---------- Forwarded message ---------
From: Jack Oviatt >
Date: Tue., Feb. 9, 2021, 2:35 p.m.
Subject: Development at 461 Quatsino

To: Phil Germuth <pgermuth@gmail.com>

For a second time I find I am forced to speak my mind of what appears to be Preapproved
acceptance of a project at 461 Quatsino. The project is being presented as a public hearing
where are all who are opposed can speak out but all those who spoke out last time realize that
our words will again go unheard. It is safe to say that 100% of the adjoining property owners
are opposed to the project for one reason or another and voiced their disapproval at the last
public hearing. None of those objections were addressed in the new proposal being presented
which only goes to prove that our opposition means nothing to our council appointed to protect
our property values. The only change I see is that more tax dollars are being invested without
taxpayers approval on that project by the District of Kitimat by way of taking partial
ownership in the project. Those tax dollars now include an investment as risk capital and the
project now becomes a business partnership designed to compete against other local
entrepreneurs interested in daycare’s. Now it is a business partnership with the D of K it
appears that all rules regarding development in Kitimat no longer apply. ie traffic management
studies archeological studies sewer management studies storm sewer studies neighbourhood
noise byelaws over height and site coverage percentage to name a few. I spoke about all those
1ssues to no avail at the first hearing yet none of any of these issues have been addressed or at
least been reported to the public as being investigated prior to a request for public approval.
All of the reasons I oppose the project in the past still remain unaddressed.

Now that the district is a partner in the project it appears to me that Oviatt owned land will be
forced to accept stormwater runoff from that project. I continue to object and will be retaining
counsel to help protect my property and my investment and the property of land that I have a
sold to downstream homeowners. Daudet Creek was constructed at tremendous cost to me
during development of Strawberry Meadows and was never designed or intended to accept
massive amounts of stormwater runoff from a commercial project with near 100% coverage in
buildings and pavement. That stormwater discharged into what I call Red Creek will cause



major flooding of Red Creek and several down stream landowners. I have asked for a
stormwater study and drawings showing discharge points but I am told none have been done.
The question I ask is how can the project be approved without all required documents being in
place ? How can you ask for a public to approve a project when it has yet to be decided what
lot it is on? We can only assume that the project will cover both lots intended for subdivision
because overflow parking is showing on the second lot. Another additional cost not approved
by taxpayers. Once again this project has the appearance of preapproval as it was last time
with the installation of a sidewalk and lighting which Mario Feldhoft assured us was only
phase 1 of a more expansive project supposedly preapproved in last year‘s budget. With all the
impacts on my property being what they are I would have at least expected a seat at the table.
I hate to say it but once again something smells. Jack Oviatt





