat, new smoke detectors, functional appliances, redone baseboard heating valves, 
etc). 

If the choice is to move and pay at least double the rent or remain in my building with some disruption while repairs are made, I will choose to 
remain every time .22(1) 

.2~T'11 .-""c".,.,.,."'"'c--"__,...,"'""'~ ..... ~----------------------------rotolerate 
some bu1ld1ng· repa1rsiriorder o remain. 

s.221f ~== above the "livable wage" 11 kely would not be able to remain in Vancouver at current market rates if 
evicted. I would not Justoe looking tor a new apartment, but a new city, a new job, a new life! This is causing me a great deal of depression 
and stress. and I am already depressed since I was made aware of my impending renoviction. 

I call on the wisdom and understanding of the Mayor and Council to pass Motion B 10 and slow renovictions in our city. We do not have a 
properly functioning real estate market and failure for the council to act will result in the real estate industry's insatiable appetite for ever 
increasing profits to continue to bypass rent controls. 

If you would like Vancouver to remain a diverse, vibrant, livable city, I implore you to act. Otherwise I foresee a Vancouver of the wealthy 
supported by shanty towns and barracks full of temporary foreign workers with local business unable to pay a livable wage. 

Please show that you understand the needs of the tenants in Vancouver by your support for this motion. 
Keep me informed of the decision on this motion . 

. 22[1) 
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From: "Boyle, Christine" <Christine.Boyle@vancouver.ca> 
To: s.Z2{1) 

Date: 12/6/201810:52:10 AM 
Subject: RE: Connecting with Berkeley Tower tenants 

I'm not today - my day is so packed. I could do a short call around 2pm tomorrow (Friday)? 

Councillor Christine Boyle 
CITY OF VANCOUVER 
phone 604-873-7242 email CLRboyle@vancouver.ca 
address 453 W 12 Ave Vancouver, BC V5Y 1V4 
twitter @christineeboyle facebook www facebook com/Chr jstjneBoyleYancoqyer 

From: .22 1 ----------------Sent: Thursday, December 6, 2018 9:58 AM 
To: Boyle, Christine 
Subject: Re: Connecting with Berkeley Tower tenants 

Thanks Cluistine. 

Are you available for a chat sometime today? 

On Thu, Dec 6, 2018 at 9:17 AM Boyle, Cluistine <Cluistine.Boyle@vancouver.ca> wrote: 

Hi .22(1) 

I'm connecting you by email with Becca Clarkson, who is a journalist w rit ing a piece about renovictions for Vancouver 
Magazine. I had a great talk w ith her this morning, and suggested she connect with you t o hear some of the Berkeley 
Tower renoviction story. 

Best, 
Christine 

Councillor Christine Boyle 
CITY OF VANCOUVER 
phone 604-873-7242 email CLRboyle@vancouver.ca 
address 453 W 12 Ave Vancouver, BC V5Y 1V4 
twitter @christineeboyle facebook www facebook com/ChrjstjneBoyleYancouyer 

From: BeccaClarkson[mailto: rebcamdark@gmajl,com] 
Sent: Thursday, December 6, 2018 7: 16 AM 
To: Boyle, Christine 
Subject: Connecting with Berkeley Tower tenants 

Hi Cluistine, 

Thanks again for your time this morning. Looking fo1ward to connecting with tenants from Berkeley tower to 
add their perspective to my a1ticle. My deadline is F1iday at 5pm, and Vancouver Magazine usually 
publishes it online sho1tly after. 

Best, 

Becca 
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Dear Mayor and Council, 

From: s.22ff) 
To: Pavia @vaocouvec ca 

Kennedy ... @vancouver.ca 

Rehecc @vancouvec ca 
Gbcistj @vancouvec ca 
Adrian @vanco11vec ca 
melissa .... @vancouver.ca 
"Dominate Lisa" <Lisa.Dominato@vancouver.ca> 

Pete @vancouvec ca 
coueen @vancouyer ca 
Sarah Ki @vancouyer ca 
Jean.S ... @vancouver.ca 

Date: 11/12/2018 6:35:37 PM 
Subject: Re: Google Group & Folder; City Council Nov 13 

I am a resident of Vancouver and I am writing in support of Motion B10 Protecting Tenants from Renovictions and 

.2Z(1) 
s .22(1 )~-.------------.-------.------ _____ ., _________ _.was informed the new owner nadappliea for ouilaing 
permits for ex ensIve renovations ancl an eviction notice woulclo e issued very soon as possible giving .2 months to vacate. A fellow tenant 
obtained the following building permit information from the city planning department: 

Description of Work: 
s.22(1) ---
interior alterations to replace domestic water piping, provide firestopping, and repair walls in conjunction with repiping in all of the 26 units in this 

existing 3-storey multiple dwelling building on this site. Scope of work to include installation of new dishwashers, washers and dryers in all units. 
Estimated Completion Date : 
Estimated completion date or length of work depends on the contractor on how fast they do the work. We can't really estimate on how much time 

they will be able to finish. 

A develope .ZZO tells me this type of work is done while buildings are occupied all the time and in fact, plumbing work has been a frequent 
occurrence in my building during the .22T'I ] I have lived here. To me this renoviction seems like a blatant attempt to end-run the rent controls 
put in place to protect affordable housing.The building appears to be in roughly the same shape as when I moved in, with occasional upgrades 
(a proper breaker box, mercury free thermostat, new smoke detectors, functional appliances, redone baseboard heating valves, etc). 

If the choice is to move and pay at least double the rent or remain in my building with some disruption while repairs are made, I will choose to 
remain every time .22('1) ~.22_,_,____ _ _________________________________ roro1era1e some 

building repa1rsin'order o remain . 

. 22{1 income above the "livable wage" I likely would not be able to remain in Vancouver at current market rates if 
evictea.l woula no(]us be looking for a new apartment, but a new city, a new job, a new life! This is causing me a great deal of depression and 
stress. and I am already depressed since I was made aware of my impending renoviction. 

I call on the wisdom and understanding of the Mayor and Council to pass Motion B10 and slow renovictions in our city. We do not have a 
properly functioning real estate market and failure for the council to act will result in the real estate industry's insatiable appetite for ever 
increasing profits to continue to bypass rent controls. 

If you would Ike Vancouver to remain a diverse, vibrant, livable city, I implore you to act. Otherwise I foresee a Vancouver of the wealthy 
supported by shanty towns and barracks full of temporary foreign workers with local business unable to pay a livable wage. 

Please show that you understand the needs of the tenants in Vancouver by your support for this motion. 
Keep me informed of the decision on this motion. 

s.22(1) 
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Dear Mayor and Council, 

From: s.2:Z-(T) 

To: " rby-Yung Sarah" <Sarah rby-Yung@vancouyerca> 
Date: 11/12/2018 7:03:16 PM 

Subject: Re: Googe Group & Foder; C ty Counc Nov 13 

My name is .22 1 . I am a resident of Vancouver and I am writing in support of Motion 810 Protecting Tenants from 
Renovictions and Aggressive Buy-Outs . 

. :Z-2('1 

.22( 1) ---.,---~ ---,---.-------.---,-----.-.,-,~~---.,.._--,~.-, lwasinfonned tlie new owner liad 
applied forou1ld1ng pem,1ts for extensive renovations and an ev1ct1on notice would 5e"issuea very soon as possible givings.22 
months to vacate. A fellow tenant obtained the following building pem,it infom,ation from the city planning department: 

Description of Work: 
.22(1) 

Interior alterations to replace domestic water piping, provide firestopping, and repair walls in conjunction with repiping in all of the 
26 units in this existing 3-storey multiple dwelling building on this site. Scope of work to include installation of new dishwashers, 
washers and dryers in all units. 
Estimated Completion Date: 
Estimated completion date or length of work depends on the contractor on how fast they do the work We can't really estimate on 
how much time they will be able to finish. 

A developer .22( tells me this type of work is done while buildings are occupied all the time and in fact, plumbing work has been a 
frequent occurrence in my building during the .22(1) I have lived here. To me this renoviction seems like a blatant attempt to end
run the rent controls put in place to protect affor a61e housing. The building appears to be in roughly the same shape as when I 
moved in, with occasional upgrades (a proper breaker box, mercury free themiostat, new smoke detectors, functional appliances, 
redone baseboard heating valves, etc). 

If the choice is to move and pay at least double the rent or remain in my building with some disruption while repairs are made, I will 
choose to remain every time. Z2('f) 
s.22(T1 
s.22(1 ) totolerate some 1::>u1lding repairs in order to remain . 

. 22( 1) income above the "livable wage" I likely would not be able to remain in Vancouver at current market 
rates if evict~ I would not just looking for a new apartment, but a new city, a new job, a new life! This is causing me a great deal 
of depression and stress. and I am already depressed since I was made aware of my impending renoviction. 

I call on the wisdom and understanding of the Mayor and Council to pass Motion B10 and slow renovictions in our city. We do not 
have a properly functioning real estate market and failure for the council to act will result in the real estate industry's insatiable 
appetite for ever increasing profits to continue to bypass rent controls. 

If you would like Vancouver to remain a diverse, vibrant, livable city, I implore you to act. Otherwise I foresee a Vancouver of the 
wealthy supported by shanty towns and barracks full of temporary foreign workers with local business unable to pay a livable wage. 

Please show that you understand the needs of the tenants in Vancouver by your support for this motion. 
Keep me infom,ed of the decision on this motion . 

. 22{1) 
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From: Renta1Property@telus.net 
To : "Wiebe. Michael" <Michael.Wiebe@vancouver.ca> 

Date: 11/28/2018 7:18:05 PM 

RE: Housing Crisis: Perspective of a Landlord ... with a Social Conscience ... that voted 
Subject: NOP 

Hi Michael, 
Another counsellor also asked me for my suggestions. I have been putting all together and planned to email all councillors 
in the coming days. As a side note, small 7 minute segment on cknw 980 this afternoon talking about this situation; 5 of 
the 6 callers supported landlords = interesting response. .22(1) 
s72(1 ,----.--, This saia,aft~e-r r""'"e-ce-_1-v'1'"""ng~ m-y_n __ e_x,..e~m~a--,r;-1 am stf11happy to meet rf 
you trunk it woulcl assist and Monday shou@ probably work. Perhaps we can connect again on Friday .. Thank you. mark 

From: Wiebe, M ichael <Michael.Wiebe@vancouver.ca> 
Sent: November 28, 2018 18:23 
To: Renta1Property@telus.net 
Subject: RE: Housing Crisis: Perspective of a Landlord ... with a Social Conscience ... that voted NOP 

Hi Mark, 

Do you have time on Monday to meet up? 

Regards, 

Michael Wiebe 
City Councillor 

From: RentalProperty@telus.net [mailto:RentalProperty@telus.net] 
Sent: Monday, November 26, 2018 10:37 AM 
To: Wiebe, Michael 
Subject: RE: Housing Crisis: Perspective of a Landlord .. . with a Social Conscience .. . that voted NDP 

Hi Michael, 
A meeting would be wonderful. Unfortunately this week is very challenging due to work and travel commitments. Is there 
a time week that can work? 
Thank you. mark 

From: Wiebe, M ichael <Michael.Wiebe@vancouver.ca> 

Sent: November 26, 2018 10:33 
To: RentalProperty@telus.net 
Subject: Re: Housing Crisis: Perspective of a Landlord .. . with a Social Conscience ... that voted NOP 

Hi Heather & Mark, 

Are you able to meet up today to talk about how we can better support Landlords while working on new tenant 
protections? 

Regards, 

Councillor Michael Wiebe 
michael.wiebe@vancouver.ca 

t 604-873-7241 
C 604-679-0890 
Twitter @counci llorwiebe 
Facebook /councillorwiebe 
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On Nov 26, 2018, at 9:40 AM, "RentalProperty@telus.net" <RentalProperty@telus.net> wrote: 

Dear Mayor and Council -

We are landlords but we voted for the NOP. We are landlords but we supported Kennedy Stewart. We say but 
because there are many developers and landlords that do have a social conscience and hence, vote in ways to 
improve the lives of the masses, not just the wealthy! 

We own/manage approximately 30 rental buildings/properties in Vancouver. We maintain them to high standards 
and carry out renovations {only when needed) so they are clean, healthy and safe for our residents; many of whom 
have been with us for 10-20-30+ years. Please note that we can knock down many of these buildings {in allowable 
zoned areas) and easily build expensive condos and reap big profits ... but we do not because we are in, and enjoy, 
the rental business and are proud of what we offer our residents. 

We currently have approx. 21 seniors and others who are paying approx. $700 {the market is $1800 on turnover) 
and another 10 who live for FREE ! Why do we do this {$700 and free)? We did not want to raise rents for some 
seniors and FREE because our 'market-rents' allow us to be charitable in this way; in addition to our other charitable 
giving. 

Ms. Swanson, you have a good heart; you are an advocate for those in-need. But with all due respect, there are 
developers/investors (us and many, many others) who also have good hearts. "Landlord" does not= "bad person"; 
sadly, you have created such an unfortunate definition which your base relies on. Again, these same advocates {us 
included) can knock down our c-2, C-3 and CD zoned buildings and make quick millions, but we do not! Most 
apartment buildings are zoned RM-4 = no demolition. But many are on sites where demo/condos are permitted. 

Mayor and Council, please think about this scenario. We are now buying an 83 year old 16 suite building. It has 
unsafe, exposed knob/tube wiring throughout, leaky plumbing, rotting floors, broken windows, ceilings with asbestos 
fa lling down, poor heat, bathrooms & kitchens falling apart, etc.; all caused by a hands-off, unresponsive landlord. 
If we knocked it down and built condos, it would mean the immediate and permanent removal of 16 rental suites 

from the market. Instead, we plan to do a $1.2 million renovation, bring the building back to its original glory and at 
the same time, bring it to 2018 code/safety/liveability standards. The residents pay an average of $900/month. The 
RTA says we need to pay the equivalent of 1-months rent. We instead are prepared to offer 5 times that amount. 
That seems reasonable. 

Questions for you to think about: 

-How can one be expected to buy this {or any) building and deal with the issues at hand, without being able to have 
the building vacated? It would be impossible and unfeasible to do so. 

-Would the City prefer that landlords leave buildings in this condition? 

-How can one be expected to spend $1.2 million and not be permitted to re-rent at 'market rents'? We need to 
borrow this money, pay interest, etc. = money does not grow on trees for us. 

-How can we be expected {for any building) to pay 'market' costs for property taxes, insurance, heat, hot water, 
management, etc. when some suggest that we should not be able to charge 'market' rents? Again, we have to pay 
'market' costs but cannot collect 'market' rents? 

-How can we and others continue to opt for 'renovation and maintaining rental suites' when some are aggressively 
motivating us to simply take the easy way out and build/sell condos? For 45 years we have never built, but we are 
now being forced to consider it. 

-If a $700/month senior passes away, or moves to a care facility, why do some think it is unfair for a landlord to 
renovate the 30 year old suite and ask market rents? Again, this market-rent helps that same landlord keep other 
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residents for $700 and even, FREE. 

We are but one small family business and feel for all parties involved. This said, Ms. Swanson, your finger-point ing, 
blaming and threats to institute aggressive tenancy laws/policies will surely only harm the exact tenants that you are 
trying to protect. Have you ever thought to sit down with landlords who may perhaps have more insight into fair, 
reasonable and practical suggestions which can lead to win-w in resolut ions for all involved? There are so many 
ways the City can easily tackle the housing crisis; but some of you have blinders on and do not wish to listen. Would 
a win-win be so bad? Would it not be wiser (and in the best interest of those you are trying to protect) to perhaps 
take a step back and listen? Would it not make for a more productive, civi l exchange and civi l society if your base 
were not being told that landlords are bad? 

Thank you for your attent ion. 

heather and mark 
concerned landlords and citizens 

<IMG 5266.JPG> 

<IMG 5289.JPG> 

<IMG 5291.JPG> 

<IMG 5292.JPG> 
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From: 
To : 

Date : 11/13/201812:42:12 PM 
Subject: RE: In favour of motion 4 & 10 

Hi .22 , 

I am also supportive of these motions. Thank you for your email and for keeping pressure up on this issue. It really matters. 

In solidarity, 
Christine 

Councillor Christine Boyle 
CITY OF VANCOUVER 
phone 604-873-7242 email CLRboyle@vancouver.ca 
address 453 W 12 Ave Vancouver, BC V5Y 1V4 
twitter @christineboyle facebook www.facebook.com/ChristineBoyleVancouver 

----Original Messag,__e_--_--_-________ _ 
From: .22(1) 
Sent: Tuesday, November 13, 2018 9:42 AM 
To: Boyle, Christine; Wiebe, Michael; Bligh, Rebecca; De Genova, Melissa; Dominato, Lisa; kennedy.steward@vancouver.ca; 
Hardwick, Colleen; Kirby-Yung, Sarah; Swanson, Jean; Carr, Adriane; Fry, Pete 
Cc: Vancouver Tenants Union 
Subject: In favour of motion 4 & 10 

Dear Mayor and City Councillors of Vancouver, 

My name is s .Z2 , I am a renter in East Vancouver, . 2(l) 
s.22T'I) ). I am unable t .. o_a_tt_e-nd.,...,th_e_c_o_u_n_cil meeting today, but I would like to speak very strongly in 

favour of motions 4 and 10. 

With reference to motion 4: it is absolutely imperative that council recommit 58 West Hastings to be dedicated as 100% 
welfare/pension rate housing. It is absolutely horrendous that those who are on pensions are facing homelessness because of 
how expensive housing is. Further, the people who live in the Downtown Eastside deserve safe, clean housing. This community 
needs it the most, and if the city isn't doing what they can to help, what is the point of city council? The capital developers own will 
reproduce itself, that's what the system of capitalism does. Council needs to protect those who do not have such a safety net. 

With reference to motion 10: renters need protection from predatory "property management" companies. Renters who find 
relatively affordable housing live in fear that the landlord will renovate and kick us out, myself and many s .22(T) included. 
Don't get me wrong, I think it's crucial that landlords are able to renovate in order to maintain buildings, and tenants appreciate 
that. However, it is extremely unethical to prevent tenants from moving back to their home when they are willing to accommodate 
the renovations. There are literal property management companies who specialize in renovictions: this cannot continue. You 
cannot allow the renters of Vancouver to live in fear. No one should have to live a Hobbesian world motivated by fear. 

Thanks for your time, please vote in favour of these two motions. 

Sincerely, 
.Z2T'I) ·-----------------------
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From: "Bay e Cbcist oe" <Cbcist oe Bay e@yancmwec ca> 
To: .22Tl1 

Date: 11/12/2018 4:08:49 PM 

Subject: RE: Jean Swanson's 'End ng Renovict ons' Moton B10 

Hi .2 
Thank you for t his e ma il. And I'm so sorry to hear a bout your bu ilding - though I am unfo rt unat ely not surprised. I've been ta lking wit h Jean about t his issue, and am 
very support ive of the mot ion. And will keep pushing - with Jea n - to try and change t hings. 

Thanks for push ing o n this - we're gett ing lots of emails in suppo rt of it, and it's great. 

In solidarity, 
Christine 

Councillor Christine Boyle 
CITY OF VANCOUVER 
phone 604-8734 7242 email 9 Rbmde@vaocmrYer ca 
adctrer.s 453 W 12 Ave Vancouver, BC VS¥ 1V4 
twitter @christineboyle tacebook '00000' tacehools wro/ChcisrineflmrteYaomuvec 

From: ~221J 
Sent: Monday, N·,..ovem-'·be'-r""1"'2,"'201s 11:os AM 
To: Fung, Davin 
Cc Stewart, Kennedy; Bligh, Rebecca; Boyle, Christine; carr, Adriane; De Genova, Melissa; Dominate, Lisa; Fry, Pete; Hardwick, Colleen; Kirby-Yung, Sarah; swanson, Jean; Wiebe, Michael 
Subject: Jean swanson's 'Ending Renovictions' Motion 810 

Dear Mayor and Council, 

My name is , I am a resident of Vancouver and I am writing in support of Motion BIO Protecting Tenants from Renov~ctions and Aggressive Buy-Outs. 

~.22(1) 
s.22 1} 
renovations and an ev1ct1011 nohce would be issued as soon as poss,& e givmg 
from the city planning department: 
Description of Work: 

was m ormed the new owner haclappliea torbtii!ou1g pemuts lor extensive 
months to vacate. A fellow tenant obtained the following building pemiit information 

~ (1 ~ iterior a terattons to replace domestic waterpiping, provide firestopping, and repair walls in conjunction \\~th repiping in all of the 26 units in this existing 3-storey multiple 
dwelling building on this site. Scope of work to include installation of new dishwashers, washers and dryers in all w1its . 
Estimated Completion Date: 
Estimated completion date or length of work depends on the contractor on how fast they do the work. We can' t really estin1ate 011 how much time they will be able to fuiish. 

A developer . 2 tells me this type of work is done while buildings are occupied all the time and in fact, plumbing work has been a frequent occurrence in my building 
during ther ll 1 have lived here. To me this renoviction seems like a blatant attempt to end-run the rent controls put in place to protect affordable housing. The building 
appears to 15'e m roughly the same shape as when I moved in, with occasional upgrades (a proper breaker box, mercury free thermostat, new smoke detectors, functional 
appliances. redone baseboard heating valves, etc). 

If the choice is to move and pay at least double the rent or remain in my building \\~th some disruption wliile repairs are made, I will choose to remain every tin1e. 

f:~~<T) to tolerate some buifclii_1_g-re_p_a_ir_s_m_or..,d'·er_t_o_r_e,-n-a,-n-. ---------------

.22(f _ ___ ..., __ ,.~ income above the "liveable wage" I likely would not be able to remain in Vancouver at current market rates if e\~cted. I would not just be 
loolang!or a new apartment, out a new city, a new job, a new life! This is causing me a great deal of stress. I have had a knot in my stomach since I was made aware of my 
impending renov~ction. 

I call on the \\~sdom and understanding of the Mayor and Collllcil to pass Motion BIO and slow renovictions in our city. We do not have a properly functioning real estate 
market and failtire for the cow1cil to act will result in the real estate industry's insatiable appetite for ever increasing profits to continue to bypass rent controls. 

