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SEYMOUR LOCAL PLAN — HOUSING QUESTIONNAIRE

The purpose of our Housing Survey is to guide the District Council in its decision-
making process for future developments in the Seymour Area. Please feel free to
answer any or afl quasfions. We welcome your comments.

A

' GENERAL INFORMATION .

' ,( ;wConssdcnng areas that are famifiar to you; what is your opinton regardmg recent
houslng developments east of the Seymour River?
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B.

CURRENT HOUSING MIX IN SEYMOUR

1. Seymour cun'entty has a mix of rental, privately owned homes and co-o:)ps {s
this current mix satisfactory or should it change?

R OWNERSHIP TYPE CURRENT MIX "-'*‘IDEN_ MIX
.a) Owner-ocwpled 7% - :

b} Rental 12%

c) Co-op 4%

d) Non-profit rental 1.9% . .\
-&) Co-housing : « ; 0%. .- e
1) Other irailers, houseboats etc) CBA% L S T
e oo o idetal e o] 100% = [ 100% B2

2. The types of hodsing' in Seymour include single-family homes, many newer -
houses, several older apartiment complexes and a few newer ones. Is
: thls mlx sfa ory ot shoutld it change?

-lO

T A Ansuers Beion) (75 M) __
ACCOMMODATION TYPE CURRENT % IDEAL% |
g) Single-family, large ot (66 #.) 65% for both Lt 5
h) Single-famity, small iot (40 ft.) large & small lots é;-//
i) Townhouse 11.6% /3 /
i} Apartment -- 3-storey 13.8% //
k) Apaitment — 6-story 2.9%
“ = *Sécondary suite 6.4% 3/
“{m) Other (tratlers, houseboats, etc.) 3%
. Tatal 100% ~ 100%

3. . Do you feel that there are more appropriate locations for the different

~ housing types mentioned above?

SUGGESTED OWNERSHIP TYPE | ACCOMMODATION
LOCATIONS @-m TYPE (g- m)
- SEE R Thbiel —
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COMMENTS: 19 (orMENTE.

.. SENIORS HOUSING IN SEYMOUR

Due to the age distribution of the population in Seymour, the next 30 years will
find the pumber of seniors increasing dramatically in this community.

1.  How should we plan for this change in age distribution?{v ‘onitems
- which.are the most feasible to you, adding comment if you wish)

a) do nothing | tomrenr— )—/ z / )

b).identify housing:needs;for seniors and reserve Iand_for this use
c) encourage sequots to;stay in their farmly home
d) accommodate some in seniors housing'
e) acoommodate as.many.as possibie who ch

fy other (e.g) n,- LOMMEIS

?;se to; ﬁamam in Seymour _

2. If you believe that more senior housing should be provided,; what kind of
housing is preferred? (v on items which are the most feasible to you,
adding comment if you wish}

a) small townhouses or up/down duplexes for 55 - 75 year-olds ( :/5? /)
b) small apartment suites with common space 2 _£aM7% /?é 2—; ’% )
c) congregate care - complex with small units with kltchenette common dini o]
room, housekeeping services, but no medical care v 25/ Y -
d).cargfacilify such as the Kiwanis Care Centre - com on dmlng room, house-
keeping with a range of medical services _/ &7 o Y3
e) shared living facifify (Abbeyfield model) usualiy a large house for 10 715 with

common dining room, some housekeeping sually *housemother” Z ' 7ps73" /!/,%
f) other 19 LOMMETS /I 3 ’g’

3. Do you fee} that there are particularly appropriate locations for Seniors
housing?

SUGGESTED LOCATIONS for SENIORS SENIORS HOUSING TYPE
HOUSING {(a - f, as per 2 above)
- My crord el
= Stedrs Town o5 sk
= SefRd AT TE
~ (PNBLEZRTL CHE
~ AL fRTiLITY
w-g;?/,.if@ LIvIAE
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COMMENTS: __ 20 _LoMaITS

D. .  REPLACING OLD HOUSING STOCK

.- Is there any neighbourhood where it would be desirabie to permit
i ..'- .'-oonsollda /§maller lots into larger lots for more luxunaus homes'?

! léo ‘(circle one) If Yeg -state where

2 g e there an'y' nelghbourhoods where it would b& desirable/{o’ permlf lafger
u(ofs fa:be subdijvided.into smaller Iols for smgle-famlly d‘vi'elllngs"

£y “‘5' ﬁ[&?‘ S prigialing
X AYes!No: If. Yefsétate where / ‘3" é MI/OXS "

- 3. Aresthere any specific locations where consolidation of lots might be
/ penmttecl to allgw for duplexes, small apartments?

