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Karen Chafe

From: CityClerk
Sent: Wednesday, January 27, 2021 1:33 PM
To: CityClerk
Cc: Andrea Roberts; Ann-Marie Cashin; Ashley Murray; Dave Wadden; Jason Sinyard; Karen Chafe; Ken 

O'Brien; Lindsay Lyghtle Brushett; Planning
Subject: RE: (EXT) 28 Eric St proposal

Good Afternoon: 
 
We thank you for your feedback and advise that all submissions shall be presented to Council for 
consideration prior to a final decision being reached on this application. 
 
 
 
Elaine Henley 

 
Elaine Henley 
City Clerk 
t. 576-8202 
c. 691-0451 
 

From:    
Sent: Wednesday, January 27, 2021 12:25 PM 
To: CityClerk <cityclerk@stjohns.ca> 
Subject: (EXT) 28 Eric St proposal 
 
Good afternoon,  
I am writing as a neighbourhood resident   and community gardener at the Eric St Park Community 
Garden.  
While I am very pro‐affordable housing, and am even in‐favour of having some affordable housing on this site, I do not 
agree with the proposed rezoning of the entirety of the current open space at 28 Eric Street. The Community Garden 
occupies (aprox) 1/3 of the space, which is included in the image I received in the mail, showing the entire open space 
be rezoned to Residential High Density (or something along these lines).  
I would be in favour of rezoning perhaps 1/3 of the space (on the R on the lot, from the road), which would allow for 1 or 
maybe 2 units. I also believe that open space should be maintained in the middle of the lot to allow for community use, 
as there are many families in the area who well use this space.  
To reiterate, I am not in favour of this proposal as presented, but think a revised proposal rezoning a smaller portion of 
the lot would be acceptable to me.  
Thank you for considering my opinion. 

 
 

 

  
Disclaimer: This email may contain confidential and/or privileged information intended only for the 
individual(s) addressed in the message. If you are not the intended recipient, any other distribution, 
copying, or disclosure is strictly prohibited. If you have received this email in error, please notify me 
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Karen Chafe

From: Karen Chafe on behalf of CityClerk
Sent: Friday, January 15, 2021 3:53 PM
To: ; CityClerk
Cc: Andrea Roberts; Ann-Marie Cashin; Ashley Murray; Dave Wadden; Jason Sinyard; Ken O'Brien; Karen 

Chafe; Lindsay Lyghtle Brushett; Planning
Subject: RE: (EXT) Public Meeting - 28 Eric Street

Good Afternoon: 
 
We thank you for your feedback and advise that all submissions shall be presented to Council for 
consideration prior to a final decision being reached on this application. 
 
 
Elaine Henley 

 
Elaine Henley 
City Clerk 
t. 576-8202 
c. 691-0451 
 
 

From:    
Sent: Friday, January 15, 2021 10:43 AM 
To: CityClerk <cityclerk@stjohns.ca> 
Subject: (EXT) Public Meeting ‐ 28 Eric Street 
 

Hello, 
 
I have important comments for consideration for this public meeting regarding the parcel of land at 28 Eric 
Street, St. John's. 
 
The longstanding water issues at this site. I have lived at   from the land in 
question, for 11 years. Water has plagued this area, since before my time on Eric Street. I moved to the street 
in 2010 as a young, naive 22 year old. I did not do my due diligence when purchasing the property, and this is 
something that continues to plague my family. The previous owners reported having "water issues" in the 
basement of my house ‐ however, the extent of those issues was severely underrepresented. During Hurricane 
Igor in 2010, my basement saw 4 ft of water ‐ much of which was likely ground water, exacerbated by the 
water issues across the street @ 28 Eric Street. After that, my elderly father dug out around the house and 
placed weeping tile. We also have a submersible pump as a back up. Since then, while the water issue has not 
been quite so severe, I have persistent issues with water in the basement. This includes ground water. My 
neighbours 2 houses up, at  , also have the same issues. My direct neighbour at   
suspects her basement flooded in the past as well, prior to her completing renovations several years ago. 
 