If you would like Vancouver to remain a diverse, vibrant, liveable city, I implore you to act. Otherwise I foresee a Vancouver of the wealthy supported by shanty towns and 
barracks full of temporary foreign workers with local business unable to pay a liveable wage. 

Please show that you w1derstand the needs of the renters in Vancouver by your support for this motion. 
Keep me infom1ed of the decision on this motion. 

Sincerely_ .. ______ _ 

s.22(1) 
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From: "Brad Jones" <bjones@wesgroup.ca> 

To: ':Wiebe Michael" <Michael Wjebe@vancouyer ca> 
Date: 11/28/2018 7:10:42 PM 

Subject: Re: Motion 10- Protecting Tenants from Renovictions and Aggressive Buyouts 

Great, I'll give you a call in the morning 

Thanks 

Brad Jones 
Wesgroup Properties 
Sent from my iPhone 

On Nov 28, 2018, at 7:06 PM, Wiebe, Michael <Michael Wjebe@vancouyer ca> wrote: 

Hi Brad, 

Regards, 

Michael Wiebe 
City Councillor 

From: Brad Jones [mailto-bjones@wesgroup ca] 
Sent: Wednesday, November 28, 20 18 6:49 PM 
To: Wiebe, Michael 
Subject: Re: Motion 10 - Protect ing Tenants from Renovictions and Aggressive Buyouts 

Yes-when works for you? 

Brad Jones 
Wesgroup Properties 
Sent from my iPhone 

On Nov 28, 2018, at 6:44 PM, Wiebe, Michael <Mjchael Wjebe@yancouyer ca> wrote: 

HI Brad, 

Do you have time for a quick conversat ion on this issue? 

Regards, 

Michael Wiebe 
Vancouver City Council 

From: Brad Jones [maHto·bjones@wesaroup ca ] 
Sent: Wednesday, November 28, 2018 3:15 PM 
To: Correspondence Group, City Clerk's Office; Stewart, Kennedy; Bligh, Rebecca; Boyle, Christine; Carr, Adriane; Dominato, Lisa; De Genova, 
Melissa; Fry, Pete; Hardwick, Colleen; Kirby-Yung, Sarah; Swanson, Jean; Wiebe, Michael 
Cc: Kelley, Gil; Johnston, Sadhu 
Subject: Motion 10 - Protecting Tenants from Renovictions and Aggressive Buyouts 

Please find attached a letter expressing our concerns regarding this mot ion 

Thank you 

Brad Jones 
Vice President, Development 

<image00l.jpg> 

Suite 910-1055 Dunsmuir Street 
Vancouver, BC V7X 1l3 

D 604 6481831 
F 604 632 1737 
C 604 830 1664 

Visit us online at wesorouo ca 
We support a greener futll"e. Please print this ema~ only if necessary 
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From: "Kirby-Yung, Sarah" <Sarah.Kirby-Yung@vancouver.ca> 
To: s.22{11 

Date: 12/4/2018 12:40:30 PM 
Subject: RE: Motion B10 "Protecting Tenants from Renovictions and Aggressive Buy-Outs" 

Hellos.22(1) 

Thank you for your email. May I ask which .22ff) owned property you are in? I understand if you would ------prefer not t o share. 

Regards, 

Sarah Kirby-Yung 
Councillor 
City of Vancouver 
e: Sarah Kirby-Yuog@vancouver ca 

From: .22 1 ----------------Sent: Tuesday, December 4, 2018 11:53 AM 
To: Stewart, Kennedy; Fry, Pete; Bligh, Rebecca; Boyle, Christine; Carr, Adriane; Dominato, Lisa; Hardwick, Colleen; 
De Genova, Melissa; Kirby-Yung, Sarah; Swanson, Jean; Wiebe, Michael 
Subject: Motion Bl0 "Protecting Tenants from Renovictions and Aggressive Buy-Outs" 

Dear Mayor and Council, 
I am a resident of Vancouver living in the the city's affordable rental housing stock and I am wiiting in support 
of Motion BIO Protecting Tenants from Renovictions and Aggressive Buy-Outs. I urge you to pass this motion 
without changes or amendments that will dilute it's goals and pmposes. 

As a tenant, I am not presently facing a Renoviction but a Demoviction from my home of .22[1) 
.22[1 owned property. Motion BIO mentions the Tenant Relocation and Protectio'""n_P_o_l_ic_y_(T_ RP_ P_)_an ... d 

many speakers at the Nov. 27th & 28th public heruing spoke about expanding it to those who it's not presently 
available. However having already been offered the policy along with other affected tenants of the proposed 
development, many ofus have discovered that the Co V's own version of the TRPP is inadequate and does 
little to relieve the costs and stress caused by a demoviction dming a severe rental housing sho1tage. Although 
some of the benefits received through the policy are helpful, the replacement units offered so far have been 
much smaller and considerably more expensive than what we presently have or they're in an undesirable area. 

I've been told by TRPP reps, to find something close in monthly rent to what I'm paying now, .22r11 
.22rf) -----~--- from the impo1tant conn'""ec-t"'"io_n_s"""I""'h-av_e_. -

developed over the years in Vancouver, including work. Tue other issue has been the possibly oflosing our 
three relocation options ifwe refuse the 1st offer due to the above mentioned issues. This does not sound like 
the Co Vs TRPP as quoted in the documents found in the links below. 

"The City of Vancouver will work with existing tenants on site to ensure appropriate relocation to 
alternative housing that meets individual needs." 
https·Uwww bchousjng org/publjcatjons/C)ark-Drjve-East-1 st-Newsletter pelf 
https-//www bchousjng org/publjcatjons/lst-Clark-Communjty-Meetjng-Question-Answer pdf 

"Units should be of a comparable unit type" 
Increased Protection for Renters - Tenant Relocation and Protection Policy and Associated Guidelines 
cnnent Tenant Relocation provisions under Rate of Change Gujde)jnes CP IQ) 

Sample Tenant Relocation Plan - tenant-relocation-plan-example.pdf 
https://vancouver.ca/files/cov/tenant-relocation-plan-example.pdf 
"Below is a variety of inf ormation and assistance measures we are putting in place for the current 
tenants in order to f ulfill requirements of the City of Vancouver's Rate of Change Guidelines and to 
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fulfill our corporate belief of upholding a positive tenant-landlord relationship. " 

"Alternate Accommodation Assistance" 
"The tenants, if requested, will be assisted in finding three comparable units in Vancouver that flt as 
closely to their current accommodation as possible; at least one of the comparable units will be in the 
same neighbourhood. For existing tenants requesting assistance in finding alternate accommodation, we 
will provide a comparable option that rents for no more than 10% above current rent levels, unless 
othenvise agreed to by the tenant. If desired, tenants can provide their accommodation specifications and 
the designated tenant relocation manager/coordinator will actively search out vacant units that match the 
requirements. " 

Another significant issue after we do eventually move into new rental accommodations, we may very well be 
soon be faced with a renoviction crisis or another demoviction all over again. So, passing Motion BIO with 
significant amendments to improve the TRPP for all tenants suff e1ing in this toxic rental enviromnent is 
essential. 

On a final note, I've copied below a link to an insightful aiticle and two quoted p01tions from it that can be 
found by scrolling half-way down the page. I draw your attention to these two policy ideas because I feel they 
better address the issues and challenges of very long term tenants like myself than anything implemented so far 
by the City of Vancouver or the BC Gov't. Similar rent-freeze policies have been suggested by others as a 
necessaiy and humane step in addressing the haims done to so many Vancouver tenants . Perhaps these can be 
enacted by the City of Vancouver in the very near fon1re. 

An Idea for Housing Affordability I Vancouvennarket.ca • June 11, 2015 
"Protection of existing tenants: The only way densiji.cation can work is if existing renters and apartment 
neighbourhoods support the policies that will be required to facilitate it. Existing tenants in affected 
buildings could be offered unchanged rents ill tile new or renovated buildings with an option for a buy
out to be offered if the tenant moves on. This could be regulated by the City." 

"Rent Maximums: Ensure that only new tenants can be charged market rents, existing tenants that wish 
to stay are allowed to do so at their previous rent level. In many cases, the additional density will more 
than offset these rents." 

Thank you, 
.22(1) 
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November 10, 2018 

Mayor & City Council 

City of Vancouver 
453 W. 12th Avenue 

Vancouver, BC 
V5Y 1V4 

From: 572('1) 

To: "B gh Rebecca" <Rebecca B gh@vancouver ca> 
"Boye Che st oe" <Che st oe Boy e@vancouver ca> 
"Carr Ade ane" <Ade ane Carr@vancouver ca> 
"De Genova Mel ssa" <Me issa DeGenova@vaocouver ca> 
"Dom nato L sa" <L sa Dom nato@Yancouver ca> 
"Fry Pete" <Pete fry@vaocouver ca> 
"Hardw ck Co een" <Co een Hardw ck@vaocouver ca> 
" rby-Yung. Sarah" <Sarah. rby-Yung@vancouver.ca> 
"Swanson, Jean" <Jean.Swanson@vancouver.ca> 
'W ebe, M chae" <M chae .W ebe@vancouver.ca> 
"Fung, Dav n" <Dav n.Fung@vancouver.ca> 
"Stewart, ennedy" < ennedy.Stewart@vancouver.ca> 

Date: 11/10/2018 11 :50:42 PM 

Subject: Re: Moton B4 & Moton 810 
Attachments: Mot on 84 & 8 10.pdf 

Dear Mayor Stewart and City Counci llors, 

Re: Motion B4 & Motion 810 

The City of Vancouver needs to demonstrate its commitment to ending homelessness. I urge you to vote yes on Motions B4 & Motion 810. 

A. For ten years residents of DTES have rallied endlessly for 100% social housing at 58 W. Hastings Street. Even Gregor Robertson 
promised housing at 1000/4 welfare and pension rates. The community has lost 500 units of low income housing in 2017 and we most 

recently lost 153 units from the Regents .22(1 . Gentrification is driving the 
cost of housing higher and higher. The average SRO is renting between $650 - $700. This leaves renters no money for food. The City's 
proposed project would provide as few as 70 units of social housing rather than 300 units. 

B. Renters need better protection when it comes to the aggressive renovictions happening in this city. Tenants are vulnerable to greedy 
developers. They do not understand their rights when it comes to renovations. Companies specializing in buy outs force tenants to accept 
deals that could make them homeless. To end this we need a better tenant relocations and protection policy as made out in Motion 810. 

According to the BC Tenancy Policy Guidelines of May 2018. Landlords cannot end tenancy for the renovations or repairs. I fully support a 
motion that offers displaced tenants the chance to move out temporarily without their lease agreement ending nor their rent increasing. 
Furthermore,we need rent control in this city, but where the rent is tied to the unit not the person. 

To this end, I hope that Mayor Stewart and City Council w ill adopt the the motions put forward by Councillor Swanson in effort to reduce 

poverty and homelessness. I have lived here .22f1l and this is my home. Please don't force me out. 

Yours Sincerely, 

.22('1 
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November 10, 2018 

Mayor & City Council 
City of Vancouver 
453 W. 12th Avenue 
Vancouver, BC 
V5Y 1V4 

From: 572('1) 

To: "B gh Rebecca" <Rebecca B gh@vancouver ca> 
"Boye Che st oe" <Che st oe Boy e@vancouver ca> 
"Carr Ade ane" <Ade ane Carr@vancouver ca> 
"De Genova Mel ssa" <Me issa DeGenova@vaocouver ca> 
"Dom nato L sa" <L sa Dom nato@Yancouver ca> 
"Fry Pete" <Pete fry@vaocouver ca> 
"Hardw ck Co een" <Co een Hardw ck@vaocouver ca> 
" rby-Yung. Sarah" <Sarah. rby-Yung@vancouver.ca> 

"Swanson, Jean" <Jean.Swanson@vancouver.ca> 

'W ebe, M chae" <M chae .W ebe@vancouver.ca> 

"Fung, Dav n" <Dav n.Fung@vancouver.ca> 

"Stewart, ennedy" < ennedy.Stewart@vancouver.ca> 

Date: 11/10/2018 11 :50:42 PM 

Subject: Re: Moton B4 & Moton 810 
Attachments: Mot on 84 & 810.pdf 

Dear Mayor Stewart and City Counci llors, 

Re: Motion B4 & Motion 810 

The City of Vancouver needs to demonstrate its commitment to ending homelessness. I urge you to vote yes on Motions B4 & Motion 810. 

A. For ten years residents of DTES have rallied endlessly for 100% social housing at 58 W. Hastings Street. Even Gregor Robertson 
promised housing at 1000/4 welfare and pension rates. The community has lost 500 units of low income housing in 2017 and we most 
recently lost 153 units from the Regent.s.22('1) Gentrification is driving the 
cost of housing higher and higher. The average SRO is renting between $650 - $700. This leaves renters no money for food. The City's 
proposed project would provide as few as 70 units of social housing rather than 300 units. 

B. Renters need better protection when it comes to the aggressive renovictions happening in this city. Tenants are vulnerable to greedy 
developers. They do not understand their rights when it comes to renovations. Companies specializing in buy outs force tenants to accept 
deals that could make them homeless. To end this we need a better tenant relocations and protection policy as made out in Motion 810. 
According to the BC Tenancy Policy Guidelines of May 2018. Landlords cannot end tenancy for the renovations or repairs. I fully support a 
motion that offers displaced tenants the chance to move out temporarily without their lease agreement ending nor their rent increasing. 
Furthermore,we need rent control in this city, but where the rent is tied to the unit not the person. 

To this end, I hope that Mayor Stewart and City Council w ill adopt the the motions put forward by Councillor Swanson in effort to reduce 
poverty and homelessness. I have lived here .22f1l and this is my home. Please don't force me out. 

Yours Sincerely, 

.22'{1) 
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November 10, 2018 

Mayor & City Council 
City of Vancouver 
453 W. 12th Avenue 
Vancouver, BC 
V5Y 1V4 

From 

To: "B gh Rebecca" <Rebecca B gh@vancouver ca> 
"Boye Che st oe" <Che st oe Boy e@vancouver ca> 
"Carr Ade ane" <Ade ane Carr@vancouver ca> 
"De Genova Mel ssa" <Me issa DeGenova@vaocouver ca> 
"Dom nato L sa" <L sa Dom nato@Yancouver ca> 
"Fry Pete" <Pete fry@vaocouver ca> 
"Hardw ck Co een" <Co een Hardw ck@vaocouver ca> 
" rby-Yung. Sarah" <Sarah. rby-Yung@vancouver.ca> 
"Swanson, Jean" <Jean.Swanson@vancouver.ca> 
'W ebe, M chae" <M chae .W ebe@vancouver.ca> 
"Fung, Dav n" <Dav n.Fung@vancouver.ca> 
"Stewart, ennedy" < ennedy.Stewart@vancouver.ca> 

Date: 11/10/2018 11 :50:42 PM 

Subject: Re: Moton B4 & Moton 810 
Attachments: Mot on 84 & 8 10.pdf 

Dear Mayor Stewart and City Counci llors, 

Re: Motion B4 & Motion 810 

The City of Vancouver needs to demonstrate its commitment to ending homelessness. I urge you to vote yes on Motions B4 & Motion 810. 

A. For ten years residents of DTES have rallied endlessly for 100% social housing at 58 W. Hastings Street. Even Gregor Robertson 
promised housing at 1000/4 welfare and pension rates. The community has lost 500 units of low income housing in 2017 and we most 
recently lost 153 units from the Regent.s.22('1) Gentrification is driving the 
cost of housing higher and higher. The average SRO is renting between $650 - $700. This leaves renters no money for food. The City's 
proposed project would provide as few as 70 units of social housing rather than 300 units. 

B. Renters need better protection when it comes to the aggressive renovictions happening in this city. Tenants are vulnerable to greedy 
developers. They do not understand their rights when it comes to renovations. Companies specializing in buy outs force tenants to accept 
deals that could make them homeless. To end this we need a better tenant relocations and protection policy as made out in Motion 810. 
According to the BC Tenancy Policy Guidelines of May 2018. Landlords cannot end tenancy for the renovations or repairs. I fully support a 
motion that offers displaced tenants the chance to move out temporarily without their lease agreement ending nor their rent increasing. 
Furthermore,we need rent control in this city, but where the rent is tied to the unit not the person. 

To this end, I hope that Mayor Stewart and City Council w ill adopt the the motions put forward by Councillor Swanson in effort to reduce 
poverty and homelessness. I have lived here .22f1l and this is my home. Please don't force me out. 

Yours Sincerely, 

.2Z(1J 
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Hi .2 

From: "Boyle Christine" <Chrjstjne Boyle@vancouver ca> 
To: s.221 

Date: 11/12/2018 4:32:04 PM 
Subject: RE: Motion 84 & Motion 8 10 

I am supportive of these motions - and agree we need to be much bolder on protecting renters and addressing homelessness. I look forward to working with Jean on 
these issues. 

And thank you for your email. We are getting a lot of emails - particularly in support of B10 - and it' s really helpful. 

In solidarity, 
Christine 

Councillor Christine Boyle 
CffY OF VANCOUVER 
phone 604-873-7242 email CLRboyle@vancouver.ca 
address 4S3 W 12 Ave Vancouver, BC VSY 1V4 
twitter @christineboyle facebook www.facebook.com/ChristineBoyleVancouver 

fron,s.22ff,~--.----,,-e--=-=.,,....,.-:-:'""=cc:--..... 
Sent: Saturday, November 10, 2018 11:51 PM 
To: Bligh, Rebecca; Boyle, Christine; Carr, Adriane; De Genova, Melissa; Dominate, Lisa; Fry, Pete; Hardwick, Colleen; Kirby-Yung, Sarah; Swanson, Jean; Wiebe, 
Michael; Fung, Davin; Stewart, Kennedy 
Subject : Re: Motion B4 & Motion 810 

November 10, 2018 

Mayor & City Council 
City of Vancouver 

453 W. 12t h Avenue 
Vancouver, BC 

V5Y 1V4 

Dear Mayor Stewart and City Councillors, 

Re: Motion B4 & Motion B10 

The City of Vancouver needs to demonstrate its commitment to ending homelessness. I urge you to vote yes on Motions B4 & Motion B10. 

A. For ten years residents of OTES have rallied endlessly for 100% social housing at 58 W. Hastings Street. Even Gregor Robertson promised housing at 100% 

welfare and pension rates. The community has lost 500 units of low income housing in 2017 and we most recently lost 153 units from the Regent. .22 
~.22 'f . Gentrification is driving the cost of housing higher and higher. The average SRO is renting b' ... e-tw- ee,._,n,..$·-,6e!50 -

700. This leaves renters no money for food. The City's proposed project would provide as few as 70 units of social housing rather than 300 units. 

B. Renters need better protection when it comes to the aggressive renovictions happening in this city. Tenants are vulnerable to greedy developers. They do not 

understand their rights when it comes to renovations. Companies specializing in buy outs force tenants to accept deals that could make them homeless. To end this 
we need a better tenant relocat ions and protection policy as made out in Motion B10. According to the BC Tenancy Pol icy Guidelines of May 2018. Landlords 
cannot end tenancy for the renovations or repairs. I fully support a motion that offers d isplaced tenants the chance to move out temporarily without their lease 

agreement ending nor their rent increasing. Furthermore,we need rent control in this city, but where the rent is tied to the unit not the person. 

To this end, I hope that Mayor Stewart and City Council will adopt the the motions put forward by Councillor Swanson in effort to reduce poverty and homelessness. 

I have lived here .22 and this is my home. Please don't force me out. 

Yours Sincerely, 

s.22(1) 
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From: "BoyJe Qbcistjne" <Qbcistjne Boyle@vancouver ca> 
To : . -2rn 

Date: 12/4/2018 5:23:37 PM 

Subject: RE: My personal request for your support of 8 10 

Hi . 

I'm very supportive of this motion. Thanks for your email and for keeping the pressure up. It really matters. 

Christine 

--- --Original Message-----From: .22[f ______________ _ 

Sent: Tuesday, December 4, 2018 3:25 PM 

To: Boyle, Christine 
Subject: My personal request for your support of B 10 

Dear Councillor Boyle, 

_____ .. and am currently facing I am writing you to ask for your support of motion 810. I have been a tenant of 
renoviction by the new owners and the management company .2Z(f) --------------
In September of th is year .22 took over management and since this time living in my home has become stressful and uncomfortable 
due to their intimidating and aggressive tactics. In the first week of managing the building s.2""2('1) informed me that I would be facing an 

impending eviction in order for renovations to take place in my suite. I was informed that I should move within the month and take a buyout 
as permits could be approved in a "matter of weeks." Furthermore, I was told that it would be "dangerous" and "noisy" to live in a building 
undergoing renovations. After phoning the city I learned that no permits had even been submitted for development of the building or 

renovation of my suite. Also two weeks into management .22( 1) started painting the outside of .22( 1) painting over most 
w indows in the building, including my kitchen and bedroom windows.s.22(1) never completed this painting job and the paint on the 
windows still remains. They destroyed the beautiful gardens.2Z{l) in our building had spent years cultivating. The hallways have 

not been cleaned since September and burnt out fire escape lights were only replaced when the fire department was called by a neighbour. 
Since September .2211 have continued to post buyout offers on my door and accost me in the hallways of my building to pressure me 
to move. .22-(l) has started renovations in up to 7 vacant suites in the building and without any permits, so far as I know. I don't believe 

.2Z(l) intends to get any permits. I believe . 2TJ) wishes to push me out in order to do minor renovations and then rent to a new 
tenant at a h igher price. I expect to face continued pressure and intimidation from .22 . Furthermore, I expect.__ ___ .. will continue 

to make .22 1 an uncomfortable building in which to live in order to persuade me to take the buyout offer. 

On a more personal note I am a .2 
.._ _______________________________________ ..... 

am dedicated to caring for the sickest patients in the city and province. If you asked my patients and their families, they would tell you that I 

obviously love my job and work incredibly hard to provide them with the best care possible. Vancouver is becoming increasingly 
unaffordable for me, a young responsible professional. Owing a home or an apartment is a far away and possibly unreachable dream. 

Renting in Vancouver is becoming increasingly difficult as prices soar and vacancy rates remain low. I have watched many of my 
colleagues get pushed out of the city as they look for more affordable homes. .22('1 and their tactics of renovictions are a part of the 
problem. I want to stay in Vancouver and continue to work to help care for patients and their families .22 I cannot fight these companies 

and their threats of renovictions on my own. I need your help. 

