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zoning requirements. The city would be at my door in an instant if I started running a convenience store 
out of my home, or if I rebuilt my house to have 8 storeys, but it feels that whenever a developer is doing 
'housing', compliance with requirements aren't required. It also sometimes feels that these projects 
have outrageous first proposals, so that when they're altered to merely ridiculous proposals (ie. a 
reduction from 28 to 24 storeys, which is still 3 times higher than permitted), the community is supposed 
to be happy. Why do we have 'requirements' if they're not actually required? - can we change the name to 
'guidelines', or 'recommendations' so that we're all honest about what they really are? Requirements that 
can be waived or not enforced aren't really requirements at all. 
 
I would presume that the developers/owners/investors don't currently live in the West Galt 
neighbourhood and won't live in their project, if it's completed. They have zero interest in the community 
they're participating in. Are we interested in actually building a community where people desire to live, 
grow, and play, or fitting as many people into a hectare as possible? 
 
Thanks, 
Greg Beifuss 

 