(W/(j / z? If Yes state where __ 22 SuarersHoelS

4 Do you feel strongly about any areas where curent zoning and lof size

gg /éh?}/ /y-; % — that ig, no change?

et If Yes state where /9 Subs&raTions

. E. "WHY DO YOU LIVE IN THE SEYMOUR AREA?

Lo [ atiMENTE

F. WHAT IS YOUR BIGGEST CONCERN ABOUT HOUSING IN SEYMOUR?

G2 (O ERTE
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G, This part of the questionnaire requests information, for statistical purposes only,
about you and your existing housing situation. We do not require your name
_or address; however, we would iike youir postai ¢ode, which wili enabie the
.. variations in housing from zone to zone to be confirmed.

1. About you (please c?eck v

a) Are you an owner éé_, ora J@ .
b) Yourage.  under 25 _té*e ’ 2540 f)r%t} {'gt;ver ) L;ﬁ.é 2%)

©) Your Postal Code: _éﬁlﬁéﬂﬁ_

2. Your residence;,

éé/ a) house if duplex _j_ /23 5 g;;g othe é /o /

43/ b)how maﬁy years. 0- 5& 20 J' 31 ﬁz/[‘z, ,)
¢} square feet of finished floor area:

é’{/ less than 1000 2 : 1000-2000 zz- 20004000 : +4000 s

[ 5 C s 0
d) does it contain an dccupied secondary suite: yes ; no
o e OF Titese N/ o 568~ (;;ua)/ : }, “

3. The occupants of your residence:

G5/ a) aduits Z) [#@ E‘g fore than 4[5@

/o/ b) infants 19 2 724 7@[ more than 4 (7.
/57 ¢) elementary school children 1 _{g; 2_g. 24 [ : more than 4 _ﬁ
é/ d) secondary students 1 5. 23%; 24 _ﬂi more than 4 7@

?/ e) post secondary students 1 _‘é_; 27, 2-4_/ : morethan4 ﬂ’
flicvng 0F THISE HBovE [q ~¢)

4. i you reguire further information, leave your

Name Phone number
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SEYMOUR LOCAL PLAN
HOUSING QUESTIONNAIRE

A. GENERAL INFORMATION

Q1. Opinions re: recent housing developments east of Seymour River?

Comments 4 of
some houses are {00 iarge (ie. Dollarton area near Cates Park) 2
bus connection/services between Ron Andrews & Roche Pt. still needs improving 2
need to resolve traffic problems 2
provide adequate public transit systems connecting residential areas to shopping,
recreational and community facilities (ie. between Blueridge and Parkgate Centre) 2
| good/excelient with exception of those in Deerfield 1
| good for respondents, depending on where ong lives B S

support moderate growth of all types of housing that preserve natural habitat 1
need more pedestrian linkages between homes and schools 1
expectation for completion of the now Parkgate Community Centre 1
need to control automebite exits from Parkgate Shopping Centre to Seymour Rd. 1
lack of parking facilities in the Ron Andrews area 1
develop bike paths in conjunction with open-space system, and not aiong the hwy 1
a wide range of comments fo be offered on housing developments 1
no more new housing developments in the Seymour area ' 1
design quality ranges from ‘fair’ to 'good’, but leaking problem still exists s 1
access by foot to schooals is generally good on local pathways ' 1
housing design quality in Northlands area is poor due to its excessive size 1
a second road in Dorothy Lynas area is needed 1
short-haul buses and school buses are needed 1
housing accommodations should be developed surounding major community :
facilities and service centres 1
transportation linkages between the Seymour area and other areas in Lower
Mainland should be improved } 1
need a policy to regulate maintenance of rental properties in accordance with the

- | general housing quality of the neighbourhood 1
condo developments on the Reserve land should take inte consideration the
preservation of existing trees 1
access to shopping, schools, and community facilities by car and by foot are good
when Parkgate is built 1
access by foot to shopping, schools, and community facilities in the Blueridge
area is poor 1
access by car to shopping, schools, and community facilities are “too easy and at
the expense of padestrian and cyclists™ 1
better lighting is required along footpaths leading to shopping, schootls, and
community facilities 1

Cocument No. 137744




Saymour Local Plan
Housing Questionnaire Survey
Soptember 14, 1998

B. QCURRENT HOUSING MIX IN SEYMOUR

Q1. Current housing mix ‘satisfactory’ or ‘change’ it?