Thank you for considering this motion. 

Sincerely, 

. 2'[f) 
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From: 
To: "Swanson, Jean" <Jean.Swanson@vancouver.ca> 

Date: 11/14/2018 9:35:39 AM 
Subject: Re: Please Support Motion B10 to Protect Tenants from Renovictions 

You're very welcome Jean. I wish I could be there in person. 

On Wed, Nov 14, 2018 at 7:46 AM Swanson, Jean <Jean.Swanson@vancouver.ca> wrote: 
Thanks so much for your letter .22{ 

\ 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Nov 13, 2018, at 6:56 PM, s.22('1) wrote: ----------------
Dear Mayor and Council , 

My name is .22(1) . I am a resident of a .22(1) Building on Vancouver's 
westside and I am writing in support of Motion B 10 Protecting Tenants from Renovictions 
and Aggressive Buy-Outs. 

In short - November 2017, .z2r1) . The following 
month I received an 'Emergency Repair' eviction notice. I took my landlord to arbitration 
through the RTB and won. Despite this ruling by the RTB, my landlord continued to try to 
fully move me out of my suite, offering a 'moving and storage fee' when I surrendered my 
keys. You can see the fu ll Global News story here, along with another tenants story who 
lives in a property also owned by the same landlord -
https://globalnews.ca/search/renoviction 
It is now November 2018. No repairs have been done to my suite, and the landlord is now 
trying to increase my rent. 

Th is landlord has lost 3 separate cases to date regarding 'renovictions' with the RTB, and is 
also being sued by one of the tenants who took them to arbitration and won. According to 
the landlord, 'it's not personal, it's business'. I have been a resident in my building for over 
s.22 , the other tenants also affected by this landlord have also been tenants in their suites 

\ 

for many years. In my opinion, the objective is clear and it is time for this city and this council 
to put people before profi ts. 

Please show that you understand the needs of the renters in Vancouver by your support for 
this motion. No reliable tenant should ever have to fight for their home. 
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From : "Kirby-Yung . Sarah" <Sarah.Kirby-Yung@vancouver.ca> 
To : s.22('1) 

Date: 12/4/2018 8:28:08 PM 
Subject : Re: Please Support Motion B 10 to Protect Tenants from Renovictions 

Thanks 5. Z{l) . Same to you ! 

Councillor Sarah Kirby-Yung 

CITY OF VANCOUVER 

453 W. 12th Avenue 
Vancouver, BC. VSY 1V4 
e: CLRkirby-yung@vancouver.ca 
r 604-873-724 7 
rr: @sarahkirby_yung 

Assistant 
Tamarra Wong 
e: tamarra.wong@vancouver.ca 
t: 604-871-6710 

1 

On Dec 4, 2018, at 6:53 PM, .22TfJ > wrote: ----------------
Good Job!!! 
See ya soon 
Hugs 
s.22('11 

On Tue, Dec 4, 2018 at 12:38 PM Kirby-Yung, Sarah <Sarah.Kirby-Yung@vancouver.ca> wrote: 
Thank you for your email Mr. Weselak. Appreciate your heartfelt comments. 

Sarah Kirby-Yung 

Councillor 

City of Vancouver 

e : Sarah.Kirby-Yung@vancouver.ca 

From: s.22 1 
Sent: Tuesday, December 4, 2018 12:36 PM 
To: Kirby-Yung, Sarah 
Subject: Please Support Motion B10 to Protect Tenants from Renovictions 

Email Mayor and Council 
I love this city very much I would sacrifice anything and everyth ing to stay here. I am close to tears over 
motion B10. I w ill be close to tears until your vote and probably after that. 
I BEG you to stop the activities of raising house taxes and renovicting good, hard working and caring people. 
Friends of mine have already been affected by the rent hikes, .22f!l 
.22[f working with homeless people. Not jo""b-le_s_s_b_u_t _h_o_m_e-le_s_s __ ----------

This is my last chance. Vote for motion B10 or I will be forced to leave Vancouver. the city I am passionately in 
love with . 
Hugs 
.22{1) 
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From : "Boyle Christine" <Christine.Boyle@vancouver.ca> 

To .22 ~ 
Date : 12/4/2018 3:10:17 PM 

Subject: RE: P le ase Support Motion B10 to P rotect Tenants from Renovictions 

Hia 
I am ve ry support ive of th is motion . Thank you for your email and for keeping pressure up on th is issue . It really ma tters. 

In solidarity, 
Christ ine 

From:s.2?(j] 
Sent: Tuesaay, Dec- em- ·b'·e·r ,.4,'"'2018 11: 14 AM 
To: Boyle, Christine 
Subject: Please Support Motion 810 to Protect Tenants from Renovictions 

Dear Mayor and Council, 
I am a resident of Vancouver living in the the city's affordable rental housing stock and I am writing in support of Motion BIO Protecting Tenants from Renovictions and 
Aggressive Buy-Outs I urge you to pass this motion without changes or amendments that will dilute it's goals and purposes 

As a tenant, I am not presently facing a Renoviction but a Demoviction frolll lllY home of~ 2~ fC Motion B IO lllentions the Tenant Relocation and 
Protection Policy (TRPP) and many speakers at the Nov 27th & 28th public hearing spolie abom expandmg 1ttolliose no it's presently available Howeve.r having already 
been offered the policy along with other affected tenants of the proposed development, many ofus have discovered that the Co V's own version of the. TRPP is inadequate 
and does little to relieve the costs and stress cause.d by a demoviction during a severe rental housing shortage Although some of the benefits received through the policy 
are helpful, the replacement units offered so far have been much smaller and considerably more expensive than what we presently have or they're in an undesirable area 

I've been told by TRPP reps, to find something close in monthly rent to what I'm paying now, s. 22Tf } 
s.22 ( 1 )~ from the important connections I have developed over the years in Vancouver Tlie otii'er issue has been the possibly or losmg our thre.e relocallon op ions if we 
refuse tne st offer due to the above mentioned issues This does not sound like the Co V's TRPP as quoted in the documents found in the links below 

"The City of Vancouver will work with existing tenants on site to ensure appropriate relocation to alternative housing that meets individual needs " 
Clark-Drive-East-I st-Newsletter pdf 
Community Meeting Question and Answer - June 7, 2018 pdf 

"Units shou ld be of a colllparable unit type" 
Increased Prote.ction for Rente.rs - Tenant Relocation and Protection Policy and Associated Guidelines • Current Tenant Relocation provisions under Rate of Change 
Guidelines (P 10) 
https://council vancouver ca/20 I 5121 O/documents/ptec4 pdf 

San1ple Tenant Relocation Plan - tenant-relocation-plan-example 
https://vancouver ca/files/cov/tenant-relocation-plan-example pdf 
"Below is a variety ofinforn1ation and assistance U1easures we are putting in place for the current tenants in order to fulfill requirements of the City of Vancouver's Rate of 
Change Guidelines and to fulfill our corporate belief of upholding a positive tenant-landlord relationship " 

"Alternate Accommodation Assistance" 
"The tenants, if requested, will be assiste.d in fUlding three comparable units in Vancouver that fit as closely to their current accolllmodation as possible; at least one of the 
comparable units will be in the sallle neighbourhood For existing tenants requesting assistance in finding alternate accomlllodation, we will provide a comparable option that 
rents for no more than 10% above current rent levels, unless otherwise agreed to by the tenant If desired, tenants can provide their accollllllodation specifications and the 
designated tenant relocation lllanager/coordinator will actively search out vacant units that lllatch the requirements" 

Another significant issue after we do eventually lllove into new rental accomlllodations, we may very well be soon be faced with a renoviction crisis or another demoviction 
all over again So passing Motion BIO with s ignificant amendlllents to improve the TRPP for all tenants suffering in this toxic rental environment is essential 

On a final note, I've copied below a link to an insightful article and two quoted portions frolll it that can be found by scrolling half-way down the page I draw your attention 
to these two policy ideas because I feel they better address the issues and challenges of very long terlll tenants like lllyself than anything illlplemented so far by the City of 
Vancouver or the BC Gov't Similar rent-freeze policies have been suggested by others as a necessary and humane step in addressing the harms done to so lllany Vancouver 
te.nants Perhaps these can be enacted by the City of Vancouver in the very ne.ar future 

An Idea for Housing Affordability I Vancouvem1arket ca · June 11, 2015 
http ://www vancouvermarket ca/2015/06/ 11 / an-idea-for-housing-aff ordability-yes-it-involve.s-density/ 

"Protection of existing tenants: The only way densification can work is if existing renters and apartment neighbourhoods support the policies that will be required to facilitate 
it Existing tenants in affected buildings could be offered unchanged rents in the new or renovated buildings with an option for a buy-out to be offered if the tenant llloves 
on This could be regulated by the City " 

"Rent Maximums: Ensure that only new tenants can be charged market rents, existing tenants that wish to stay are allowed to do so at their previous rent level In many 
cases, the additional density will more than offset these rents " 
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F rom : s.22 1 
T o : "Hardwick QoJleen" <QoJleen HarcJwjck@vancouyer ca> 

"Bligh. Rebecca" <Rebecca.Bligh@vancouver.ca> 

"Pe Genova MeJjssa" <MeJjssa DeGenova@vancouyer ca> 
"Pominato I isa" <I isa Pominato@vanco11ver ca> 
"Stewart Kennedy" <Kennedy Stewact@vancouver ca> 
"Kirby-Yung sacab" <Sacab Kjrby-Yung@vancouyer ca> 
"Carr Adriane" <Adriane Carr@vancouyer ca> 
"Fry. Pete" <Pete.Fry@vancouver.ca> 

"Wiebe. Michael" <Michael.Wiebe@vancouver. ca> 

"Swanson Jean" <,Jean swanson@vancouyer ca> 
"Boyle Cbristjne" <Qhrjstjne Bczyle@vancouyer ca> 

Date: 11/10/201811 :15:19 AM 

Subject: Re: Protecting Tenants from Renovictions and Aggressive Buy-Outs (Motion B10) 

Dear Mayor and Council, 

This motion is about so much more than renovictions. Really, it is asking you to address an issue that is never directly discussed thorough ly at its full weight 
and measure: whether or not people who are not rich but who have lived in this city for years or decades have the right to stay here and remain citizens of 
Vancouver. 

This basic right is at the heart of what the various aspects of this motion are collectively attempting to achieve. albeit only in the context of renovictions. which 
is regrettably just one part of the larger trend of displacement and the ensuing, ever-increasing exodus of citizens that the development frenzy has wrought 

upon our city. 

Unfortunately it is not up to us citizens to make this decision, for I believe strongly that if you were to ask us. most people would say that these people have a 
right to stay. Naturally, this would be the case if they were likely to have displacement happen to them. But most of us know people who are in this situation. 
They are either our friends or part of our communities, and we can empathize with what it would feel like to lose our homes, connections, and communities. 
and be forced out of a city that we love. 

If you too feel they should be able to stay, then you have a duty to protect their hOusing security instead of allowing all of the remaining affordable rental to be 
transformed into expensive unaffordable units, be it by renoviction or demoviction. As the motion notes, in the last 10 months, 56 apartment buildings have 

been bought. 

At present, in our current affordable hOusing crisis, recent City reports even acknowledge the last remaining affordable rental is older apartments. Yet these are 
being targeted for either renovation or demolition by developers who are drawn to such ventures because of anticipated riches. Our city's housing of all forms is 
no longer just roofs over our heads, it is unquestionably a commodity that people invest in and gamble on in hopes of increasing personal fortunes. 

Existing affordable rental in older apartments must be protected and maintained as affordable, but both the Rental 100 policy and alternatively, the freedom to 
renovate older bu ildings and not allow the renters to return at their old rents, are both systematically resulting in the loss of this rental. 

Over time, all that will be left will be a sea of unaffordable rentals, if this trend is allowed to persist. This is why I consider the displacement and exodus I noted 
earlier inevitable, if policies do not change now. The City cannot build affordable hOusing out of thin air over night to replace what is lost. Such ventures will take 
years. And there is fierce competition for the existing cheaper rentals too in the meantime. when people lose their apartments and must find new housing. 

While the City repeatedly frames measures intended to keep lower and middle income earners here as steps to maintain "Vancouver's diversity", I think that 
we should be more accurate. Having lower and middle income earners does not really make our city more ·diverse· . 

These are our artists, our social workers, our nurses, our bus drivers, our coffee shop clerks, our writers, our bartenders. our bank tellers, our hair dressers, our 
teachers, our waitresses. our actors, our lifeguards, our city workers, our daycare helpers, our tradespeople, our pensioners, our secretaries. our window 
washers and, very often. our young. Some of these people have not had the liberty to choose their professions either, and have taken what is possible, and live 
dignified lives. 

Many of these people have chosen or taken work that will never make them rich but which contributes so much meaning and value and love and care to our 
city. Most of them provide essential work that is the lifeblood of our metropolis. 

These people are what make our city good, vibrant. and real. We need them to stay. 

Best, 

If you want to build a ship, don't drum up people to collect wood and don't assign them tasks and work, but rather teach them to long for the endless immensity of the sea. 

Antoine de Saint-E xupery 
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From: "Boyle, Christine" <Christine.Boyle@vancouver.ca> 
To: s.22{11 

Date: 11/12/2018 4:43:45 PM 
Subject: RE: Protecting Tenants from Renovictions and Aggressive Buy-Outs (Motion B10) 

HS.22(1) 

Thank you for this very articulat e email. I am very supportive of this motion - for the reasons you outline. I will keep 
doing what I can to protect and support renters from the Council table. 

In solidarity, 
Christ ine 

Councillor Christine Boyle 
CITY OF VANCOUVER 
phone 604-873-7242 email CLRboyle@vancouver.ca 
address 453 W 12 Ave Vancouver, BC VSY 1V4 
twitter @christineboyle facebook www facebook com/ChrjstjneRoyleYancouyer 

From: .22 1 ------------------Sent: Saturday, November 10, 2018 11:15 AM 
To: Hardwick, Colleen; Bligh, Rebecca; De Genova, Melissa; Dominato, Lisa; Stewart, Kennedy; Kirby-Yung, Sarah; 
Carr, Adriane; Fry, Pete; Wiebe, Michael; Swanson, Jean; Boyle, Christine 
Subject: Re: Protecting Tenants from Renovictions and Aggressive Buy-Outs (Motion B10) 

Dear Mayor and Council, 

This motion is about so much more than renovictions. Really, it is asking you to address an issue that is never 
directly discussed thoroughly at its full weight and measure: whether or not people who are not rich but who 
have lived in this city for years or decades have the right to stay here and remain citizens of Vancouver. 

This basic right is at the heart of what the various aspects of this motion are collectively attempting to achieve, 
albeit only in the context of renovictions, which is regrettably just one part of the larger trend of displacement 
and the ensuing, ever-increasing exodus of citizens that the development frenzy has wrought upon our city. 

Unfortunately it is not up to us citizens to make this decision, for I believe strongly that if you were to ask us, 
most people would say that these people have a right to stay. Naturally, this would be the case if they were 
likely to have displacement happen to them. But most of us know people who are in this situation. They are 
either our friends or part of our communities, and we can empathize with what it would feel like to lose our 
homes, connections, and communities, and be forced out of a city that we love. 

If you too feel they should be able to stay, then you have a duty to protect their housing security instead of 
allowing all of the remaining affordable rental to be transformed into expensive unaffordable units, be it by 
renoviction or demoviction. As the motion notes, in the last 10 months, 56 apartment buildings have been 
bought. 

At present, in our current affordable housing crisis, recent City reports even acknowledge the last remaining 
affordable rental is older apartments. Yet these are being targeted for either renovation or demolition by 
developers who are drawn to such ventures because of anticipated riches. Our city's housing of all forms is no 
longer just roofs over our heads, it is unquestionably a commodity that people invest in and gamble on in 
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hopes of increasing personal fortunes. 

Existing affordable rental in older apartments must be protected and maintained as affordable, but both the 
Rental 100 policy and alternatively, the freedom to renovate older buildings and not allow the renters to return 
at their old rents, are both systematically resulting in the loss of this rental. 

Over time, all that will be left will be a sea of unaffordable rentals, if this trend is allowed to persist. This is why 
I consider the displacement and exodus I noted earlier inevitable, if policies do not change now. The City 
cannot build affordable housing out of thin air over night to replace what is lost. Such ventures will take years. 
And there is fierce competition for the existing cheaper rentals too in the meantime, when people lose their 
apartments and must find new housing. 

While the City repeatedly frames measures intended to keep lower and middle income earners here as steps 
to maintain "Vancouver's diversity", I think that we should be more accurate. Having lower and middle income 
earners does not really make our city more "diverse". 

These are our artists, our social workers, our nurses, our bus drivers, our coffee shop clerks, our writers, our 
bartenders, our bank tellers, our hair dressers, our teachers, our waitresses, our actors, our lifeguards, our city 
workers, our daycare helpers, our tradespeople, our pensioners, our secretaries, our window washers and, 
very often, our young. Some of these people have not had the liberty to choose their professions either, and 
have taken what is possible, and live dignified lives. 

Many of these people have chosen or taken work that will never make them rich but which contributes so much 
meaning and value and love and care to our city. Most of them provide essential work that is the lifeblood of 
our metropolis. 

These people are what make our city good, vibrant, and real. We need them to stay. 

Best, 

.220) 

"If you want to build a ship, don't drum up people to collect wood and don't assign them tasks and work, but 
rather teach them to long for the endless immensity of the sea." 

Antoine de Saint-Exupery 
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From: s.220) ------
To: "Carr, Adriane" <Adriane.Carr@vancouver.ca> 

"Wiebe, Michael" <Michael.Wiebe@vancouver.ca> 
"Kirby-Yung, Sarah" <Sarah.Kirby-Yung@vancouver.ca> 
"Bligh, Rebecca" <Rebecca.Bligh@vancouver.ca> 
"Hardwick, Colleen" <Colleen.Hardwick@vancouver.ca> 
"Swanson, Jean" <Jean.Swanson@vancouver.ca> 
"Fry, Pete" <Pete.Fry@vancouver.ca> 
"De Genova, Melissa" <Melissa.DeGenova@vancouver.ca> 

"Domjnato Usa" <Lisa Domjnato@vancouver ca> 
"Stewart, Kennedy" <Kennedy.Stewart@vancouver.ca> 

"Boyle Christine" <Chrjstjne Boyle@vancouver ca> 
"Public Hearing" <PublicHearing@vancouver.ca> 

Date: 11/29/2018 12:20:00 PM 
Subject: Re: Protecting Tenants from Renovictions and aggressive Buyouts 

Good afternoon, 

Such a complex issue in terms of trying to balance renters versus building owners who desire to 
renovate. 

Jean Swanson's comments this morning on CKNW spoke of prudent building management in 
coops where the Contingency Funds were built up to plan for eventually needed renovations. 

Sadly, what is driving most of the renovictions are the investors who've paid ridiculous amounts for 
these building hoping to turn a huge profit. They have no such fund. 

My main point of writing though is a comment by Jon Stovel l (President of Reliance Properties) 
immediately after Jean, that the zoning on the Berkeley Manor property won't let them replace the 
building with new rental. Has this been explored? 

I can only imagine the rental prices for beach front view after these renovations. 

My earlier suggestion of a moratorium would seem to put a stop to things long enough to be able 
to study and assess all the moving parts. 

Thanks -22ff) , 
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From: "Boyle, Christine" <Christine.Boyle@vancouver.ca> 
To: .22(1) 

Date: 11/26/2018 8:59:42 AM 
Subject : RE: Protecting Tenants from Renovictions and aggressive Buyouts 

Hi .22(1) 

I am very supportive of this motion. Thank you for your email and for keeping pressure up on t his issue. It really matters. 

In solidarity, 
Christine 

Councillor Christine Boyle 
CITY OF VANCOUVER 

phone 604-873-7242 email q Rbgyle@yancouyer ca 
address 453 W 12 Ave Vancouver, BC VSY 1V4 

tw itter @chr istineeboyle face book www {acebook com/chrjst;oe62vleYancouyer 

From .22(1 
Sent: Saturday, November 24, 2018 2:34 PM 
To: Carr, Adriane; Wiebe, Michael; Kirby-Yung, Sarah; Bligh, Rebecca; Hardwick, Colleen; Swanson, Jean; Fry, Pete; De Genova, 
Melissa; Dominato, Lisa; Stewart, Kennedy; Boyle, Christine; Public Hearing 
Subject: Protecting Tenants from Renovictions and aggressive Buyouts 

I am grateful to have become a home owner years before the recent craziness in market prices. 

I cannot fathom the anguish that renters experience when they are forced to leave their homes (not just mere apartments). 

I support free enterprise but am solidly behind the need for govemments to put boundaries around situations where self
serving positions will always prevail to the detriment of good social policy. 

I am ~enenlly in support of the need to modente the number of Renovictions and A~~ressive Buyouts by owners 
of Rental Buildin~s. I hear the cries from developers that they will not want to participate in rental apa1tments if we move 
to Unit Vacancies rather than Tenant Vacancies; that they will move to building condos instead. From my perspective they 
have had a long 11111 and made excessive profits in recent years. 

But this motion needs to be considered within the broader planning process and the unintended consequences that may 
result from a nairnwly-based proposal. Perhaps this should be amended to be a moratorium until the City Wide Planning 
Process can do its comprehensive work. 

Ce1tainly the City needs to consider using the new rental zoning powers created by the Provincial Govenunent. 

I was hea1tened by the Proposal Document for the Broadway Corridor in ai1ticipation of the Broadway Subway, which 
plants a finn line in the ground regarding rental vs condo buildings. 

https ://council.vancouver.ca/20180620/documents/pspc3 .pdf 

Page 19-20 

"As noted in Figure 8, staff are expecting that the potential to achieve additional strata rttsidential above existing 
zon ine will be limited. Existing Council policy prio1itizes the provision of affordable rental housing and job space in 
many of the areas along the Conidor. In light of these prio1ities, and to provide clarity about the City's objectives and 
limit speculation, staff are recommending that, as part of tlie policy to curb land spec11lption presented in Appendix 
C, Council adopt a policy to confinn that the Broadway Plan nine proe,am will not consider additional density for 
strata residential in RM and Fi!f Zoning Districts and that additional density in industrial and employment areas is 
limited to job space." 

