
This Message Is From an External Sender
This message came from outside your organization.

From: LESLEE <aperfectday123@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, July 16, 2025 4:41 PM
To: Jan Liggett <liggettj@cambridge.ca>; Helen Shwery <shweryh@cambridge.ca>; Mike
Devine <devinem@cambridge.ca>; Sheri Roberts <robertss@cambridge.ca>; Ross Earnshaw
<earnshawr@cambridge.ca>; Corey Kimpson <kimpsonc@cambridge.ca>; Nicholas Ermeta
<ErmetaN@cambridge.ca>; Scott Hamilton <hamiltons@cambridge.ca>; Adam Cooper
<coopera@cambridge.ca>; Hardy Bromberg <BrombergH@cambridge.ca>
Subject: Hood Street and Grand Ave Proposal
 
Good Afternoon: Thank you for your time and consideration regarding the proposed 28 story tower at last night's Public Meeting. It was extremely heartening to hear that with a few exceptions, everyone that attended felt the proposal was
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Good Afternoon:
 
Thank you for your time and consideration regarding the proposed 28 story
tower at last night's Public Meeting.
 
It was extremely heartening to hear that with a few exceptions, everyone that
attended felt the proposal was completely inappropriate for the small space
that 
Mr. Raj Vinepal plans to develop.
 
The major concerns of course being parking, traffic infrastructure, damage to
historic buildings and overall preservation of a historic area.
 I must say I found it very strange that, when asked, Patterson Planning
would give no examples of buildings completed by the developer.
I would think any completed development projects would be a source of pride
for any respected developer.
 
Naturally my neighbour Carrie Thomas and I come in very strongly against this
project. We realize that the building process will irreparably damage our
century homes. 
It will create untold problems, noise, air quality, foundation damage, large 24
hour lighting over our properties, shading, wind damage, lack of privacy to
name a few.
One of the questions asked of me during the meeting was how far would the
building be from our properties. I misspoke and responded with 30m, thinking it
referred to the perimeter of Hood Street and Grand. Correction after seeing
the planners renderings, I realized the building will only a few feet from our
homes.
 
We extend an invitation for a site visit to all council members and staff involved
with making decisions around this property. A visit to our homes and properties
will give you a better idea just how life altering a poorly planned development in
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that location will be for us. You may walk as you probably won't find parking,
unless it's in Barnacle Bill's.
 I really enjoyed Colleen's input.
 
 
Please feel free to reach out and set up a visit time. We would be happy to
accomodate you. 
 
Regards
 
Leslee Urquhart
226 600 5833
10 St Andrew's Street Cambridge.
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This Message Is From an Untrusted Sender
You have not previously corresponded with this sender.

Outlook

I'd like to receive a notice for the outcome by council.

From Jennifer H. <hello.jenniferholmes@gmail.com>
Date Wed 7/16/2025 5:28 PM
To Nicole Goodbrand <goodbrandn@cambridge.ca>

Hi Nicole,
How are you?
Hopefully this is right spot to add my name and email to receive notice of the council's outcome of
this permit application.

I'm not in favour of it; I live in Galt, mere minutes from this proposed development. Traffic, the eyesore
of it, and decreased housing affordability are my reasons against.

Thanks,
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Jennifer 

Kind regards, Jennifer Holmes
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This Message Is From an External Sender
This message came from outside your organization.

Outlook

Re: 32, 36 and 38 Grand Ave

From Sheri Hinton <sheri_hinton@yahoo.ca>
Date Wed 7/16/2025 10:11 AM
To Nicole Goodbrand <goodbrandn@cambridge.ca>
Cc Sheri Roberts <robertss@cambridge.ca>

Hi Nicole,
I attended last night’s meeting and had a question. 4 minutes and 45 seconds into Scott’s presentation 
he spoke about road widening for Hood and Grand Ave. I did not see that in the summary slides 
although it may be in one of the drawings I don’t quite understand. Is it possible to understand what 
that widening looks like? Specifically:
1. Is it the entire length of the streets mentioned?
2. What is the impact on existing infrastructure/properties on the streets?
Thanks,
Sheri
Sent from my iPhone

> On Jul 3, 2025, at 19:51, Sheri Hinton <sheri_hinton@yahoo.ca> wrote:
> 
> ﻿Hi Nicole,
> I just passed by the sign for the zoning application for Grand Ave. I noticed it is for 328 residential 
units, but only 150 parking spots (16 off site). Can you please help with the rationale of such a low 
ratio in an already congested area? There are 89 bike spots. This seems to be a very disproportionate 
distribution.
> Also,
> What is the expected visitor parking and number of wheelchair spots.
> Thanks,
> Sheri
> Sent from my iPhone
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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 
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