Comments

# of

at least 80% of housing developments should be owner-cccupied or current
percentage shoutd be maintained

at least 65% of housing developments should be in the form of singie-family
houses on lots with a frontage of 40 feet or larger

lower percentage of single-family housing developments

6-storey or higher apartment buildings shouldn't be allowed

secondary suites should be permitted only in owner-occupied, large houses

too many rental units (ie. Maplewood) in comparison with owner-occupied ones

need more housing accommodations for single peopie

need high-quality, co-op housing accommodations (ie. near Oid Burrard school)

—t-n—lho-h-h%

has always been primarily single-family and owner-occupied in nature, and snculd

stay the same o R

undesirable to locate iow-cost housing developments adjacent to those of h:gher-

by smbomre ol e b
value housir ig Geveropimemns

-l

need graduai transition from single-family housing developments to townhouses,
and then to low-rise and high-rise apartment buildings

owner-occupied and/or co-0p housing development in the form of townhouses,
‘single-family houses on small lots, and 3 to 6 storey apartment buildings can be
accammodated in the Mt. Seymour Pkwy and Blair Range areas

any changes in the housing-type composition shouldn't result in an increase in net
population

i

residential lots with a 40 feet frontage are too small for the development of single-
family houses

C. SENIORS HOUSING IN SEYMQUR

Q1. Plans for change in this age distribution?
a) Do nothing?

Comments

# of

people should be more self-reliant and responsible

b) Identify housing needs for seniors and reserve Jand for this use?

Comments

# of

yes




Seymour Local Plan
Housing Quastionnaire Survey
Soptemboer 14, 1998

¢} Encourage seniors to stay in their family home?

Comments

provide home services

provide secondary suite

... if suitably supported

yes, change building code for better accommodations of seniors

most important

yes

...If there is enough support services

el ok |l | [ | e [ e

d) Accommodate seme in seniors housing?

Comments

# of

...if in need

0O.K.

“What is seniors housing?”

&

-
| [ =

8} Accornmodate as many as possible who choose to remain in Seymour?

Comments

# of

not realistic here

f) Other?

Comments i

*
2

provide hot lunches at community centres for seniors

there are other ways of accommedating seniors (ie. subdivision of large houses)

(¢} and (d) can be accormmodated with appropriate (health) supports

need to realisticaily and accurately determine the need for seniors housing

Burrard Band is providing a lot of low-cost housing, an atrium, and a new Kiwanis
Care facility

Burrard Band is considering to congregate care and/or seniors housing

secondary suites; some duplexing in existing neighbourhoods

reserve municipal land for future senjors accommodation

wh | ] i | e

sheitered housing (je. groups of townhouses, collages, apartiments) with 24-hour
resident caretakers and each unit with an alamm available to alert these caretakers

-k

secondary suitestownhouses developed for seniors

some facility housing to include small houses/ townhouses/duplexes for grannies

smaller homes with small gardens; could accept tasteful duplex, quadplex for
owners waiting to downsize '

a market research of seniors and their children, and then make seniors housing
for seniors ONLY — is this discrimination?

provide services to those remaining in their homes (ie. health maintenance_etc.)

any developments for seniors should be (located) adjacent to library, shopping,
and medical facilities

aliow granny suite in Coach house style development (ie. strata subdivision of
single-family houses) on single-family lots




Seymour Local Plan
Housing Questionnaire Survey
Saptember 14, 1998

Q2. Kinds of housing preferred?

a) Small fownhouses or up/down duplexes for 55-75 year olds?

Comments

# of

no steps

single-level and garden

b} Small apartment suites with common space?

Comments

#of

with one bedroom, at least

privacy and community

no high-rise (apartment)

s | | -t

d) Care faciiify such as the Kiwanis Care Centro?

ml

Comments

# of

these are ali aimed at different market groups, and all needed at different stages

where privacy is not reievant

) Other?

Comments

#of

all of the above (a - ) as needed s

seniors should be encouraged to stay at home and assisted as much as possinle |

see (f) of Q1 above, modifications of ideas presented in (c - €) are listed here

strata condos for healthy seniors who can afford, and who want to live in their own
apariments

one-level housing

cluster-like townhouses

small houses on small lots

medium-size townhouses, all on one level

wa like the “Atrium”, but we aren’t quite old enough yet

sheltered housing (ie. groups of townhouses, apartments, etc.) with 24-hour
resident caretakers

-

| granny flats on large single-family Iots

—

most of the above have some merit; it is a very personal choice
-different strokes for different folks!

offer retirement ranchers on strata basis, covering around

wafoa

“smal) houses {one-level ranchers/duplexesi/quadplexas) on small lots with garden

—

buy into, with proceeds from home sales, progressing care campus co-financed
with Provincial Baseline funds

smail dupiexes or townhouses on cne-level, plus small gardens

k|

land-based housing (multifamily) of variety of sizes & needs {ie. handicap access)

combination where seniors stay in same neighbourhood (ie. congregate care);
keeps family together

3-storey with elevator apartments

more mixed-use developments in commercial areas with apartmants above




Seymour Local Plan
Housing Questionnaire Survey
September 14, 1958

Q3. Appropriate locations for Seniors housing?