\u9976? Thanks, .22 1) -------
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FYI 

From: "Fry, Pete" <Pete.Fry@vancouver.ca> 
To: s.Z2{1) 

Date: 11/29/2018 12:00:39 PM 
Subject: Re: Renoviction motion addition 

Prepared to support, based on comments by. s.22(1) 

Requesting Add To Renoviction motion B-10 

· .13('1) 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Nov 29, 2018, at 8:04 AM, andre duchene -22(fJ wrote: --------
Hi Pete, 

Can you please make sure the mayor gets a copy of the motion addition? He doesn't have an 
email address posted publicly so I'm not sure where to send it. 

Cheers! 

s'72(1 
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From: "Boyle. Christine" <Christine.Boyle@vancouver.ca> 
To: s .22n) 

Date: 11/12/2018 4:15:01 PM 
Subject: RE: RENOVICTIONS and motion B10 

I am very supportive of this motion. Thanks for your email about it, and for keeping up the pressure for action. It really 
makes a difference. 

In solidarity, 
Christ ine 

Councillor Christine Boyle 
CITY OF VANCOUVER 
phone 604-873-7242 email CLRboyle@vancouver.ca 
address 453 W 12 Ave Vancouver, BC VSY 1V4 
twitter @christineboyle facebook www facebook com/ChrjstjneRoyleYancouyer 

From: .22 1 -----------------Sent: Monday, November 12, 2018 9:08 AM 
To: Fung, Davin 
Cc: Stewart, Kennedy; Bligh, Rebecca; Boyle, Christine; Carr, Adriane; De Genova, Melissa; Dominato, Lisa; Fry, Pete; 
Hardwick, Colleen; Kirby-Yung, Sarah; Swanson, Jean 
Subject: RENOVICTIONS and motion B10 

As a resident of Vancouver for .22(l I urge all Councillors to suppo1t motion BIO to put an end to the 
Human Rights Clisis that RENOVICTIONS cause . 

. 22n1 

There is nothing wrong with the building, .22 1) it is good low income housing that will be lost 
forever. ------

Where am I supposed to magically come up with an extra $800 per month? 
That is not a rheto1ical question I need an answer. 

APPROVE AND ADOPT MOTION B10 

. 2{1) 
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From: "Boyle, Christine" <Christine.Boyle@vancouver.ca> 
To: s.22{11 

Date: 11/13/2018 12:54:34 PM 
Subject: RE: Request to Speak on Motion 10 of the Nov 13th Council Meeting 

Hi .22(1 

I am very supportive of this motion. Thank you for your email and for keeping pressure up on this issue. It really matters. 

In solidarity, 
Christ ine 

Councillor Christine Boyle 
CITY OF VANCOUVER 
phone 604-873-7242 email CLRboyle@vancouver.ca 
address 453 W 12 Ave Vancouver, BC VSY 1V4 
twitter @christineboyle facebook www facebook com/ChrjstjneRoyleYancouyer 

From: .22(1) 
Sent: Monday, November 12, 2018 11:50 AM 
To: Speaker Request 
Subject: Request to Speak on Motion 10 of the Nov 13th Council Meeting 

Hi there, 

I would like to speak at the council on motion BIO regarding Protecting Tenants from Renovictions and 
Aggressive Buy-Outs. 

My name iss.2~(11 with the Vancouver Tenants Union. I've seen first hand the 
personal stress and material hrum that renovictions have on vulnerable tenants in Vancouver and around the 
lower mainland. I've had Tenants break down and c1y in front of me when they learned their building was for 
sale. I've seen elderly tenants with early dementia forced out of their longtime affordable units to be submitted 
to the incredibly difficult rental market. Without meaningful protection of CURRENT below market rentals, any 
affordable housing strategy will ce1tainly result in a NET LOSS of below mru·ket units. Why? Over 3500 units 
changed hands in the Lower Mainland last year, and many of those will be tru-geted by oppo1tunistic 
renovictors. I fully supp01t the motion put fo1wru·d by Counsellor Swanson to protect tenants from 
displacement. I also urge you to vote for the full resolution that is being put forward. 

Sincerely, 
[Sign off with your full name, address, and phone number] 
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From: "Boyle. Christine" <Christine.Boyle@vancouver.ca> 
To: .22('f) 

Date: 12/6/2018 10:52:51 AM 
Subject: RE: Thank You! 

I was so glad to be able to support this and see it get passed unanimously (sort of). Thanks Valerie! 

Councillor Christine Boyle 
CITY OF VANCOUVER 
phone 604-873-7242 email CLRboyle@vancouver.ca 
address 453 W 12 Ave Vancouver, BC VSY 1V4 
twitter @christineeboyle facebook www facebook com/ChrjstjneBoyleYancoqyer 

From: .22 1 -------------------Sent: Thursday, December 6, 2018 9:56 AM 
To: Carr, Adriane; Bligh, Rebecca; De Genova, Melissa; Dominato, Lisa; Hardwick, Colleen; Kirby-Yung, Sarah; Wiebe, 
Michael; Boyle, Christine; Fry, Pete; Swanson, Jean 
Subject: Thank You! 

Greetings Councilors, 

I'm wiiting to express my gratitude to you for voting to ban renovictions on Tuesday night. It means a lot to me 
and countless other tenants that you have our back on this. It's hard to express the level of relief I feel, knowing 
that I now have this measure of housing secmity. 

I also want to ask, going fo1ward, that you find a way to work with the Provincial Government on vacancy 
control. My landlord still has an incentive to ply tenants with buy-outs offers, and to make our building less 
hospitable to encourage us to leave. I'll keep this sho1t by skipping the details this time. Suffice it to say, we're 
not expecting the pressure to move out to lessen any time soon. 

Again, thank you for your suppo1t! ! ! 

$.22(1) 
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From: "Boyle, Christine" <Christine.Boyle@vancouver.ca> 
To: "Sue .5 -22rt) 

Date: 11/26/2018 8:05:22 PM 

Subject: Re: Thanks & Invitation 

Thanks! I will reply to Simon! 

Christine Boyle, Vancouver City Councillor 
(Sent from my phone) 

On Nov 26, 2018, at 3:55 PM, Sue . . 22(1) 

Dear Councillor Boyle, 

Thanks so much for your support. 

wrote: 

Can I put you in touch with Simon, who is organizing the logistics of the rally? 

I have cc'd him here. 

Sincerely, 

Sue Robinet 

Vancouver Tenants Union 

Outreach & Advocacy, West End 

Steering Committee Member 

---------- Forwarded message ---------
From: Boyle, Christine <Christine Boyle@vancouver ca> 
Date: Mon, Nov 26, 2018 at 12:51 PM 
Subject: RE: Thanks & Invitation 
To:Sue. 522{1) 

Thanks Sue. Will do. See you tomorrow! 

Councillor Christine Boyle 
CITY OF VANCOUVER 
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phone 604-873-7242 email Cl Rboyle@yancouver ca 

address 453 W 12 Ave Vancouver, BC VSY 1 V4 

twitter @christineeboyle facebook www.facebook.com/Christ ineBoyleVancouver 

From: Sue . [mailto:S.2-2l 1l ] 
Sent: Monday, November 26, 2018 10:41 AM 
To: Carr, Adriane; Fry, Pete; Wiebe, Michael; Boyle, Christine 
Subject: Thanks & Invitation 

Dear Councillors Boyle, Carr, Fry and Weibe, 

Thank you for meeting with the Berkeley Tower tenants and I on Friday. At the VTU General 
Meeting over the weekend, I mentioned to our membership that you are all sympathetic to the 
issues surrounding the need to preserve our current affordable housing. Building new housing 
is fine, but the benefits of new housing are cancelled out if we lose our current affordable 
housing to renovictions. There was a lot of jubilation and hope in the room! 

The Tenants Union is holding a rally at City Hall tomorrow beginning at 5:00 PM. We would be 
honoured if each of you could say a few words at the rally in support of renters who are losing 
their homes to renoviction. I know that you want to be a part of the solution - please join us. 

Sincerely, 

Sue Robinet 

Vancouver Tenants Union 

Outreach & Advocacy, West End 

Steering Committee Member 
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F rom : "Hardwjck Colleen" <Colleen Hardwjck@yancoqyer ca> 
To: ",Johnston Sadhu" <Sadhu ,Johnston@vancouyer ca> 

"I eslie Wh;ttaker" <!whjttaker@udi org> 
"Stewart Kennedy" <Kennedy Stewart@vancouyer ca> 
"Bligh. Rebecca" <Rebecca.Bligh@vancouver.ca> 

"Boyle. Christine" <Christine.Boyle@vancouver.ca> 

"Ball. Elizabeth" <Elizabeth.Ball@vancouver.ca> 

"De Genova. Melissa" <Melissa.DeGenova@vancouver.ca> 

"Dominato. Lisa" <Lisa.Dominato@vancouver.ca> 

"Fry. Pete" <Pete.Fry@vancouver.ca> 

"Kirby-Yung. Sarah" <Sarah.Kirby-Yung@vancouver.ca> 

"Swanson. Jean" <Jean.Swanson@vancouver.ca> 

"Wiebe. Michael" <Michael.Wiebe@vancouver.ca> 

CC : "Kelley. Gil" <Gil.Kelley@vancouver.ca> 

Date: 11/28/2018 5:54:09 PM 

Subject: RE: UDI LETTER T O COUNCIL REGARDING REVISED MOTION 10 

Do we have sufficient contact to ask for an update? 

From: Johnston, Sadhu 
Sent: Wednesday, November 28, 2018 5:51 PM 
To: Hardwick, Colleen; Leslie Whittaker; Stewart, Kennedy; Bligh, Rebecca; Boyle, Christ ine; Ball, Elizabeth; De Genova, Melissa; Dominato, Lisa; Fry, Pete; 
Kirby-Yung, Sarah; Swanson, Jean; Wiebe, Michael 
Cc: Kelley, Gil 
Subject: RE: UDI LETTER TO COUNCIL REGARDING REVISED MOTION 10 

Hello 
Staff anticipate the report of the BC Rental Housing Task Force to be released in early December, but we are not aware of a specific date or timeline. 
Sadhu 

From: Hardwick, Colleen 
Sent: Wednesday, November 28, 2018 2:28 PM 
To: Leslie Whittaker; Stewart, Kennedy; Bligh, Rebecca; Boyle, Christ ine; Ball, Elizabeth; De Genova, Melissa; Dominato, Lisa; Fry, Pete; Kirby-Yung, Sarah; 
Swanson, Jean; Wiebe, Michael 
Cc: Kelley, Gil; Johnston, Sadhu 
Subject: RE: UDI LETTER TO COUNCIL REGARDING REVISED MOTION 10 

Question: When will the Provincial Rental Housing Task Force release tneir recommendations? Can anyone share the timeline? 

From: Leslie Whittaker [mailto: lwhittaker@udi.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, November 28, 2018 2:12 PM 
To: Stewart, Kennedy; Bligh, Rebecca; Boyle, Christine; Ball, Eli zabeth; De Genova, Melissa; Dominato, Lisa; Fry, Pete; Hardwick, Colleen; Kirby-Yung, Sarah; 
Swanson, Jean; Wiebe, Michael 
Cc: Kelley, Gil; Johnston, Sadhu 
Subject: UDI LETTER TO COUNCIL REGARDING REVISED MOTION 10 

Good Afternoon Mayor Stewart and Council 

On behalf of Anne McMullin, President and CEO of the Urban Development Institute, please find our letter regarding the Revised Mot ion 10 that is going before 
Council on November 28, 2018. 

Regards 

Regards 

Leslie 

Leslie Whittaker 
Executive Assistant to the President and CEO 
1100, 1050 West Pender Street 
Vancouver, BC V6E 3S7 
lwhittaker@udi.org 
T: 604-669-9585 

httn·//www 11di be ca 

We have now moved to our new offices. Please update your records with our new address. 
Suite 1100, 1050 West Pender Street 
Vancouver, BC V6E 357 Canada 
Email addresses and phone numbers will remain the same. 

City of Vancouver - FOi 2018-636 - Page 385 of 466 - Part 2 of 5 



From: "Dominato, Lisa" <Lisa.Dominato@vancouver.ca> 
To: "Jan Robinson" <jan@brightsidehomes.ca> 

Date: 12/4/2018 12:33:31 PM 
Subject: RE: URGENT: Renoviction Motion - implications for non-profit housing providers 

Yes I can chat now until 1pm if this works for you. 

Lisa Dominato 
Councillor I Ci ty of Vancouver 
Lisa.dominato@vancouver.ca 
P: 604-873-7248 I M: 604-754-7290 

From: Jan Robinson [mailto:jan@brightsidehomes.ca] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 4, 2018 12: 19 PM 
To: Dominato, Lisa 
Subject: RE: URGENT: Renoviction Motion - implications for non-profit housing providers 

Further to my response from yesterday, I do have some follow up comments. Do you have time today for a 
brief phone call? 

[ Brightside 

Jan Robinson , CPA, CMA 

Executive Director 

From: Dominato, Lisa <Lisa.Dominato@vancouver.ca> 
Sent: Monday, December 3, 2018 12:47 PM 
To: Jan Robinson <jan@brightsidehomes.ca> 
Subject: RE: URGENT: Renoviction Motion - implications for non-profit housing providers 

Thank you for your e-mail Jan. I appreciate it and look forward to meeting with you soon. I may give you a call w ith 
follow up quest ions. 

Lisa Dominato 
Councillor I City of Vancouver 
Lisa.dominato@vancouver.ca 
P: 604-873-7248 I M: 604-754-7290 

From: Jan Robinson [mailto:jan@brjghtsjdehomes.ca] 
Se nt: Monday, December 3, 2018 12: 11 PM 
To: Dominato, Lisa 
Subject: URGENT: Renoviction Motion - implications for non-profit housing providers 

Dear Councillor Dominate: 

We understand that a motion to amend the Tenant Relocation and Protection Policy to include additional 

vacancy controls (https://council.vancouver.ca/20181114/documents/pspc12-RevisedMotion.pdf) is being 
discussed tomorrow. 



Foundation, I have great concern regarding the language and impact the proposed motion could have on non
profit affordable housing providers. 

We support the intention of this motion and its aim of protecting vulnerable renters in Vancouver. However, the 
motion as it is currently proposed will have a number of unintended negative consequences: 

• Passing of the motion will inhibit the creation of urgently needed housing, including affordable housing. It 
will do this by inhibiting projects already in the approvals process or about to be introduced to the 
approvals process from moving forward in an expeditious manner, as there is no alternative plan in place. 

• The motion w ill create a climate of uncertainty and higher risk for community-based organizations that are 
working hard to address the specific concern outlined in the motion - the housing emergency in 
Vancouver. 

• The motion fails to recognize that increasing supply is paramount to resolving the housing crisis, and that 
organizations working to redevelop need support in helping find accommodation in an extremely tight 
market as opposed to solely regulation. 

• It also fails to acknowledge that there are a number of older buildings in need of extensive renovations to 
ensure safety and security of the residents that live in them, and which would better serve the community 
by being redeveloped. That is, not all redevelopments aim to become luxury accommodation. However, 
the cost of redeveloping in Vancouver due to the price of land, permits, length of the process, result in the 
need to charge higher rents in order to make projects viable. 

We ask that you consider amending Councillor Swanson's motion to consult with a variety of stakeholders to 
come up with collaborative solutions that protect tenants as well as foster the delivery of much needed housing 
units. At the very least, we request that you allow discretion in permitting certain projects to proceed if they 
provide affordable housing, are being delivered by non-profits, or provide for reasonable resident relocation 
plans that take into consideration resident's income when determining rents for returning residents. 

Brightside was founded in 1952 and operates 26 affordable rental properties in the City of Vancouver. 
Brightside provides homes to over 900 Vancouver residents. We share the council's concerns about the lack 
of affordable housing options required to ensure a vibrant, healthy and diverse city. Yet we also believe that 
non-profits are strongly positioned to make a positive difference with the support of the City of Vancouver. 

Following a recent event organized by Brightside called "YIMBYism: A Solution to Vancouver's Affordable 
Housing Crisis," feedback provided by attendees stated that the top housing solutions they'd like policy
makers to focus on in the next 12 months are expediting the permit process (75%) and working with 
organizations redeveloping to help them find temporary accommodation for residents (54%). In conjunction, 
those two efforts will deliver much needed relief in terms of units available, lower prices and less renter 
vulnerability. 

We'll reach stronger solutions to Vancouver's housing crisis if a collective approach is taken and non-profit 
housing providers are consulted before mass-market regulations are introduced. Collaboration is essential to 
bring about the systemic change that's needed to address Vancouver's affordability crisis. A considered view 
of such proposed amendments is essential and we're asking you to consider amending this motion. 

I would be happy to discuss our concerns and thoughts further, so please do not hesitate to contact me via 
email or by calling my cell phone at 604-880-0215. 

Kind regards, 

~~" 
Jan Robinson, CPA, CMA 
Executive Director 

City of Vancouver - FOi 2018-636 - Page 387 of 466 - Part 2 of 5 



Q Brightside 

Brights ide Community Homes Foundat ion 
300-905 West Pender 
Vancouver, BC V6C 1 L6 

P: (604) 684-3515 ext. 223 I F: (604) 684-3677 

briehtsidehomes.ca 
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From: "Boyle, Christine" <Christine.Boyle@vancouver.ca> 
To: "Jan Robinson" <jan@brightsidehomes.ca> 

Date: 12/4/2018 5:39:20 PM 
Subject: RE: URGENT: Renoviction Motion - implications for non-profit housing providers 

Sorry I didn't have a chance to call, Jan. Today has been very fu ll. I look forward to talking another time, and working 
together t o see more non-profit and affordable rental built across Vancouver. 

Best, 
Christ ine 

Councillor Christine Boyle 
CITY OF VANCOUVER 
phone 604-873-7242 email q Rboyle@yancouver ca 
address 453 W 12 Ave Vancouver, BC VSY 1V4 
twitter @christineeboyle facebook www.facebook.com/ChristineBoyleVancouver 

from: Jan Robinson [mailto:jan@brightsidehomes.ca] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 4, 2018 12: 17 PM 
To: Boyle, Christine 
Subject: RE: URGENT: Renoviction Motion - implications for non-profit housing providers 

Dear Councillor Boyle, 

Thank you for your response. I would be happy to have further conversation with you about this. Do you ha 
ve time today for a brief phone call? 

Kind regards, 

Jan Robinson, CPA, CMA 
Executive Director 

[ Brightside 

From: Boyle, Christine <Christine.Boyle@vancouver.ca> 
Sent: Monday, December 3, 2018 12:53 PM 
To: Jan Robinson <jan@brightsidehomes.ca> 
Subject: RE: URGENT: Renoviction Motion - implications for non-profit housing providers 

Hi Jan, 

Thank you for your email, and the work that Brightside does. 

I appreciated you naming the recommendations that came out of the YIMBY event. My concern is that those alone 
aren't going to do enough to stop the systemic problem of renovictions - particularly in these older market-buildings 
that Vancouver renters are currently facing. I'd be happy to hear other recommendations you have on how we can 
adequately and urgent ly address that challenge. 

Thanks, 
Christ ine 
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CITY OF VANCOUVER 
phone 604-873-7242 email q Rboy!e@yancouyer ca 
address 453 W 12 Ave Vancouver, BC VSY 1V4 

twitter @christ ineeboyle facebook www facebook com/ChrjstjneBoyleYancoqyer 

From: Jan Robinson [mailto:jan@brightsidehomes.ca] 
Sent: Monday, December 3, 2018 12: 13 PM 
To: Boyle, Christine 
Subject: URGENT: Renoviction Motion - implications for non-profit housing providers 

Dear Councillor Boyle: 

We understand that a motion to amend the Tenant Relocation and Protection Policy to include additional 

vacancy controls (https· //couocil vancouver ca/201s1114/documents/pspc12-ReyjsedMotjon pdf) is being 
discussed tomorrow. 

As Executive Director of one of Vancouver's largest and oldest housing societies, Brightside Community Homes 
Foundation, I have great concern regarding the language and impact the proposed motion could have on non
profit affordable housing providers. 

We support the intention of this motion and its aim of protecting vulnerable renters in Vancouver. However, the 
motion as it is currently proposed will have a number of unintended negative consequences: 

• Passing of the motion will inhibit the creation of urgently needed housing, including affordable housing. It 
will do this by inhibiting projects already in the approvals process or about to be introduced to the 
approvals process from moving forward in an expeditious manner, as there is no alternative plan in place. 

• The motion will create a climate of uncertainty and higher risk for community-based organizations that are 
working hard to address the specific concern outlined in the motion - the housing emergency in 
Vancouver. 

• The motion fails to recognize that increasing supply is paramount to resolving the housing crisis, and that 
organizations working to redevelop need support in helping find accommodation in an extremely tight 
market as opposed to solely requlation. 

• It also fails to acknowledge that there are a number of older buildings in need of extensive renovations to 
ensure safety and security of the residents that live in them, and which would better serve the community 
by being redeveloped. That is, not all redevelopments aim to become luxury accommodation. However, 
the cost of redeveloping in Vancouver due to the price of land, permits, length of the process, result in the 
need to charge higher rents in order to make projects viable. 

We ask that you consider amending Councillor Swanson's motion to consult with a variety of stakeholders to 
come up with collaborative solutions that protect tenants as well as foster the delivery of much needed housing 
units. At the very least, we request that you allow discretion in permitting certain projects to proceed if they 
provide affordable housing, are being delivered by non-profits, or provide for reasonable resident relocation 
plans that take into consideration resident's income when determining rents for returning residents. 

Brightside was founded in 1952 and operates 26 affordable rental properties in the City of Vancouver. 
Brightside provides homes to over 900 Vancouver residents. We share the council's concerns about the lack 
of affordable housing options required to ensure a vibrant, healthy and diverse city. Yet we also believe that 
non-profits are strongly positioned to make a positive difference with the support of the City of Vancouver. 

Following a recent event organized by Brightside called "YIMBYism: A Solution to Vancouver's Affordable 
Housing Crisis," feedback provided by attendees stated that the top housing solutions they'd like policy-
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organizations redeveloping to help them find temporary accommodation for residents (54%). In conjunction, 
those two efforts will deliver much needed relief in terms of units available, lower prices and less renter 
vulnerability. 

We'll reach stronger solutions to Vancouver's housing crisis if a collective approach is taken and non-profit 
housing providers are consulted before mass-market regulations are introduced. Collaboration is essential to 
bring about the systemic change that's needed to address Vancouver's affordability crisis. A considered view 
of such proposed amendments is essential and we're asking you to consider amending this motion. 

I would be happy to discuss our concerns and thoughts further, so please do not hesitate to contact me via 
email or by call ing my cell phone at 604-880-0215. 

Kind regards, 

~0,,1 c~ Brightside PA, CMA 

Executive Director 

Brights ide Community Homes Foundat ion 
300-905 West Pender 
Vancouver, BC V6C 1 L6 

P: (604) 684-3515 ext. 223 I F: (604) 684-3677 

briebtsjdehomes.ca 
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From: "Sue ."F 22{T) 

To: "Fry, Pete" <Pete.Fry@vancouver.ca> 
CC: "Liam McClure" f-22(1 

.2-211) 

Date: 12/4/2018 10:59:51 AM 
Subject: Re: Urgent action to stop unlawful renovictions 

Dear Councillor Fry, 

Here is a link to an FAQ on vacancy control: 

Here is an informative document submitted to the Rental Housing Task Force by The Canadian 
Centre for Policy Alternatives 

In terms of repairs and maintenance, the BC RTA already has a system in place for landlords to 
raise rents ( extraordinary rent increase) for repairs: 
Application for Additional Rent Increase 

Also, I just got off the phone with the office of Spencer Chandra Herbert and they confirmed to me 
that the ability for landlords to apply for rent increases will be one of the Recommendations of the 
Rental Housing Task Force. Although they could not provide me with specific language (until the 
Recommendations are actually released), they confirmed it will be almost exactly like Ontario's 
model of "Above Guideline Increases". 

Above guideline increases: Landlords can apply to the L TB for an increase above the guideline for 
any of the following reasons: 

Their municipal taxes have increased by more than the guideline plus 50 per cent. (For example, if 
the guideline is 1.8%, the taxes must have increased by more than 2.7 %). 
They incurred operating costs related to security services. 
They incurred eligible capital expenditures. 

If you have any questions or concerns, please let us know! 

Thank you, 

Sue Robinet 

Vancouver Tenants Union 

Outreach & Advocacy Team, West End 

Steering Committee Member 
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On Mon, Dec 3, 2018 at 3:27 PM Fry, Pete <Pete Fry@vancoyyer ca> wrote: 
Hi Sue, all 

I'm planning to support the motion, and have included an amendment which Liam has seen. 

I suppose, from a larger perspective, if I was to distill the tone of concern from the development industry it's mostly 
about vacancy control - and their argument that it will chi ll the market and limit their ability to maintain property. To 
the latter point if you have any Coles notes you wish to send me to counter that argument, it would be helpful. As I 
read and interpreted the RTA it reasonably allows for construction/renovation, but I don't have time to look up 
specifics. 

Pete Fry I City Councillor 

City of Vancouver I 453 W 12th Avenue 

Vancouver I BC VSY 1 V4 

604.873. 7246 I Pete.fry@vancouver.ca 

Twitter: @PtFry 

~nor 
a,- I #?"'ft 

r 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This message and any accompanying documents contain confidential information intended for a specific ind ividual and 
purpose. This message is private and protected by law. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying or 
distribution, or the taking of any action based on the contents of this information, is strictly prohibited. 

From: Sue. [mailto :s.22(1) ] 
Sent: Monday, December 3, 2018 3:16 PM 
To: Fry, Pete 
Cc: s.22 1 ; Liam McClure 
Subject: Re: Urgent action to stop unlawful renovictions 

Dear Councillor Fry, 

It's totally understandable that you're too busy to meet right now. Do you have any specific 
concerns about motion B 1 O? 
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We would love the opportunity to send you any data to help you to get to YES! :) 

Thank you, 

Sue Robinet 

Vancouver Tenants Union 

Outreach & Advocacy T earn, West End 

Steering Committee Member 

On Mon, Dec 3, 2018 at 2:51 PM Fry, Pete <Pete.Fry@vancouver.ca> wrote: 

Hi Sue, all 

I won't have t ime t o meet today I'm afraid 

But I've time for a quick phonecall for the next hour 

.15Cl)(I) 

604-873-72 46 

Pete Fry I City Councillor 

City of Vancouver I 453 W 12th Avenue 

Vancouver I BC VSY 1V4 

604.873.7246 I Pete.fry@vancouver.ca 

Twitter: @PtFry 

~TYOr .. 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This message and any accompanying documents contain confidential information intended for a specific indiv dual and 
purpose. This message is private and protected by law. If you are not the intended recip ent, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying or 
distribution, or the taking of any action based on the contents of this information, is strictly prohibited. 

From: Sue . [mailto:s.22T'I) J 
Sent: Monday, December 3, 2018 12:44 PM 
To: Fry, Pete 
Cc: .22 1 Liam McClure City of Vancouver- FOi 2018-636- Page 394 of 466 - Part 2 of 5 



Subject: Fwd: Urgent action to stop unlawful renovictions 

Dear Councillor Fry, 

I understand that you must be very busy right now. I'm wondering if you have had a chance to 
read the attached letter sent to you on Friday by the Berkeley Tower Tenants? We would like 
the opportunity to meet with you to address any apprehension that you may have following the 
letters that were sent on November 27th by the landlord and I or developer groups. 

If you have any specific concerns about Motion B 10, can you please let us know what they 
are? We would be pleased to come prepared with a presentation to address them. If you 
have any availability this afternoon at (or after) 5:00 PM, please let me know. 

Thank you, 

Sue Robinet 

Vancouver Tenants Union 

Outreach & Advocacy T earn, West End 

Steering Committee Member 

---------- Forwarded message ---------~-..~ ~----------
From: Berkeley Tower <)s.22(1) .....,..-==~e-=----------
Date: Fri, Nov 30, 2018 at 1 :57 PM 
Subject: Urgent action to stop unlawful renovictions 

> 

To: <CLRboyle@vancouver.ca>, <CLRfry@vancouver.ca>, <CLRCarr@vancouver.ca>, 

<CLRwiebe@vaocouver ca>, <CLRbligb@vaocouver ca>, <CLRhardwick@vaocouver ca>, 
<CLRdegenova@vancouver.ca>, <CLRdominato@vancouver.ca>, 
<CLRSwanson@vancouver.ca>, <anita.zaenker@vancouver.ca>, 

<laureo reid@vaocouver ca> 
Cc: Sue . < .22n1 > Liam McClure <s.22('1) , > ------- ----------
Dear Councillors and Mayor, 

Please see the attached letter regarding motion B.10. 
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Thank you for taking an interest in creating a Vancouver which is livable for everyone. 

I look forward to hearing from you, 

.22 1) 

Berkeley T ewer Tenant 

Berkeley Tower Ten ants Website 

Berkeley Tower Tenants Facebook Page 
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From: "Boyle, Christine" <Christine.Boyle@vancouver.ca> 
To: "Berkeley Tower" f -22[1) 

Date: 12/4/2018 9:01 :51 AM 
Subject: RE: Urgent action to stop unlawful renovictions 

Just forwarded it! 

Councillor Christine Boyle 
CITY OF VANCOUVER 
phone 604-873-7242 email CLRboyle@vancouver.ca 
address 453 W 12 Ave Vancouver, BC V5Y 1V4 
twitter @christineeboyle facebook www facebook com/ChrjstjneBoyleYancouyer 

From: Berkeley Tower [mailto:sZ2 -------------Sent: Monday, December 3, 2018 4:50 PM 
To: Boyle, Christine 
Subject: Re: Urgent action to stop unlawful renovictions 

Thank you Clnistine, 

Are you able to fo1ward that repo1t to us once it's been released? 

On Mon, Dec 3, 2018 at 3:12 PM Boyle, Chlistine <Christine.Boyle@vancouver.ca> wrote: 

I don't really have a sense ... sorry! I'll see what asking around I can do this evening. I think we're st ill waiting on a staff 
report, which I assume will inf luence a number of folks ... 

Councillor Christine Boyle 
CITY OF VANCOUVER 
phone 604-873-7242 email CLRboyle@vancouver.ca 

address 453 W 12 Ave Vancouver, BC V5Y 1 V4 
twitter @christineeboyle facebook www facebook com /Chrjst jneBoyleYancouyer 

From: Berkeley Tower [mailto .2Z(f) ---------------Sent: Monday, December 3, 2018 1:05 PM 
To: Boyle, Christine 
Subject: Re: Urgent action to stop unlawful renovictions 

Thank you Christine. 

Do you have any more sense of where the other councillors are at? 

On Mon, Dec 3, 2018 at 12:54 Boyle, Chlistine <Chtistjne Boyle@vancmIVer ca> wrote: 

Thanks friends. I have no apprehensions. I'm in. Best of luck with the rest of Council - and let me know if t here are 
things I can do/say to help. 

In solidarity, 
Christ ine 

Councillor Christine Boyle 
CITY OF VANCOUVER 
phone 604-873-7242 email q Rboyle@yancouyer ca 

City of Vancouver - FOi 2018-636 - Page 397 of 466 - Part 2 of 5 



address 453 w 12 Aye Yaocouyer BC ysy JY4 
twitter @christineeboyle facebook www facebook com/CbcistioeBoyleYaocouvec 

from: Sue . [mailto:s.22T'I ] 
Sent: Monday, December 3, 2018 12:46 PM 
To: Boyle, Christine 
Cc: .22(1 Liam McClure 
Subject: Fwd: Urgent action to stop unlawful renovictions 

Dear Councillor Boyle, 

I understand that you must be ve1y busy light now. I'm wonde1ing if you have had a chance to read the 
attached letter sent to you on Fliday by the Berkeley Tower Tenants? We would like the opportunity to 
meet with you to address any apprehension that you may have following the letters that were sent on 
November 27th by the landlord and / or developer groups. 

If you have any specific concerns about Motion BIO, can you please let us know what they are? We 
would be pleased to come prepared with a presentation to address them. If you have any availability this 
afternoon at (or after) 5:00 PM, please let me know. 

Thank you, 

Sue Robinet 
Vancouver Tenants Union 
Outreach & Advocacy Team, West End 
Stee1ing Committee Member 

---------- F 01warded message ---------
From: Berkeley Tower <[22(1)-================> 
Date: F1i, Nov 30, 2018 at 1:57 PM 
Subject: Urgent action to stop unlawful renovictions 
To: <CLRboyle@vancouver.ca>, <CLRfi:y@vancouver.ca>, <CLRCruT@vancouver.ca>, 
<CLRwiebe@vancouver.ca>, <CLRbligh@vancouver.ca>, <CLRhardwick@vancouver.ca>, 
<CLRdegenova@Yru1couver.ca>, <CLRdorninato@vancouver.ca>, <CLRSwanson@vancouver.ca>, 
<anita.zaenker@vancouver.ca>, <lauren.reid@vancouver.ca> 
Cc: Sue . . 22CI) >, Liam McClure .22(1J ----------
Dear Councillors and Mayor, 

Please see the attached letter regru·ding motion B. l 0. 

Thank you for taking an interest in creating a Vancouver which is livable for everyone. 

I look fo1wru·d to heruing from you, 

Vanessa Wilth 
Berkeley Tower Tenant 

.22(1 
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s.22(1) 

.22n1 
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From : s.22[1) 
-----------To: "Wiebe. Michael" <Michael.Wiebe@vancouver.ca> 

CC: "Jim Kelly" <jimkelly@shaw.ca> 
Date: 12/2/2018 6:33:29 PM 

Subject: Re:Renoviction Motion 

Dear Mr. Weibe; 

I am writing to you because I am a tenant who is living in Kitsilano and who has lived at the same 
address 
for the last -22fl) . Recently my neighbour, a tenant who has lived at the same address for the 
last .22(1) 

received a renoviction memo from her Landlord. So I am very happy to hear that you are working 
on a Motion 
to ban Landlords from renovicting tenants. 

Evicting people of all ages, many of them seniors on a fixed incomes'72( is 
fundamentally wrong on all levels. I strongly urge you to support the Motion to ban renovictions! 
Thank you for your support on this matter. I look forward to your earliest response. 

Yours Sincerely, 

.22f 1) 
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From: s.220) ---------To: "Fung, Davin" <Davin.Fung@vancouver.ca> 
CC: "Stewart, Kennedy" <Kennedy.Stewart@vancouver.ca> 

"Bligh, Rebecca" <Rebecca.Bligh@vancouver.ca> 
"Boyle, Christine" <Christine.Boyle@vancouver.ca> 
"Carr, Adriane" <Adriane.Carr@vancouver.ca> 
"De Genova, Melissa" <Melissa.DeGenova@vancouver.ca> 
''Dominate, Lisa" <Lisa.Dominato@vancouver.ca> 
"Fry, Pete" <Pete.Fry@vancouver.ca> 

"Hardwick Colleen" <Colleen Hardwick@vancouver ca> 
"Kirby-Yung, Sarah" <Sarah.Kirby-Yung@vancouver.ca> 

"Swanson Jean" <Jean Swanson@vancouver ca> 
Date: 11/12/2018 9:08:02 AM 

Subject: RENOVICTIONS and motion B10 

As a resident of Vancouver for .22(1) I urge all Councillors to support motion B10 to put an end 
to the Human Rights Crisis that RENOVICTIONS cause . 

.220) 

There is nothing wrong with the building, -22T1 it is good low income housing that will be -----lost forever. 

Where am I supposed to magically come up with an extra $800 per month? 
That is not a rhetorical question I need an answer. 

APPROVE AND ADOPT MOTION B10 

s. 2ff) 
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From: s .22[1) -----------
To: "Wiebe. Michael" <Michael.Wiebe@vancouver.ca> 

Date: 12/1/2018 3:54:16 PM 
Subject: Renovictions 

I am very happy you are working on changes regarding banning landlords from renovicting tenants. 
Evicting people of all ages .. .. a lot being seniors on fixed incomes.with little or no money is 
fundamentally wrong on all all levels. Please support the motion to ban reno victions for all 
concerned. Thank you~-22(l) KITS RESIDENT 

Sent from my iPad 
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From : .22Tl1 -------------
To: "Wiebe. Michael" <Michael.Wiebe@vancouver.ca> 
CC: "Swanson. Jean" <Jean.Swanson@vancouver.ca> 

"Kirby-Yung. Sarah" <Sarah.Kirby-Yung@vancouver.ca> 
"Hardwick. Colleen" <Colleen.Hardwick@vancouver.ca> 
"Fry. Pete" <Pete.Fry@vancouver.ca> 
"De Genova. Melissa" <Melissa.DeGenova@vancouver.ca> 
"Bligh. Rebecca" <Rebecca.Bligh@vancouver.ca> 
"Carr, Adriane" <Adriane.Carr@vancouver.ca> 

"Domjnato Lisa" <Lisa Domjnato@vancouver ca> 
"Boyle, Christine" <Christine.Boyle@vancouver.ca> 

Date: 12/3/2018 3:25:29 PM 
Subj ect: rent controls and #38 million 

Attachments: Rent controls and $38 million.docx 

I hope you will read this ..... as a possible solution to the renters issue 

Sincerely, C ~2 
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From: s .22(1 ----To: "Bligh. Rebecca" <Rebecca.Bligh@vancouver.ca> 
Date: 11/29/2018 10:45:55 AM 

Subject: Rent Controls/Review 

Dear Ms Bligh, 

I voted for you because you came across as articulate, intelligent and caring. 

But it is with dismay that I now see that council is considering tightening up rent/vacancy controls. 

Really? 

In what century, in what planet are you living on? The evidence is irrefutable that rent controls are the best example of 
the worst case of public policy ever invented. It is outlawed in most states in our neighbouring country to the south. And 
they're crazy! 

Please don't fall for political expediency here. Refute any and all rent controls. 

Yours truly, 

.22c11 

Sent from Mail for Windows 10 
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From: s.22( ---------------To: "Carr, Adriane" <Adriane.Carr@vancouver.ca> 
Date: 11/29/2018 10:50:16 AM 

Subject: Rent ControlsNacancy Controls 

Dear Ms carr, 

It is with dismay t hat I hear that council is considering tightening rent control. 

What planet/time are you living in? 

Do you not read? Do you not study what is behind the lack of supply in rental housing? 

Please don't get stuck in Ms Swanson's fourty-year time machine and go down that road .... 

I voted for you because you came across as someone with intelligence and could rise above polit ics. Please don't make 
me regret my vote ! 

Yours truly, 

.22('1) 

Sent from .M..ail for Windows 10 
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From: s.22T'1l 

To: "Wiebe, Michael" <Michael.Wiebe@vancouver.ca> 
"Kirby-Yung, Sarah" <Sarah.Kirby-Yung@vancouver.ca> 
"Hardwick, Colleen" <Colleen. Hardwick@vancouver.ca> 
"Fry, Pete" <Pete.Fry@vancouver.ca> 

Date: 12/9/2018 6:00:59 PM 
Subject: SAVE THE WEST END 

RE: SAVE THE WEST END 

I wou ld ask you t o read th is email. It's rather long but I do have some ideas on creating an equal amount 
of rental units and condos. However, it wi ll requi re a complete flip on how you and others do business. 

There are thousands of us living in the West End are bare ly hanging on financia lly. People are very afra id 
of being dislocated from t heir homes and the neighbourhood t hat they have lived in for many, many 
years. What I proposed is viable; all that people have to do is re-th ink the business model from the 
t rad it ional approach of owner/landlord to a more socia lly conscious one that compliments t he city, not 
making the city worse. 

Owners & developers, city planners, city government all the way up to the provincial & federa l 
governments, need to address the issues of rental af fordability with a different lens. When tenants 
receive t heir annual increase, whatever that is has to be set aside by t he landlord in a different bank 
account to cover the ongoing maintenance and the reason for rent increases on t he property they own. 

Everyone has a stake in th is current cl imate of affordability and to not recognize it is a serious problem. 
The West End is made up of mill iona ires, upper class, middle class, and t he working poor. We all live in 
harmony with one another and to have developers bull dozing entire blocks of current rentals to bu ild 
condos that the average BC resident will never afford is out rageous and crue l. Even more insult ing is the 
case of the developer a Davie Street & Cardero condo site want ing a separate bui lding entrance for the 
social housing units. That was a slap to my face and I felt betrayed. 

There is no land left to bu ild upon without causing a major impact on the socia l fabric of our community 
so we al l need to share and be creative, especially in the West End. I look forward to your response. 

$.22(1) 
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s.22(1) 

.22(1 

. 22(1) ---- Ta les of the City https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=reUjaJhAm54 . 

.22(1) 

.22(1) We must stop the ongoing bu ll dozing of entire blocks in the West 
End and prevent the destruction of the few four story apartments that still exist. We feel the West End 
is unique and must be protected from developers and real estate specu lators. There is a healthy mix of 
diversity of people from the very rich, middle class, working poor who are living side by side as well as a 
vibrant gay community wh ich must be protected from the developers wrecking ba ll. 

The developers of current projects are offering the City of Vancouver a number of units for social 
housing; but, while that is one of many options to consider, it does not address the needs of the peop le 
living in the West End. The current criterion for socia l/assisted housing does not benefit peop le like me 
who make just over the cut-off limit for access to assisted housing. The City of Vancouver must demand 
more from developers and draw the line in the sand, so to speak. 

OTHER HISTORICAL INFORMATION: 

In the 1970's when Montreal, Quebec won the Olympic Summer games the developers were buying up 
entire blocks upon blocks of estab lished communities, thus dislocating thousands of people. As a result 
the City of Montreal and the provincial government put a stop to the destruction of these areas and 
init iated new policies for developers to continue bu ilding the various condos, etcetera. Qu ite simply, the 
City of Montreal told developers if they intended to tear down current renta l bu ild ings to be replaced 
w ith condos they must then replace each lost rental apartment at a 1 to 1 ratio and al low the dislocated 
tenants to return to the al lotted rental units at the same rent they were paying. If the developer refused 
to comply they were not given permits to bui ld. The current renta l market in Montreal is robust and 
there are an equal number of renta ls to privately owned condos wh ich creates a healthy rental 
environment whereby the rents are set at a reasonable rate that people can afford, unlike Vancouver 
where the average person is spending over 55% of their net income on rent. 

GOING FORWARD: 

The City of Vancouver, Urban City Planners, must take a hard stance with developers who seek to build 
condos that no BC residents can ever afford. It w ill take courage, moral strength, to demand that 
developers who want to bulldoze the West End replace each and every rental unit lost at a 1 to 1 ratio 
allowing for not only social/assisted housing but for rentals that are geared to net income of a renters 
salary. No renter should be spending 55% of their net income on housing. Developers must contribute 
on eth ical and moral grounds so as not to cause and exacerbate the problems of affordability and 
livabil ity in Vancouver. We need to preserve the West End from the wrecking bal l as we do not need 
another monochromatic and gothic monstrosity such as Yale Town. 

The West End is special and when you walk around the various tree lined streets in the West End you 
can still see people washing their cars w ith a sponge and a bucket of water, seeing people taking the 
t ime to talk to one another, shopping at the local Mom & Pop stores. There is a sense of community that 
is unique to the West End. The West End must be protected and preserved for t he current residents and 
not become an enclave for the rich and privi leged who have not contributed, nor participated in the 
enrichment of this community. When developers ask for separate entrances from the people who will be 
living in the social housing section the City must stand up and oppose the obvious elit ism that is 
occurring. 



demands of the developer who w ill be marketing/pandering t he new condos; primari ly foreign Chinese 
Nationals along with their illicitly imported laundered money condos that t he average Canadian cou ld 
never afford. 

The members of Counci l and others must have the moral int egrity and the eth ical courage to demand 
t hat fut ure developers contribute in such a way as t o enhance t he West End community for al l the 
people who currently live here and insist from the Urban City Planners on a design that compliments the 
city as opposed to compl icat ing the lives of those who have made what is now the West End. 