Comments

# of

close to greenspace, amenity areas, recreational facilities, and having fiat and
safe footpaths (ie. Deep Cove, Doftarton and Maplewood)

near transit, medical centres, and shopping facilities (ie. Parkgate Mall), but must
be a quiet place

—
-

Windridge (ie. CMHC Northwood Land)

Northiand

Mt. Seymour Pkwy area

provide more options to keep housing affordable ({ie. cutting down luxury items)

preserve Jarge, privately-owned rugged terrain

make care available at seniors home

attractive, well-designed housing can fit anywhere

next to the Kiwanis Centre

ury pury pury e N LS T2

Blair Range

Southeast comer of Mt. Seymour Pkwy R L

Y Y

in neighbourhoods where homes can be developed into duplexes withaut
disturbing the existing characteristics of the neighbourhoods

-

D. REPLACING OLD HOUSING STOCK

Q7. Permit consolidation of smaller lots into larger ones for more luxurious homes?

Comments

*
g

Deep Cove and Seymour

Northland

Panocrama Drive

indian Reserve

luxurious homes are already encugh

Riverside

Blueridge

no ‘monster homes'

wherever possible

Q2. Permit larger lots to be subdivided into smaller ones for single-family dwellings?

Comments

®
2

Maplowood and Dollarton

Mt. Seymour Pkwy

wherever permitted

nowhere

Northland, Blueridge, Deep Cove and indian River

close to Cates Park

wherever this kind of development can be accepted by existing neighbourhoods

woodlands

near schools

in neighbourhoods where 33" lots would be able to accommodate tasteful homes

Y Y g Y N KR IS [ S




Seymour Local Plan
Housing Questionnaire Survey
September 14, 1998

Q2. Permit farger lots to be subdivided into smaller ones for single-family dwellings? (contd)

Comments # of
between Seymour River, west and Northland 1
areas along ‘water edge’ 1
Beachview and Roslyn areas where 100" frontage lots exist 1
only areas where infrastructure and services are improved, and can support the

increase in dwellings 1

Q3. Specific locations where consolidation of lots might be permitied?

Comments

Mount Seymour Pkwy

Maplewood and Dollarton

no more apartments until traffic issues have been resolved

near shopping centres

along the maiin transportation facilities

Blueridge and Windridge areas

Riverside

Northland (ie. CMHC Land)

in areas where such development is possible

between Seymour River and Northland

Cates Landing

semi-waterfront area

L‘

v *
_.a_n..;..u...;..n..lmmwl\)ﬂ)‘*wlo

- -

Parkgate

Q4. Areas where curmrent zoning and lot size should be refained?

Comments #

Blueridge

Saymour

most areas

Northland

Parkgate

Roche and Garibaldi

Deep Cove

Downtown

Roslyn Boulevard

Beachview

Baycrest

areas close to nature

no change until the infrastructure is improved

areas along Panorama Drive

indian River

Dollarton

_m_;_.s-m..m_l-.t—t—\.l\)hol\)wt.om-bg




Seymour Local Plan
Housing Questiornaire Survey
September 14, 1998

E. WHY DO YQU LIVE IN THE SEYMOUR AREA?

Comments

# of

a lot of beautiful greenspace, forest and wildlife

gasy access to hiking areas, trails and mountains

friendly neighbours and reputable community identity;, good for bringing up kids

15

close to downtown, Vancouver

clean air

close to ocean

reasonable price; newer houses on small lots

it has everything to lead a peaceful and usefuf life

no through traffic

have been living here all my life

less density

w|lalalaloioiols

F. WHAT IS YOUR BIGGEST CONCERN ABOQUT HOUSING IN SEYMOUR? %7 -

Comments

# of

increase in traffic volume and inadequate infrastruciure

rapid increase in housing development and residential density (je. condo and
multi-family rental accommodations)

destruction of the natural environment (ie. cutting down trees)

lack of high-quality housing accommodations for senior citizens

lack of community facilities and services {ie. schools, transit and rec. facilities)

lack of affordable family-oriented, mid-size housing accommedation /

transformation from a healthy, single-family, middle-class community into an
undesirable one; loss of traditional community identity

degradation of privacy and view quality

lack of high-quality housing design (ie. architecture and landscape architecture)

inability to maintain the cument housing mix

Seymour residents’ resistance to changes

increase in transient residents

homogeneous community characteristics

increase in property tax

lack of rental housing accommodation in the form of single-family detached house

lack of a wide range of housing cholces (ie. for younger people)

lack of vacant residential lots for the construction of single-family homes

alaja|a|alalalnpoidler  Jao|ol DD

inappropriate development of low-cost housing adjacent to high-value, single-
family detached houses/townhouses

—
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