Those who dismiss government intervention and regulations in matters as essential as housing shou ld 
t hen also dismiss corporate welfare in all other areas. Unfortunately our system tends to be stacked in 
favour of the bigger guy who engages in unrestricted profiteering at the expense of all other 
considerations. The result is a near economic collapse. Who pays? The ordinary taxpayers cl inging to 
t heir livel ihood in a renta l, while also being blamed for not "sucking it up" to the demands of the 
market place. The hypocrisy in it all is astounding and complet ely untenab le. I'm not Marxist .... I support 
a free market system that provides a healt hy envi ronment for investment, but which is also sustainable 
and equitable. People shou ldn't be screwed over for t he sake of the almighty dol lar, especially when it 
concerns a basic need such as housing. In t he long run, a little socia l conscience can be a good th ing for 

all. 

Do investors and landlords (regard less of where t hey're from} should have more clout and influence on 
our lives than we t he people who grew up here, participated and cont ri buted to t he local communities, 
paying for t he roads, schools, community centers and infrastructure with OUR taxes and efforts? Now 
t hat circumst ances are making it near impossible to afford to cont inue living in OUR homes, are we being 
told to "move out" !?? Sure, let's j ust wa lk away from everything we've pa id for, worked for, and had 
influence on and t urn it over to someone else w it h lot s of money. Not just yet. Families will have t o wa it 
at least 10 t o 12 more years in t his financial hell unt il t heir kids finish school so t hat they can at least 
fi nish t heir ch ildhood in t he same neighbourhood w ith t heir same friends and w ith fam ily support 
relatively nearby. However, t he chi ldren will now likely have to cont inue living at home during t heir post
secondary schooling so it will likely take even a little longer. By then we, t he displaced people, wi ll be in 
our mid - G0's, sti ll wa iting to get into a somewhat decent home. And since the kids w ill still be living at 
home, we can't downsize t he home - no, our dwell ing will have to be bigger and more costly. Only when 
t he chi ldren are on track to their futures, will we, the hapless displaced persons, eventually cave in and 
relocat e, away from friends and family to enjoy what little of our "golden years" we have left. Oh, and 
we don't have any illusions about retiring. Will we be able to afford it? We 'll al l have to keep working 
unt il we 're no longer able to or will t he employers be obliged t o kick us out because t he Baby Boomer 
effect will also be kicking in ! 

I look forward to your comprehens ive response to my housing proposal. 

Most Sincerely, 

.221'11 

were a result of the tenants living in the building 
the gardens that you see 
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Hi Mike, 

From: "The Federal Store" <info@federalstore.ca> 
To: "Wiebe. Michael" <Michael.Wiebe@vancouver.ca> 

Date: 12/2/201811:55:49 PM 

Subject: Spam: Affordable Housing in Mount Pleasant 

We'd like to start by congratulating you on your win! A much-deserved victory. We are so glad to 
know that we finally have someone with so much in common with us in a position to make real 
change in our awesome city. 

We have just celebrated our 2-year anniversary of opening The Federal Store, and we could not be 
more grateful to be part of such a wonderful community as Mount Pleasant. After living in the area 
for over -220 , we feel so lucky to have the chance to get to know the people of the 
neighbourhood and to participate in their daily lives in such a personal way. 

The relationships that we have built with people through the store, from our customers to our staff 
to other small business owners who supply us their goods, have taught us that we are not the only 
ones who struggle to survive in this city. The cost of living, and in particular the rising cost of rent 
and lack of housing security, has had (and continues to have) a negative and compounding effect 
on our business, our lives and the lives of our Mount Pleasant community. 

As a small business owner yourself, especially one in the hospitality industry, we know you 
understand its many challenges -- in particular the challenges of finding and keeping staff. We've 
both worked in restaurants for over 15 years, and the changes we've seen in the last few years is 
quite startling. Everyone we talk to, even in some of Vancouver's most reputable dining spots, is 
struggling to find and hold onto good people (or often just any people at all). In our opinion, and we 
know we are not alone in feeling this way, the rising costs of living in this city is largely to blame. 
Our key demographic of people that would serve as staff are choosing to leave the city due to 
completely unaffordable rent. Great staff are harder to find, and turnover is increasing because 
those who do choose to work in hospitality know that there are so many "now hiring" signs lining 
the streets that they can walk into a new job the very next day. Moreover, we have lost several 
staff members because they chose to leave Vancouver entirely after their leases expired and they 
faced massive rent hikes or were renovicted. None of these people wanted to leave Vancouver, 
but fel t that they were left with no alternative. 

Regardless of heightened staffing challenges, it's not news that opening and operating a small 
business isn't easy . . 22(1 

.22(11 



.22TfJ 

Affordable, secure housing is necessary to the economy of Mount Pleasant. Small businesses like 
ours wouldn't be possible without the support of the community. However, it's hard not to feel like 
our way of life is under threat while we watch regular after regular leave the area because they 
can no longer afford to live here, and we know other small business owners are facing the same 
concerns. 

Given the huge impact that affordable housing has on small businesses, and the Mount Pleasant 
community as a whole, it's important that the city does everything it can to protect renters. As 
such, we are asking you vote in support of motion B10 in the vote on Tuesday. 

Thanks for taking the time to read this, and if you have any questions feel free to get in touch. 

All the best, 

.22(1) 

The Federa Store 
2601 Quebec Street 
Vancouver 

federa store.ca 
@federa storevan 
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From: 22fl ----
To: "Carr, Adriane" <Adriane.Carr@vancouver.ca> 

Date: 11/13/2018 9:04:07 AM 

Subject: Spam: Please Support Motion B10 to Protect Tenants from Renovictions 

Dear Mayor and Council , 

My name is ·22(1 , I am a resident of Vancouver and I am writing in support of Motion 
B 10 Protecting Tenants from Renovictions and Aggressive Buy-Outs. 

Vancouver can't afford to lose affordable housing stock! Any measure the City takes to build 
affordable housing will be for nothing unless we stop the ability of landlords to evict tenants and flip 
rentals into luxury suites to charge more rent. There's no reason to evict a tenant if they are willing 
to accomodate renovictions. This motion won't stop landlords from making legitimate repairs, it will 
stop profi t motivated evictions! 

I live in Mt. Pleasant and have seen numerous renovictions in my neighbourhood. This has 
destroyed our area and it seems that only the rich can live here now. .22( 
.22(1) . Otherwise I not on ... ly- w- ou_l_d_h_a-ve- to- le-a-ve_ M_t. 

Pleasant but I would have to leave the city I love so much as rents are out of control. I have lost 
many friends and neighbours in the last 10 years due to the arrogant behaviour of the previous 
municipal government and greedy developers who just don't care about the welfare of residents. 
These renovictions must stop! 

If passed, Motion 1 OB it will stop most renovictions in Vancouver by strengthening the City's 
Tenant Relocation and Protection policy. The motion also aims to remove the incentive to renovict 
Province-wide by pressuring the Provincial to control rents between tenancies! 

Sincerely, 

.22(f 
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Hi Michael, 

From: "Berkeley Tower" f 22r11 
To: "Wiebe. Michael" <Michael.Wiebe@vancouver.ca> 

Date: 12/5/20181:44:59 PM 

Subject: Standing for tenants - Thank you 

Thank you for taking the first step in protecting tenants from predatory developers and landlords. 
say "predatory" deliberately because there are of course many good landlords. 

Our advocacy isn't meant to decimate landlords as a group but rather to put an end to the actions 
of those who harass and evict specifically to make a mega-profit at the expense of those who have 
less. 

I look forward to further conversations, 

s.22(1) 
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From: s.:nm 
-------------To: "Carr, Adriane" <Adriane.Carr@vancouver.ca> 

Date: 11/29/2018 1 :16:36 PM 
Subject: Support B10 on Renovictions 

Dear Adriane, We are counting on you to do the right thing Tuesday Dec 4. 
Please vote YES ON Jean's motion. 
Many thanks 
.22(l) 
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From: s.:nm ------------To: "Carr, Adriane" <Adriane.Carr@vancouver.ca> 
Date: 12/3/2018 5:27:50 PM 

Subject: Support B10 

Dear Councillor Carr, 

I'm writing you as a resident of Vancouver to urge you to support Councillor Swanson's Motion B10 
Protecting Tenants from Renovictions and Aggressive Buy-Outs. 

The average cost of a one bedroom apartment in Vancouver is $2100, which is a completely 
ludicrous amount that most working families simply cannot afford. Vacancy control is long overdue 
here. We know the landlord lobby is powerful but I trust you will do the right thing for the average 
person. 

The greed of developers cannot be satisfied. Their unscrupulous tactics, including reno- and demo
victions, have caused rampant displacement and contributed to the homelessness crisis we see only 
worsening. 

Enough is enough. Housing is a human right and it's about time council starts protecting the rights of 
tenants. 

Sincerely, 
s.22llJ 
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Hi Davin Fung, 

From: ·22(1> ---------To: "Fung, Davin" <Davin.Fung@vancouver.ca> 
CC: "Stewart, Kennedy" <Kennedy.Stewart@vancouver.ca> 

"Bligh, Rebecca" <Rebecca.Bligh@vancouver.ca> 
"Boyle, Christine" <Christine.Boyle@vancouver.ca> 
"Carr, Adriane" <Adriane.Carr@vancouver.ca> 
"De Genova, Melissa" <Melissa.DeGenova@vancouver.ca> 
''Dominate, Lisa" <Lisa.Dominato@vancouver.ca> 
"Fry, Pete" <Pete.Fry@vancouver.ca> 

"Hardwick Colleen" <Colleen Hardwick@vancouver ca> 
"Kirby-Yung, Sarah" <Sarah.Kirby-Yung@vancouver.ca> 

"Swanson Jean" <Jean Swanson@vancouver ca> 
"Wiebe, Michael" <Michael.Wiebe@vancouver.ca> 

Date: 11/12/2018 7:50:34 PM 
Subject: Support for Motion B4 and Motion B10 

I hope this email finds you well. I'm writing to state my support for Motion B4 and Motion B 10. 

s.22(1) I live and work in 
a constant state of awareness of the death toll and damage to our communities that the opioid 
crisis has resulted in. We are living in an pubic health emergency, with 5 people a day on average 
dying due to fentanyl-related overdose deaths in BC. 

The scientific evidence is clear: access to safe, stable, affordable housing for is an essential part of 
the solution to the opioid crisis. This cannot be understated. Housing comes first. We need to 
protect our most vulnerable citizens. Motion B4 and Motion 10 are a part of the solution. 

Thank you for your time, and take care, 

.22(1 
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From: ·22(~ -------
To: "Wiebe. Michael" <Michael.Wiebe@vancouver.ca> 
CC: "Swanson. Jean" <Jean.Swanson@vancouver.ca> 

"Vancouver Tenants Union" <tenantsunion.yvr@vancouvertenantsunion.emailnb.com> 
Date: 11/30/2018 5:44:53 PM 

Subject: Support Motion B.10 

Dear Councillor Wiebe: 

I am writing in support of Motion B. 10. 

I have lived under the constant threat of renoviction in my rental of in East Vancouver. ---
.220) 

Some are homeless and most are under-housed, their hard-working families also living under the 
constant threat of renoviction. 

I encourage you to understand how difficult it is to rent in Vancouver . 

. 22 1) .-.---.- .---...---...----.- .. ----------- Renters are amongst the 
hardest worKing citizens that there are in Vancouver. 

Please support citizens who rent. 

Thank you, take care, 

.22"(1) 
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From: "Alexander Kennedy" 4s22<~) 

To: "Wiebe. Michael" <Michael.Wiebe@vancouver.ca> 
CC: "Fry. Pete" <Pete.Fry@vancouver.ca> 

"Carr. Adriane" <Adriane.Carr@vancouver.ca> 
Date: 12/4/2018 10:43:03 AM 

Subject: Suppport for Motion B-10 Amongst Small Businesses. 

Hello Michael, Pete and Adriane. 

Sarah Lindsey, the owner of the Salamander Salt Curios & Collectables, has asked me to reach 
out to small businesses around the Mount Pleasant Area with a letter in full support of Motion B-
10. 

I only had a few hours last night, but in that short time-frame I was able to successfully engage 
with numerous business owners who support motion B10 in its entirety. Here are their names: 

Peter Pratchet: First Used Books. 

Heechedl Kim: Pleasant Beans Cafe 

Nick Paraschos: 8th Dimension Comics 

Andrew Lee. Return It Bottle Depot. (Who will be present at the Rally this afternoon) 

David Isbister: PlantBase Food 

Kevin Heffner. DGM Laminating, Equipment supplies and service Vancouver. 

Megan Wallao: Nutmeg Myth. 

Audrey Wong: Lotus Food + Nutrition Inc. 

Sarah Lindsey, Salamander Salt Curios & Collectables 

Naomi Arnaut: Say Hello Sweets. 

Krisitn Zerbin: Moochy Booch Kambucha 

Theresa Frazao: Rath Art Supplies 

Laura Frederick: Dandelion Records & Emporium 

I did not get a chance to contact Michelle from Anti-Social Skateboard Shop last night, but from 
previous meetings I understand that she also fully supports motion B-10 and has even reached out 
to you. 

I want to emphasize that these business owners took the time to read the letter in its 
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entirety-including the 4 points that Motion B-10 has called for- They considered everything it 
represented, and they then signed their full support of it. Andrew Lee- the owner of Return It 
Bottle Depot-- is making plans to attend the rally today at City Hall. 

While there is much talk about how Motion B10 is dividing landlords from tenants, I want to 
emphasize that this motion does NOT target honest landlords and that one of the signees of the 
letter --Audrey Wong of Lotus Food + Nutrition Inc- Is also a landlord, (This is on top of the 
honest landlords who spoke at City Hall in favour of Motion B 10 and the honest landlords who 
reached out to you over the week) 

In your vote this evening. Please consider the many small business owners who have voiced their 
full support of Motion B10 in it's entirety and hope that you will join them in protecting Tenants (and 
Business owners) from the disastrous effects of Renovicitons and Aggressive Buy-Outs. 

-Yours, 

Alex Kennedy. Owner of Gauntlit 

Full Text of the letter can be read here: 

https://docs.google.com/document/d/1 ua-6hKbsrP0i5B7umLkHZpXpB 1 PAIZnuF6EEQ3AyQnU/edit 
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LETTER BY BUSINESS OWNERS IN SUPPORT OF MOTION 10: 
Pro~ Tenants from R9novtctioM and Afgref,Slve au,,. 

BUSINESS N.&.ME f1•~ 

~t-
SIGNAT\JRE 

LETTER BY BUSlNESS OWNERS IN SUPf'Ofl"TOF MOTION 111 
Pnllllcting Tenants fTO<n Renov~ and Agg,_,,.,. &uy-0 

NAME: 

f\j•()M,.. 'l 

EMAIL ANO PHONE "'*8ER 101'1-.II 
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LETTER 8Y BUSINESS OWNERS IN SUPPORT OF MOTi 81Q: 
Protecting Tenant:. from Reno,,lc1oon,; and A~ss,v~ 8U'I' 

NOTES. 

lET1Q 8V1M'91NEsaOWNEJISINSUPPOITOF MOTION 
PN141..-.,uTenanalroffl Ra,IO'klltJI• and .tw,www 

IWII; ---

----
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LETTER BY BIJSIHEss owtEflS SUPPOfl'T Of' MOTION 810: 
~ T9nants from ~.o~lSand ~e Buy-Outs 

NOUS 
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From: "Alexander Kennedy" f 22fl 

To: "Hardwick, Colleen" <Colleen.Hardwick@vancouver.ca> 
CC: "Bligh, Rebecca" <Rebecca.Bligh@vancouver.ca> 

''Dominate, Lisa" <Lisa. Dominato@vancouver.ca> 
"Kirby-Yung, Sarah" <Sarah.Kirby-Yung@vancouver.ca> 
"De Genova, Melissa" <Melissa.DeGenova@vancouver.ca> 

Date: 12/4/2018 10:58:08 AM 
Subject: Suppport for Motion B-10 Amongst Small Businesses 

Hello Councillors Colleen Hardwick, Rebecca Bligh, Lisa Dominate, Sarah Kirby-Yung and Melissa 
De Genova 

Sarah Lindsey, the owner of the Salamander Salt Curios & Collectables, has asked me to reach 
out to small businesses around the Mount Pleasant Area with a letter in full support of Motion B-
10. 

I only had a few hours last night, but in that short time-frame I was able to successfully engage 
with numerous business owners who support motion B10 in its entirety. 

Here are the names of these business owners: 

Peter Pratchet: First Used Books. 

Heechedl Kim: Pleasant Beans Cafe 

Nick Paraschos: 8th Dimension Comics 

Andrew Lee. Return It Bottle Depot. 

David Isbister: PlantBase Food 

Kevin Heffner. DGM Laminating, Equipment supplies and service Vancouver. 

Megan Wallao: Nutmeg Myth. 

Audrey Wong: Lotus Food+ Nutrition Inc. 

Sarah Lindsey, Salamander Salt Curios & Collectables 

Naomi Arnaut: Say Hello Sweets. 

Krisitn Zerbin: Moochy Booch Kambucha 

Theresa Frazao: Rath Art Supplies 

Laura Frederick: Dandelion Records & Emporium 
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I want to emphasize that these business owners took the time to read the letter in its 
entirety-including the 4 points that Motion B-10 has called for- They considered everyth ing it 
represented, and they then signed their full support of it. Andrew Lee- the owner of Return It 
Bottle Depot-- is making plans to attend the rally today at City Hal l. 

While there is much talk about how Motion B 10 is dividing landlords from tenants, I want to 
emphasize that this motion does NOT target honest landlords and that one of the signees of the 
letter --Audrey Wong of Lotus Food + Nutrition Inc- Is also a landlord, (This is on top of the 
honest landlords who spoke at City Hall in favour of Motion B 10 and the honest landlords who 
reached out to you over the week) 

In your vote this evening. Please consider the many small business owners who have voiced their 
full support of Motion 810 in it's entirety and hope that you will join them in protecting Tenants (and 
Business owners) from the disastrous effects of Renovicitons and Aggressive Buy-Outs. 

-Yours, 

Alex Kennedy. Owner of Gauntlit 

Full Text of the letter can be read here: 

bttps-//docs google com/documenUd/1 ua-6hKbsrPOi5B7umLkHZpXpB1 PAIZouF6EEQ3AyOnU/edit 
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LETTER BY BUSINESS OWNERS IN SUPPORT OF MOTION 10: 
Pro~ Tlinant$ from RfflOVletlons and A99f'f>f>Slve Buy-

BUSINESS No&.ME f1•~ 

~ t-
SIGNAT\JRE 

LETTER BY 8\JSlNESS OWNERS IN SUPPOfnOF MOTION B1 
Proi.cting T41nants from Reno,,~ and A991'9fl..,. Buy-0 

NAME 

"' ' ()("\,.. '1 
EMAIL AND PHONE NUfolSER 101'1-.II 
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LETTER 8Y8IIIIINIHOWNEAStNsuPl'OAT~MOTIOH ~ 
Prolec1lnt~"°"'~-and ...... 

NOTIS 

lETIER BY 8USIH£ss OWNERs N SU~ OF MO 
Protecting Tena.ts frorn ~and~ B.N'-IPIJits 

( 
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LETTER BY BUSltfESS OWNERS 1"1 ~ o~ MO 610: 
Prowow,g Tenants fl1)m ~ 111'1!1 AgQ!rU$M &rt-Oub 
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Dear Councillor Fry, 

From : 
To: "Fry, Pete" <Pete.Fry@vancouver.ca> 

Date: 11/30/2018 4:19:46 PM 

Subject: Thank you! 

I would like to thank you for hearing out all the speakers for motion B 10. 

I was moved by your attentiveness and thoughtful questions. I feel proud to have voted for you! 

.22{11 

s.22(1) Vancouver is and will always be home to us. ---------
Regardless of outcome, I appreciate you for listening and supporting the people of Vancouver! 

Sincerely, 
.22('1) 
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From : P 2<11 -----------
To: "Wiebe. Michael" <Michael.Wiebe@vancouver.ca> 

Date: 12/3/2018 11 :12:02 AM 

Subject: Thank you 

Dear Councilor Wiebe, 

I wanted to express my appreciation for listening to all the speakers for motion B-10. I was 
impressed by your attentiveness and open demeanor. This contributed to putting the speakers at 
ease. 

My impression is that we now have a Mayor and council that reflects the people. I feel proud to 
have voted for you! 

.22(l) 

I am hopeful that the Mayor and council make positive changes for the people! 

Much respect and appreciation 

Sincerely, 
.221'1) 
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Dear Councillor Wiebe, 

From: s.22[1) 

To: 
Date: 

Subject: 

---------------"Wiebe. Michael" <Michael. Wiebe@vancouver.ca> 
11/29/2018 10:01 :09 PM 

This landlord supports B 10 

I am writinq to urqe you to support motion B10 to provide protection for tenants from losinq their homes. 

I have watched with increasing horror the very sudden change in my beloved Vancouver where rapacious landlords (often corporations) buy up apartment 
buildings apparenUy with the express purpose of evicting the current tenants so that significantly higher rents can be charged. The pretext is renovations 
hence the term renovictions. 

s.22 1) 

The house needed a lot of work initially and much was done in the few months before the first tenants moved in. However, I now make sure the my 
tenants know that they can call me any time with problems re appliances, plumbing, home security, leaky roof etc. etc. My aim is to keep the home in 
good shape and provide a high quality living environment for all who live there. 
I have not passed on legally approved rent increases for many years. I also pay the utilities . 

. 22 1) 
P lease do not vote down thrs- mportant motion wtffi the 1aeatnal you neeaToprotect landlor<ls.We"donot need any more protection and we are 
extremely fortunate to be in the position we are in. 
s.2211 .--,A- _____ _,..,, Our city depends on renters. 
Businesses cannot operate witnout staff wnohave housmg.ln my home ne1ghoournooo1usi'1n the last year nost my longtime Chinese run grocery store, 
my dry cleaners, the family run sushi place. Even Starbuucks closed. This is neighbourhood death and is another aspect of the real estate 
boom/housing crisis. 

The housing crisis affects all of us. Please support this motion so we can start to get our city back. 

With sincere regards 

.22(1) 
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Hey Michael, 

From: "Marissa Chan-Kent" <mchan-kent@udi.org> 
To: "Wiebe. Michael" <Michael.Wiebe@vancouver.ca> 

Date: 11/28/2018 11 :33:37 AM 
Subject: Time to Chat? 

I hope this note finds you well. It was great to connect with you a couple weeks ago at the SFU event. I found the 
discussion quite informative and I really appreciate your collaborative approach on ensuring builders and the community 
work together at the same table to make the future of the neighbourhood workable for everyone. 

I was wondering if you had t ime today for a quick chat on the revised Motion - Protecting Tenants from Renovictions 
and Aggressive Buyouts? We've heard t hat t he speakers to t his motion have been compelling and I'd love the opportunity 
to hear your t houghts on how this has developed. 

I'm available all day t oday - my cell iss.Z2l'f if needed. -----
Hope we can find t ime to connect soon! 

Best, 

Marissa 
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From : "Leslie Whittaker" <lwhittaker@udi.org> 
To: "Stewart, Kennedy" <Kennedy.Stewart@vancouver.ca> 

"Bligh, Rebecca" <Rebecca. Bligh@vancouver.ca> 
"Boyle, Christine" <Christine.Boyle@vancouver.ca> 
"Ball, Elizabeth" <Elizabeth.Ball@vancouver.ca> 
"De Genova, Melissa" <Melissa.DeGenova@vancouver.ca> 
"Dominate, Lisa" <Lisa.Dominato@vancouver.ca> 
"Fry. Pete" <Pete.Fry@vancouver.ca> 
"Hardwick. Colleen" <Colleen.Hardwick@vancouver.ca> 

"Kirby-Yung Sarah" <Sarah Kjrby-Yung@vancouver ca> 
"Swanson, Jean" <Jean.Swanson@vancouver.ca> 

"Wiebe Michael" <Michael Wjebe@vancouver ca> 
CC: "Kelley, Gil" <Gil.Kelley@vancouver.ca> 

"Johnston Sadhu" <Sadhu Johnston@vancouver ca> 
Date: 11/28/2018 2:11:45 PM 

Subject: UDI LETTER TO COUNCIL REGARDING REVISED MOTION 10 
Attachments: UDI U r Nov 28 2018 Revised Motion 10.pdf 

Good Afternoon Mayor Stewart and Council 

On behalf of Anne McMullin, President and CEO of the Urban Development Inst itute, please find our letter regarding the 
Revised Motion 10 that is going before Council on November 28, 2018. 

Regards 

Regards 

Leslie 

Leslie Whittaker 
Executive Assistant to the President and CEO 

1100, 1050 West Pender Street 
Vancouver, BC V6E 3S7 

lwhjttaker@udj org 
T: 604-669-9585 

http' //www udi be ca 

We have now moved to our new offices. Please update your records with our new address. 
uite 1100, 1050 West Pender Street 

Vancouver, BC V6E 3S7 Canada 
Email addresses and phone numbers will remain the same. 
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URBAN DEVELOPMENT INSTITUTE - PACIFIC REGIO N 
#1100 - 1050 West Pender Street 

Vancouver, British Columbia V6E 3S7 Canada 
T . 604.669.9585 F. 604.689.8691 

www.udi. bc.ca 

November 28, 20 18 

Mayor Kennedy Stewart and Counci l 
City of Vancouver 
453 West 12th Avenue 
Vancouver, BC V5Y 1 V4 

Re: Revised Motion 10 on the November 28, 2018 Council Meeting Agenda 

Further to our correspondence of November 13, 2018, I am writing again on 
beha lf of the Urban Development Inst itute's (UDI's) more than 850 members, to 
respect ful ly request that Counci l not support the proposed revised motion that : 

A. The City immediately amend its Tenant Relocation and Protection Policy to the 
extent of its authority under the Vancouver Charter to: 

i. Apply to all forms of rental accommodation, all areas of Vancouver and 
to all permits which will result in the temporary or permanent 
displacement of tenants; and 

ii. Require landlords to offer displaced tenants the opportunity to 
temporarily move out for the necessary duration of the renovations 
without their leases ending or rent increasing, in accordance with the 
Residential Tenancy Act and the Residential Tenancy Branch Policy 
Guideline 2 of May 2018; and 

D. The City immediately and forcefully call on the province to implement 
effective vacancy controls for British Columbia, or alternatively, to give 
Vancouver the power to regulate maximum rent increases during and 
between tenancies. 

The resolution wil l have serious and dire consequences on t he maintenance of 
exist ing rental and stop development of new rental bu ildings. If the proposed 
motion were to be adopted by Council, it would put 5,195 rental homes 
currently planned for the City of Vancouver at serious risk of 
cancellation. 

UDI and its members understand that Vancouver is in t he midst of a housing 
crisis and recognize the stress that is associated wit h moving homes as a resu lt 
of necessary upgrades and redevelopment of build ings. However, passing this 
mot ion wou ld result in the most significant unintended consequence of halting 
any new rental development, an action that wou ld greatly hinder the City's 
goals of increasing the number of affordable and secure rental homes in 
Vancouver. 

1 
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Renewable City Action Plan By 2050, nearly half of Vancouver’s buildings will have 
been replaced with zero-emission buildings. The remaining buildings will have 
undergone deep retrofits to bring their energy performance up to the standards 

expected of new construction, or have been connected to one of Vancouver’s 
neighbourhood renewable energy systems

Clean, Efficient Buildings Intentions Paper New code for 
existing buildings by 2024
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F rom: "Jan Robinson" <jan@brightsidehomes.ca> 

To: "Hardwick. Colleen" <Colleen.Hardwick@vancouver.ca> 

Date: 12/3/2018 12:14:50 PM 

Subject: URGENT: Renoviction Motion - implications for non-profit housing providers 

Dear Councillor Hardwick: 

We understand that a motion to amend the Tenant Relocation and Protection Policy to include additional vacancy controls 

(bttps·//cguncH yancguyer ca/201s1114/dgcuments/pspcJ2-Bev;sedMgtjgn pdf) is being discussed tomorrow. 

As Executive Director of one of Vancouver's largest and oldest housing societies. Brjghtsjde cgmmun jty Homes fgundatjgn, I have great concern regarding the 
language and impact the proposed motion could have on non-profit affordable housing providers. 

We support the intention of this motion and its aim of protecting vulnerable renters in Vancouver. However, the motion as it is currently proposed will have a 
number of unintended negative consequences: 

• Passing of the motion will inhibit the creation of urgently needed housing, including affordable housing. It will do this by inhibiting projects already in the 
approvals process or about to be introduced to the approvals process from moving foiward in an expeditious manner, as there is no alternative plan in 
place. 

• The motion will create a climate of uncertainty and higher risk for community-based organizations that are working hard to address the specific concern 
outlined in the motion - the housinq emerqency in Vancouver. 

• The motion fails to recognize that increasing supply is paramount to resolving the housing crisis, and that organizations working to redevelop need 
support in helpinq find accommodation in an extremely tiqht market as opposed to solely requlation. 

• It also fails to acknowledge that there are a number of older buildings in need of extensive renovations to ensure safety and security of the residents that 
live in them, and which would better serve the community by being redeveloped. That is, not all redevelopments aim to become luxury accommodation. 
However, the cost of redeveloping in Vancouver due to the price of land, permits, length of the process, result in the need to charge higher rents in order 
to make projects viable. 

We ask that you consider amending Councillor Swanson's motion to consult with a variety of stakeholders to come up with collaborative solutions that 
protect tenants as well as foster the delivery of much needed housing units . At the very least, we request that you allow discretion in permitting certain 
projects to proceed if they provide affordable housing, are being delivered by non-profits, or provide for reasonable resident relocation plans that take into 
consideration resident's income when determining rents for returning residents. 

Brightside was founded in 1952 and operates 26 affordable rental properties in the City of Vancouver. Brightside provides homes to over 900 Vancouver 
residents. We share the council's concerns about the lack of affordable housing options required to ensure a vibrant, healthy and diverse city. Yet we also 
believe that non-profits are strongly positioned to make a positive difference with the support of the City of Vancouver. 

Following a recent event organized by Brightside called "YIMBYism: A Solution to Vancouver's Affordable Housing Crisis," feedback provided by attendees 
stated that the top housing solutions they'd like policy-makers to focus on in the next 12 months are expediting the permit process (75%) and working with 
organizations redeveloping to help them find temporary accommodation for residents (54%). In conjunction, those two efforts will deliver much needed relief 
in terms of units available, lower prices and less renter vulnerability. 

We'll reach stronger solutions to Vancouver's housing crisis if a collective approach is taken and non-profit housing providers are consulted before mass
market regulations are introduced. Collaboration is essential to bring about the systemic change that's needed to address Vancouver's affordability crisis. A 
considered view of such proposed amendments is essential and we're asking you to consider amending this motion. 

I would be happy to discuss our concerns and thoughts further, so please do not hesitate to contact me via email or by calling my cell phone at 604-880-
0215. 

Kind regards, 

~0-t\ 
Jan Robinson, CPA, CMA 
Executive Director 

[J Brightside 

Brightside Community Homes Foundation 
300-905 West Pender 
Vancouver, BC V6C 1 L6 

P: (604) 684-3515 ext. 223 I F: (604) 684-3677 
brightsidehomes.ca 
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F rom: "Jan Robinson" <jan@brightsidehomes.ca> 

To: "Kirby-Yung Sarah" <Sarah.Kirby-Yung@vancouver.ca> 

Date: 12/3/2018 12:15:50 PM 

Subject: URGEN T: Renoviction Motion - implications for non-profit housing providers 

Dear Councillor Kirby-Yung: 

We understand that a motion to amend the Tenant Relocation and Protection Policy to include additional vacancy controls 

(bttps·//cguncH yancguyer ca/201s1114/dgcuments/pspcJ2-Bev;sedMgtjgn pdf) is being discussed tomorrow. 

As Executive Director of one of Vancouver's largest and oldest housing societies. Brjghtsjde cgmmun jty Homes fgundatjgn, I have great concern regarding the 
language and impact the proposed motion could have on non-profit affordable housing providers. 

We support the intention of this motion and its aim of protecting vulnerable renters in Vancouver. However, the motion as it is currently proposed will have a 
number of unintended negative consequences: 

• Passing of the motion will inhibit the creation of urgently needed housing, including affordable housing. It will do this by inhibiting projects already in the 
approvals process or about to be introduced to the approvals process from moving foiward in an expeditious manner, as there is no alternative plan in 
place. 

• The motion will create a climate of uncertainty and higher risk for community-based organizations that are working hard to address the specific concern 
outlined in the motion - the housinq emerqency in Vancouver. 

• The motion fails to recognize that increasing supply is paramount to resolving the housing crisis, and that organizations working to redevelop need 
support in helpinq find accommodation in an extremely tiqht market as opposed to solely requlation. 

• It also fails to acknowledge that there are a number of older buildings in need of extensive renovations to ensure safety and security of the residents that 
live in them, and which would better serve the community by being redeveloped. That is, not all redevelopments aim to become luxury accommodation. 
However, the cost of redeveloping in Vancouver due to the price of land, permits, length of the process, result in the need to charge higher rents in order 
to make projects viable. 

We ask that you consider amending Councillor Swanson's motion to consult with a variety of stakeholders to come up with collaborative solutions that 
protect tenants as well as foster the delivery of much needed housing units. At the very least, we request that you allow discretion in permitting certain 
projects to proceed if they provide affordable housing, are being delivered by non-profits, or provide for reasonable resident relocation plans that take into 
consideration resident's income when determining rents for returning residents. 

Brightside was founded in 1952 and operates 26 affordable rental properties in the City of Vancouver. Brightside provides homes to over 900 Vancouver 
residents. We share the council's concerns about the lack of affordable housing options required to ensure a vibrant, healthy and diverse city. Yet we also 
believe that non-profits are strongly positioned to make a positive difference with the support of the City of Vancouver. 

Following a recent event organized by Brightside called "YIMBYism: A Solution to Vancouver's Affordable Housing Crisis," feedback provided by attendees 
stated that the top housing solutions they'd like policy-makers to focus on in the next 12 months are expediting the permit process (75%) and working with 
organizations redeveloping to help them find temporary accommodation for residents (54%). In conjunction, those two efforts will deliver much needed relief 
in terms of units available, lower prices and less renter vulnerability. 

We'll reach stronger solutions to Vancouver's housing crisis if a collective approach is taken and non-profit housing providers are consulted before mass
market regulations are introduced. Collaboration is essential to bring about the systemic change that's needed to address Vancouver's affordability crisis. A 
considered view of such proposed amendments is essential and we're asking you to consider amending this motion. 

I would be happy to discuss our concerns and thoughts further, so please do not hesitate to contact me via email or by calling my cell phone at 604-880-

0215. 

Kind regards, 

~0-t\ 
Jan Robinson, CPA, CMA 
Executive Director 

Q Brightside 

Brightside Community Homes Fou ndation 
300-905 West Pender 
Vancouver, BC V6C 1 L6 

P: (604) 684-3515 ext. 223 I F: (604) 684-3677 
brightsidehomes.ca 
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From: "Berkeley Tower" f 220) 
To: "Boyle, Christine" <Christine.Boyle@vancouver.ca> 

"Fry, Pete" <Pete.Fry@vancouver.ca> 
"Carr, Adriane" <Adriane.Carr@vancouver.ca> 
"Wiebe, Michael" <Michael.Wiebe@vancouver.ca> 
"Bligh, Rebecca" <Rebecca.Bligh@vancouver.ca> 
"Hardwick. Colleen" <Colleen.Hardwick@vancouver.ca> 
"De Genova, Melissa" <Melissa.DeGenova@vancouver.ca> 
"Dominate, Lisa" <Lisa.Dominato@vancouver.ca> 

"Swanson Jean" <Jean Swanson@vancouver ca> 
"Zaenker, Anita" <Anita.Zaenker@vancouver.ca> 

"Reid Lauren" <Lauren Reid@vancouver ca> 
CC: "Sue . " :oi5-22c1> 

"Liam McClure" .f-22<1> 

Date: 11/30/2018 1 :56:48 PM 

Subject: Urgent action to stop unlawful renovictions 
Attachments: Letter from BT and VTU 11-30-18.pdf 

Dear Councillors and Mayor, 

Please see the attached letter regarding motion B.10. 

Thank you for taking an interest in creating a Vancouver which is livable for everyone. 

I look forward to hearing from you, 

Vanessa Wirth 
Berkeley T ewer Tenant 
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Dear Councillors and Mayor,

We were all moved by the horrific personal accounts of renovictions heard at the City Council
meetings earlier this week.  

As a direct result of tenants being given this esteemed platform to speak, we have seen some 
encouraging changes take place.  VS Rentals has announced in a Vancouver Sun article that 
they will change their business model, and stop renovicting tenants.  Within the same article, 
David Hutniak, CEO of LandlordBC said: “LandlordBC does not support renovictions and doing 
so is certainly not industry best practices.  We are of the view that in most circumstances a 
landlord should not need to end a tenancy for renovations or repairs even if doing so would be 
easier or perhaps slightly more economical to complete the work. Landlords who take this course 
of action are unnecessarily inconveniencing tenants and, frankly, harming the broader industry.”  

Unfortunately, due to the lack of landlord participation in the hearing for Motion B10, there was 
little opportunity for public debate or for an opportunity to address arguments against the motion 
head-on. Looking to public statements from the industry on the issue, there appears to be 
conflicting perspectives.

We understand that there were a burst of letters received by Councillors and Mayor on 
November 27th expressing concern with the “unintended consequences” of Motion B10. Given 
the conflicting public statements from rental industry representatives on this issue, we hoped
to get a sense of the concerns presented to council so that we have the opportunity to address 
them directly. 

Could you please share with us, by return email, a summary of concerns presented to you by 
landlords prior to the hearing  on November 27th? If we could arrange a meeting with you for 
Monday, November 3rd, any time after 5:00 PM, we can come prepared with a presentation to 
address any specific concerns that stood out to you

We hope that Motion B10 can pass in order to align City processes with the existing rights of 
tenants to temporarily relocate during renovations, while maintaining their existing tenancies.

Warm Regards,

Berkeley Tower Tenant
1770 Davie Street

Tenant Advocate
Steering Committee Member
Vancouver Tenants Union

Outreach & Advocacy, West End
Steering Committee Member
Vancouver Tenants Union
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From: "Margaret Ferguson" <Margaret.Ferguson@wolverton.ca> 
To: "Wiebe, Michael" <Michael.Wiebe@vancouver.ca> 

Date: 12/4/2018 12:29:12 PM 
Subject: Vancouver's Housing Crisis 

Attachments: Letter to Councillor Michael Wiebe_December 4, 2018.pdf 

Dear Councillor Wiebe, 

Please see attached correspondence from Mr. Brent Wolverton, CEO of Pacific Investment 
Corporation. 

Kind regards, 
Margaret 

Margaret Ferguson I Executive Assistant 

Suite 1490, 1075 West Georgia Street 

PO Box 48266 BENTALL I Vancouver, BC I V7X lAl 
0: 604.566.8770 I M: 778.882.1526 

margaret ferguson@woiyertoo ca 
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CLRwiebe@vancouver.ca 
 
December 4, 2018 
 
Councillor Michael Wiebe 
3rd Floor, City Hall 
453 West 12th Avenue 
Vancouver. BC  V5Y 1V4 
 
 
Dear Councillor Wiebe, 
 
As a 3rd generation Vancouverite, it troubles me greatly to watch our city go down a path of urban 
development without any thought of the future we are building.  In the near term, this has caused a huge 
imbalance between rental accommodations and ownership, a key factor in our current housing crisis.  I know 
this is an issue you care about. 
 
I believe you can’t complain if you haven’t put an effort into changing things.  So, when the government 
struck a task force on the housing crisis earlier this year, I sat down and tried to write a piece which both 
educates people as to the causes of the crisis and offers solutions to ease the current situation.  There are 
no quick fixes.  Those that propose them only lull us into inaction in the long term, where the only real 
change can come. 
 
Please find enclosed the white paper I submitted to the task force. 
 
Should you have questions, want more information or simply wish to discuss the issue further, I am at your 
disposal. 
 
Respectfully, 

 

Brent Wolverton, CEO 
Pacific Investment Corporation 
 
Enclosure 

 
Suite 1490, 1075 West Georgia Street 
PO Box 48266 BENTALL 
Vancouver, BC V7X 1A1 
 
Telephone: 604 566 8770 
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Suite 1490, 1075 West Georgia Street 
PO Box 48266 BENTALL 
Vancouver, BC V7X 1A1 
 
Telephone: 604 566 8770 
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Hi Mayor and Councillors, 

From: ~ 22(' 

To: "Stewart Kennedy" <Kennedy Stewart@yancouyer ca> 
"Bligh Rebecca" <Rebecca Bligh@yancouyer ca> 
"De Genova Melissa" <Melissa DeGenoya@yancouyer ca> 
"Kirby-Yung Sarah" <Sarah Kjrby-Yung@yancouyer ca> 
"Dom;nato L ;sa" <I isa Domjnato@yancouyer ca> 
"fry Pete" <Pete Ecy@yancouyer ca> 
"Carr Adriane" <Adriane carr@yancouyer ca> 
"Wiebe Mjcha P.I" <Michael Wjebe@yancouyer ca> 
"Swanson Jean" <Jean swanson@yancouyer ca> 
"Hardwick. Colleen" <Colleen.Hardwick@vancouver.ca> 

"Boyle Chrjstjne" <Cbcistjne Boyle@yancouyer ca> 
Date: 12/3/2018 12:30:46 AM 

Subject: with respect to leadership & motion B-10 

I am perplexed by the City Manager's unwillingness to allow staff to be present during the discussion of motion B-10 and to only let you ask questions re this motion via 
email. 

This is very much setting up a situation that increases the chances that you will have to refer the motion to staff. If any new questions arise Tuesday that you need 
answers to in order to make a decision, nobody will be able to answer them and you will be inclined to want to refer this to staff. 

The City Manager was also very clear that this is what he wants to have happen too. When the first memo was being discussed, he said that his "preference· and what 
he ·would be most comfortable with" was that you refer this motion back to staff and that they be given the chance to write a report and then "speak to their own work" 
because he did not want them speaking to a motion that they did not write. 

Respectfully, nobody in this city elected the City Manager and how council functions should not revolve around his comfort levels and his personal preferences. 

My understanding is that you, as elected officials, whom the public elected to serve the public interest, can tell city staff and the City Manager to do whatever you want 
them to do. You could choose to make staff be there to answer your questions on Tuesday. That is their job. You have that right. They work for you. In fact, you all worl< for 
the citizens of Vancouver. 

And if they write two memos that you are relying on to inform your decision, they should be there to speak to their own worl<. 

What our city needs right now is strong leadership, the kind of leadership that has conviction. The public needs to feel that you are in charge of the City and that you are 
directing things. 

You were all elected to lead our city, together. We definitely did not elect you to hand over this power to the City Manager and staff to have them tell you what they think you 
should do. 

Imagine that you were me, a member of the public. How would you perceive this situation? Would you believe that you live in a properly functioning democracy? 

The role of staff is to actualize whatever the majority of council wants to see happen. They are bright, innovative, resourceful people and they can figure out ways to do 
almost anything, if you given them clear direction and tell them to get determined and find a way. If they come back and say they cannot, tell they to try harder. 

If you give staff broad, vague directives to report back with what they think you should do and what they think is possible, this is not actually assuming leadership in our 
city. It's granting a number of un-elected civil servants a remarkable amount of power to determine how our city evolves. 

MOTION B-10 

I would very much like for you to support motion B-10 in its entirety. In terms of a tenant's right to retain the lease during a renovation, all that it asks is that the Tenant 
Protection and Relocation policy be aligned with existing rights that tenants already legally have through the RTA. 

That policy, as it has been currently designed and practiced, is honestly more aptly called the Tenant Relocation Policy. It protects a landlord's rights and favours the 
landlord. It is not balanced, especially in the contex1 of renovations. It was designed to give developers the power to relocate tenants by buying them out and helping 
them to find a new home, and that is the intended outcome from the landlord's perspective; meanwhile, tenants are not protected. They are not even made aware of the 
greatest protection they legally have. That is neither fair nor in the public interest. 

You can simply approve this motion in its entirety. If staff has issues with it and doesn't think it is viable, then they can come back and tell you that later. The you can tell 
them to figure out ways to make the essence of what is being proposed happen. 

Finally, the outcome of the Rental Housing Task Force report is not as important as some of you are making it out to be, or as significant as staff will likely make it seem. 
It is a set of recommendations that may or may not be implemented at some unknown point in the future. If anything arises out of it that strengthens renter protection and 
it is actually implemented, city policy can be aligned with it in the future. 

The renters of this city have honestly moved and in_spired me so. m_uch with their remarl<able spirit and un_yielding determination around this motion.$, 2[J\
s.22rfi am wnt,ng you w,th such conv,cllon and a sense of newfound hope. It IS my greatest wish that you too are mspired by ttiemaffil 
recognize' mat we actually can save our c,ty. 

With much hope, 

If you want to build a ship, don't drum up people to collect wood and don't a ssign the m ta sks and work, but rather teach them to long for the e ndless immensity of the sea. 

Antoine de S a int-E xupery 
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From: s.22('1) 
------

To: "Dominate. Lisa" <Lisa.Dominato@vancouver.ca> 
Date: 12/3/2018 11:17:07 PM 

Subject: Your support of Motion 10 tomorrow 

Dear Cir Dominate, 

I am writing about Motion 10 - protecting tenants from renovictions. I also spoke to council last 
Tuesday on the subject, sharing my own family's experience with renting in Vancouver, and how 
the lack of protection for all renters in all areas impacts myself and my kids. 

I just wanted to reach out to let you know again how important this motion is for renters in 
Vancouver. I know there are many more dire stories than my own, which makes sense because I 
am a relatively privileged person in the city. I have a good job, with a good wage and good 
benefits. Nevertheless, my family is impacted in very real ways by the uncertainty of renting in 
this city, as we cannot move and we forego challenging our landlord on necessary rel)airs because 
we fear eviction. We live s. rt) in Hastings Sunrise, s. f1 
.22('1) 

I know that true affordability for renters is important to you. Our city can't be inclusive of poor and 
working class people with the current rampant use of renoviction by unscrupulous landlords. In this 
light, please, please support the motion tomorrow. 

Because Vancouver is one of tbe most unaffordable places in North America, city council has 
unique responsibility to look at and exhaust every avenue to address the crisis. Renters in this city 
cannot wait, and even if council supports measures to add affordable housing stock, this will not 
ameliorate the situation if at the same time we are losing affordable rental stock due to 
renovictions. 

I will be there tomorrow, and I appreciate your support onJhis critical issue. 
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From : "Daryl Penner"f22T'l) 
To: "Bligh, Rebecca" <Rebecca. Bligh@vancouver.ca> 

Date: 

Subject: 

Attachments : 

"De Genova, Melissa" <Melissa.DeGenova@vancouver.ca> 
"Dominate, Lisa" <Lisa.Dominato@vancouver.ca> 
"Stewart, Kennedy" <Kennedy.Stewart@vancouver.ca> 
"Hardwick, Colleen" <Colleen.Hardwick@vancouver.ca> 
"Kirby-Yung, Sarah" <Sarah.Kirby-Yung@vancouver.ca> 
"Carr, Adriane" <Adriane. Carr@vancouver.ca> 
"Fry, Pete" <Pete.Fry@vancouver.ca> 

"Wiebe Michael" <Michael Wiebe@vancouver ca> 
"Swanson, Jean" <Jean.Swanson@vancouver.ca> 

"Boyle Christine" <Christine Boyle@vancouver ca> 
12/2/2018 9:02:47 AM 
3 speeches and 3 very important reasons why you should vote in favour of a ban 
on Renovictioins this Tuesday 
Speech to Vancouver City Council on Renovictions.docx 
Spare Speech to Vancouver City Council on Renovictions.docx 
Second Spare Speech for Vancouver City Council on Renovictions Motion.docx 

Hello Vancouver City Council, 

Please find attached 3 separate speeches and 3 separate reasons why you should vote in favor of 
Motion #10 All 3 are attached. 

Regards, 

Daryl Penner 
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12/17/2018 Gmail-ask 

M Gmail Jean Swanson <jean.swanson@gmail.com> 

ask 
1 message 

s.22(1) Mon, Nov 26, 2018 at 8:13 AM 
To: Jean Swanson <jean.swanson@gmail.com> 

I sent similar notes to Adriane, Pete, and Colleen 

I hope you are will but this note is to ask a political favour. I was unable to get on the speaker list in support of Swanson's 
motion on tenant protection. So I am asking you to support it. My reasons are fairly simple. 

1. We have a crisis where our working families are fast being forced to leave the city. We need emergency measures to 
keep them here. 

2. The speculative pressures on apartment buildings are extreme. Apartments are being fl ipped with speculative gains in 
anticipation of renoviction produced rental price gains. Swansons motion would moderate these speculative gains. 

3. We need certain emergency measures to hold the line until the city completes a city wide plan. This motion can be a 
moderate step to hold the line just until we finish the planning process. 

4. The motion is just asking permission to act. Asking permission is a necessary first step. It does not change the charter, 
just asks for the option. 

5. Most of it is about informing tenants of existing rights. 

6. At the very most, and if allowed by the province, it simply restores regulations on renovictions that were in the tenancy 
act in the 70s. Our situation is more dire now and these protections are needed more now than then. 

Thanks for considering this and I am sorry to miss the chance to speak publicly on this. I hope you and other NPA 
members can support this emergency measure. Happy to chat about this . 

.22(lJ 
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12/17/2018 Gmail - Fwd: 1770 Davie Renoviction 

M Gmail Jean Swanson <jean.swanson@gmail.com> 

Fwd: 1770 Davie Renoviction 
4 messages 

Hi Jean, 

My letter to John Freeman is below. I wanted to bring your attention to two matters --

Tue, Nov 6, 2018 at 9:29 AM 

- The Berkeley Tower tenants are calling on the City to classify the Development Permit Application as a Major 
Application because it is contentious (one of the criteria for a Major). It is currently classified as a Minor Application, 
which means the process is opaque and behind closed doors. 

- The Berkeley Tower tenants are calling for a public hearing. 

- Further, I have requested that actual tenant advocacy groups (such as the VTU) are involved in the discussion and 
advisory process. Freeman's canned response says "Social Policy and Housing groups and others" are reviewing the 
application but when I pressed him on that he could not provide me with any specific information about these so called 
"groups and others". 

Thanks, 

Sue 

---------- Forwarded message --------
From: Sue . . 22(1) 
Date: Mon, Nov 5, 2018 at 4:02fP 
Subject: 1770 Davie Renoviction 
To: <john.freeman@vancouver.ca> 
Cc: <berkeleytowertenants@gmail.com> 

Hi John, 

I was recently renovicted from my home of .22(l) ----------------------
A Ith o ugh I was lucky enough to find a new suite that would accommodate me s.2-2TfJ (which is twice the price 
and has half the space) some of my neighbours were not so fortunate. .22( 1) 

rThese In anti generous people 
contribu eel so much to our communityfor so long and now tney have nowhere t·_o_g_o_. '-'Their spirits are broken. They feel 
abandoned and shunned by society. 

How can this be allowed to happen in Vancouver? Why is it that the livelihood of renters can be snatched away on the 
whims of greedy developers and predatory landlords? Renters are the majority in Vancouver, and in the West End, we 
are 80.1 % of the population according to the last census. It is high time we get the respect we deserve. We are not 
second-class citizens. We are the heart and soul of our communities. 

Berkeley Tower is the City's chance to make this right. Don't lose out on this opportunity. If the BC Supreme Court has 
ruled that tenants should be able to maintain their tenancies and return after renovations, then the City can, and should 
apply that as a condition in the permitting process. Don't rubber-stamp these permits without first ensuring that the 
Supreme Court precedent will be upheld. 

There is a great deal of public outrage about what Reliance is trying to do here. This Development Application should not 
be classified as a Minor Application. Surely this project is as contentious as they come, and should be re-submitted as a 
Major Application. There should be sufficient debate and a Pue/Wd?~~~9~bt~ 8M9f~~){g£,b 6f!4%\1<?lt'l&hbPof'@tual 
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12/17/2018 Gmail - Fwd: 1770 Davie Renoviction 

tenant advocacy groups involved in this discussion at the City level. Advisory panels stacked with developers and 
industry lobbyists are fine and good, but where is the balance? 

Sincerely,, ___ _ 
.22('f) 

Jean Swanson <jean.swanson@gmail.com> 
Tos.22(l 

Wed, Nov 7, 2018 at 9:56 PM 

Thanks, Sue. Good points. I hope you can sign up to speak at council when my motion comes up. Here are the links: 
request to speak: https://vancouver.ca/your-govemment/request-to-speak-at-meeting-form-1.aspx 

Agenda with motion: https://council. vancouver.ca/20181113/regu20181113ag.htm 

Motion: https:/ /council. vancouver.ca/20181113/documents/motionb 10. pdf 

(Quoted text hidden] 

Jean Swanson 
.22(1) 

Jean.swanson@gmail.com 

Sue . s.22(1) 
To: jean.swanson@gmail.com 

Thanks Jean, I have registered to speak about motion 10. 

Sue 

[Quoted text hidden] 

Jean Swanson <jean.swanson@gmail.com> 
To: "Sue ." s.22(1) _______ ..... 

Thank u dear. 

Sent from my iPhone 
[Quoted text hidden] 

Wed, Nov 7, 2018 at 11:30 PM 

Thu, Nov 8, 2018 at 12:27 PM 
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12/17/2018 Gmail - Fwd: Please Support Motion B10 to Protect Tenants from Renovictions 

M Gmail Jean Swanson <jean.swanson@gmail.com> 

Fwd: Please Support Motion B10 to Protect Tenants from Renovictions 
1 message 

FYI - I got this from christine 

---------- Forwarded message ---------
From: Boyle, Christine <Christine.Boyle@vancouver.ca> 
Date: Mon, Nov 12, 2018 at 4:32 PM 
Subject: RE: Please Support Motion 810 to Protect Tenants from Renovictions 
To: s.22lf) 

Hi Sara, 

Mon, Nov 12, 2018 at 9:21 PM 

I am very supper ve of this mo on. Thanks for your ema il, and for keeping pressure up on this issue - it is really 
important. 

In solidarity, 

Chris ne 

Councillor Chris ne Boyle 
CITY OF VANCOUVER 

phone 604-873-7242 email CLRboyle@vancouver.ca 

address 453 W 12 Ave Vancouver, BC V5Y 1V4 

twi er @chrisnebo yle facebook www.facebook.com/ChristineBoyleVancouver 

From: Sara Sagaii [mailto: .2LCI) 
Sent: Saturday, November 10, 2018 8:42 PM 
To: Boyle, Christine 
Subject: Please Support Motion B10 to Protect Tenants from Renovictions 
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12/17/2018 Gmail - Fwd: Please Support Motion B10 to Protect Tenants from Renovictions 

Dear Mayor and Council, 

I am a resident of Vancouver and I am writing in support of Motion 810 Protecting Tenants from Renovictions and 
Aggressive Buy-Outs. 

I support this motion because tenants being renovicted need rent protection urgently. Vacancy rates are extremely low 
and we cannot afford to lose affordable homes anywhere. None of the new supplies will make a difference if we keep 
losing affordable housing at the rate that we are to renovictions. The City has a historic opportunity to stop or at least slow 
down eviction of vulnerable tenants through this motion. Please do the right thing and save lives by voting in support of 
this motion. 

Please show that you understand the needs of the renters in Vancouver by your support for this motion. 

Keep me informed of the decision on this motion. 

Sincerely, 
Sara Sagaii 
Vancouver Tenants Union Steering Committee member 

Sara Sagaii 
s.22(1 ) 
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12/1 7/2018 Gmail - Fwd: Protecting Tenants from Renovictions and Aggressive Buy-Outs (Motion B10) 

M Gmail Jean Swanson <jean.swanson@gmail.com> 

Fwd: Protecting Tenants from Renovictions and Aggressive Buy-Outs (Motion B10) 
3 messages 

s.22(1) Sat, Nov 10, 2018 at 2:04 PM 
To: tenantsurnon.yvr@gmail.com 
Cc: Jean Swanson <jean.swanson@gmail.com> 

FYI, and for your records, I sent this earlier from my email account, not via the VTU site: 

Dear Mayor and Council, 

This motion is about so much more than renovictions. Really, it is asking you to address an issue that is 
never directly discussed thoroughly at its full weight and measure: whether or not people who are not rich 
but who have lived in this city for years or decades have the right to stay here and remain cit izens of 
Vancouver. 

This basic right is at the heart of what the various aspects of this motion are collectively attempting to 
achieve, albeit mostly in the context of renovictions, which is regrettably just one part of the larger trend of 
displacement and the ensuing, ever-increasing exodus of citizens that the development frenzy has wrought 
upon our city. 

Unfortunately it is not up to us citizens to make this decision, for I believe strongly that if you were to ask us, 
most people would say that these people have a right to stay. Naturally, this would be the case if they were 
likely to have displacement happen to them. But most of us know people who are in this situation. They are 
either our friends or part of our communities, and we can empathize with what it would feel like to lose our 
homes, connections, and communities, and be forced out of a city that we love. 

If you too feel they should be able to stay, then you have a duty to protect their housing security instead of 
allowing all of the remaining affordable rental to be transformed into expensive unaffordable units, be it by 
renoviction or demoviction. As the motion notes, in the last 10 months, 56 apartment buildings have been 
bought. 

At present, in our current affordable housing crisis, recent City reports even acknowledge the last remaining 
affordable rental is older apartments. Yet these are being targeted for either renovation or demolition by 
developers who are drawn to such ventures because of anticipated riches. Our city's housing of all forms is 
no longer just roofs over our heads, it is unquestionably a commodity that people invest in and gamble on in 
hopes of increasing personal fortunes. 

Existing affordable rental in older apartments must be protected and maintained as affordable, but both the 
Rental 100 policy and alternatively, the freedom to renovate older buildings and not allow the renters to 
return at their old rents, are both systematically resulting in the loss of this rental. 

Over t ime, all that will be left will be a sea of unaffordable rentals, if this trend is allowed to persist. This is 
why I consider the displacement and exodus I noted earlier inevitable, if policies do not change now. The 
City cannot build affordable housing out of thin air over night to replace what is lost. Such ventures will take 
years. And there is fierce competition for the existing cheaper rentals too in the meantime, when people 
lose their apartments and must find new housing. 
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12/17/2018 Gmail - Fwd: Protecting Tenants from Renovictions and Aggressive Buy-Outs (Motion B10) 

While the City repeatedly frames measures intended to keep lower and middle income earners here as 
steps to maintain "Vancouver's diversity", I think that we should be more accurate. Having lower and middle 
income earners does not really make our city more "diverse". 

These are our artists, our social workers, our nurses, our bus drivers, our coffee shop clerks, our writers, 
our bartenders, our bank tellers, our hair dressers, our teachers, our waitresses, our actors, our lifeguards, 
our city workers, our daycare helpers, our tradespeople, our pensioners, our secretaries, our window 
washers and, very often, our young. Some of these people have not had the liberty to choose their 
professions either, and have taken what is possible, and live dignified lives. 

Many of these people have chosen or taken work that will never make them rich but which contributes so 
much meaning and value and love and care to our city. Most of them provide essential work that is the 
lifeblood of our metropolis. 

These people are what make our city good, vibrant, and real. We need them to stay. 

Best, 

· .22(1) 

"If you want to build a ship, don't drum up people to collect wood and don't assign them tasks and work, but 
rather teach them to long for the endless immensity of the sea." 

Antoine de Saint-Exupery 

Jean Swanson <jean.swanson@gmail.com> 
To:S:22{ 

great letter, thanks 
(Quoted text hidden] 

Jean Swanson 
s.22(1) 
Jean.swanson@gmail.com 

.22{1) 
'To: Jean Swanson <jean.swanson@gmail.com> 

•• 

Sent from my iPhone 
[Quoted text hidden] 

Sat, Nov 10, 2018 at 2:04 PM 

Sat, Nov 10, 2018 at 2:47 PM 
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12/17/2018 

M Gmail 

Renoviction at Berkeley Tower 
4 messages 

Gmail - Renoviction at Berkeley Tower 

Jean Swanson <jean.swanson@gmail.com> 

s.22(1 ) Mon, Nov 5, 2018 at 10:46 AM 
To: John.treeman@vancouver.ca 
Cc: BerkeleyTowerTenants@gmail.com, Christine Boyle <christine.e.boyle@gmail.com>, Jean Swanson 
<jean.swanson@gmail.com>, .22(1) ------

Dear John Freeman, 
I live at .22( 1) in Hastings Sunrise. .22( 1) ~-.---,- and aren't threatened with eviction. 
But the people at Berl<eley Tower are. I'm writing to urge you o reject tneaeve oper's application unless and until it 
includes protections for the current tenants who are facing eviction. A renoviction. 

Over the years we have watched as the City of Vancouver has presided over an out-migration of people who can no 
longer afford to live here and that's included many of our friends and neighbours and the children of our friends and 
neighbours. 

There are alternatives to this scenario and I'm sure I'm not telling you anything new. One of the things the City can do is 
to strengthen the rules to enable developers to repair or upgrade properties on the condition that tenant leases remain 
intact. The current application for Berkeley Tower doesn't include these safeguards and in fact if the development 
proceeds it will replace 58 affordable units with 52 units that the current tenants - not to mention most people who live and 
work Vancouver - can not afford to live in. 

Many others are calling on the City to withhold building permits until the developer sits down with the tenants to work out 
an agreement that is acceptable to them. I support this and would urge the City to convene such a discussion. If the City 
can't take part in such a discussion in a way that would visibly and demonstrably support the tenants then it should get 
someone else to do it. The public perception of the City of Vancouver is that it bends over backwards to support 
developers at the expense of tenants. This undermines the broad interests of all residents for a city that is diverse, vibrant 
and affordable. 

I've lived in Vancouver since .Z and I hope I live here until the day I die. The current housing situation has got worse 
year by year while our electea-ana unelected officials have wrung their hands and whined about how helpless they are to 
do anything about it. But there are things the City can and should do and that would include protecting the residents of 
Berkeley Tower and withholding a building permit under the current conditions of the development application. If this 
developer can't or won't commit to affordable housing then give the permit to someone else who will. 

It's not that complicated. 

Sincerely, 

s.22(1) 

Sent from my iPad 

I respectfully and gratefully acknowledge that I live and work on unceded Coast Salish Tenito1y; the traditional lands 
of the x"mJ0lcwJyJm, (Musqueam), Skwxwu7mesh (Squamish), and SJiilwJtal (Tsleil-Waututh) Nations and 
Kwikwetlem (k'"iicw~~Jm) Nations. 

Jean Swanson <jean.swanson@gmail.com> 
To:S:22{ 

thanks, s.22(1) 
(Quoted text hidden] 

Mon, Nov 5, 2018 at 11:03 AM 
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12/17/2018 

Jean Swanson 
s.22(1) 
1ean.swanson@gmail.com 

s.22(1) 
'To: Jean Swanson <jean.swanson@gmail.com> 

Sent from my iPad 

Gmail - Renoviction at Berkeley Tower 

Mon, Nov 5, 2018 at 11 :55 AM 

I respectfully and gratefully acknowledge that I live and work on unced~d Coast Salish Tenito1y; the traditional lands 
of the x"md0kwdydm, (Musqueam), Skwxw(l7mesh (Squamish), and Sdlilwdtal (Tsleil-Waututh) Nations and 
Kwikwetlem (k'"ik"'d~dm) Nations. 
[Quoted text hidden] 

Je~n Sw::inc:on_-::i,:,::m.,c::w::inc:ont@_am::i il r.om> 
To:s.22(1) 

Thx .22(1) . 

Sent from my iPhone 
[Quoted text hidden] 

Mon, Nov 5, 2018 at 3:03 PM 
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12/17/2018 

M Gmail 

FYI 
1 message 

-------------

~ Letter from BT and VTU 11-30-1 8.pdf 
118K 

Gmail-FYI 

Jean Swanson <jean.swanson@gmail.com> 

Fri, Nov 30, 2018 at 1:22 PM 
, jean.swanson@gmail.com 
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Dear Councillors and Mayor,

We were all moved by the horrific personal accounts of renovictions heard at the City Council
meetings earlier this week.  

As a direct result of tenants being given this esteemed platform to speak, we have seen some 
encouraging changes take place.  VS Rentals has announced in a Vancouver Sun article that 
they will change their business model, and stop renovicting tenants.  Within the same article, 
David Hutniak, CEO of LandlordBC said: “LandlordBC does not support renovictions and doing 
so is certainly not industry best practices.  We are of the view that in most circumstances a 
landlord should not need to end a tenancy for renovations or repairs even if doing so would be 
easier or perhaps slightly more economical to complete the work. Landlords who take this course 
of action are unnecessarily inconveniencing tenants and, frankly, harming the broader industry.”  

Unfortunately, due to the lack of landlord participation in the hearing for Motion B10, there was 
little opportunity for public debate or for an opportunity to address arguments against the motion 
head-on. Looking to public statements from the industry on the issue, there appears to be 
conflicting perspectives.

We understand that there were a burst of letters received by Councillors and Mayor on 
November 27th expressing concern with the “unintended consequences” of Motion B10. Given 
the conflicting public statements from rental industry representatives on this issue, we hoped
to get a sense of the concerns presented to council so that we have the opportunity to address 
them directly. 

Could you please share with us, by return email, a summary of concerns presented to you by 
landlords prior to the hearing  on November 27th? If we could arrange a meeting with you for 
Monday, November 3rd, any time after 5:00 PM, we can come prepared with a presentation to 
address any specific concerns that stood out to you

We hope that Motion B10 can pass in order to align City processes with the existing rights of 
tenants to temporarily relocate during renovations, while maintaining their existing tenancies.

Warm Regards,

Berkeley Tower Tenant
1770 Davie Street

Tenant Advocate
Steering Committee Member
Vancouver Tenants Union

Outreach & Advocacy, West End
Steering Committee Member
Vancouver Tenants Union
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