Aside from the loss of a well‐used, and much loved green space, I believe the most serious issue for us is the 
water issue. While this project is moving quite quickly, the water issue is clearly not being adequately 
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addressed. It is our understanding that HfH has some potential plans in place, which includes the installation 
of French drainage systems to the proposed developments. However, French drains are simply that ‐ drains. 
The water has to drain somewhere, and I can honestly say that a number of residents who are going to be 
directly impacted should this development proceed, are terrified that water is going to drain right to us across 
the street ("everything flows downhill"). While our neighbourhood appears to be middle class, and most of us 
are gainfully employed, we cannot  afford to be financially responsible for the likely detrimental effects of 
inadequate water remediation and drainage efforts directly related to the proposed HfH development. My 
family alone cannot afford a 75k bill for basement flooding. We would be bankrupt. This is a huge, huge risk to 
us. 
 
I have to ask ‐ if this proceeds, and water issues are not appropriately addressed ‐ what recourse would 
residents have if we end up with catastrophic water issues? Do we sue HfH? The City? Or do we end up suing 
poor low‐income families who have absolutely no financial leg to stand on? The responsibility here, in my 
opinion, would be on the city for gifting the land to HfH without a strong plan in place to address what are 
consistent and ongoing issues with water (likely ground water). However, I assume once the gifting of land has 
occurred, that the city would be free from any liability here. Instead it would rest on HfH, and as a non‐profit, 
what does that mean? Like I said, I, like my neighbours, cannot afford to bear the cost of repairs and/or 
flooding resulting from this development. I wish I could say I had hope for this, but I don't think that these 
water issues are something HfH is qualified for or equipped to handle! 
 
I often feel like I'm beating a dead horse with my persistence on this matter, but I am absolutely stomach sick 
and terrified that we are going to be severely impacted by this development. To me, it's not even about the 
green space anymore (though we do love it and use it daily). I really don't think that the water issue is being 
adequately addressed and I have to implore you to vote against this unless assurances can be made, in a 
binding, legal capacity, that those of us who reside on Eric Street   will 
NOT be financially responsible for water issues resulting from this development. In the midst of a global 
pandemic, nobody could afford that risk. Furthermore, the intended development is likely to result in the 
removal of a number of old trees on the land, which I'm sure play a role in water reabsorption. This would 
even further compound existing water issues. 
 
It is apparent the city has not done their due diligence here, and that a non‐profit like HfH is NOT equipped to 
handle the required water remediation. Residents cannot be expected to support this project when there is so 
much risk inherent here. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
  
Disclaimer: This email may contain confidential and/or privileged information intended only for the individual(s) 
addressed in the message. If you are not the intended recipient, any other distribution, copying, or disclosure is strictly 
prohibited. If you have received this email in error, please notify me immediately by return email and delete the original 
message. 
  
Any correspondence with employees, agents, or elected officials of the City of St. John’s may be subject to disclosure 
under the provisions of the Access to Information and Protection of Privacy Act, 2015, S.N.L. 2015, c.A‐1.2.  
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Karen Chafe

From: CityClerk
Sent: Friday, February 5, 2021 11:04 AM
To: ; CityClerk
Cc: Andrea Roberts; Ann-Marie Cashin; Ashley Murray; Dave Wadden; Jason Sinyard; Karen Chafe; Ken 

O'Brien; Lindsay Lyghtle Brushett; Planning
Subject: RE: (EXT) Green Space on Eric Street

Good Morning: 
 
We thank you for your feedback and advise that all submissions shall be presented to Council for consideration prior to a 
final decision being reached on this application. 
 
 
 
Elaine Henley 
 
Elaine Henley 
City Clerk 
t. 576‐8202 
c. 691‐0451 
 
‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐ 
From:   
Sent: Thursday, February 4, 2021 12:55 PM 
To: CityClerk <cityclerk@stjohns.ca> 
Subject: (EXT) Green Space on Eric Street 
 
To Whom it may concern, 
 
I’m the resident of   and I oppose to this project for many reasons for one there are less and getting 
more less green spots every year, another reason there are tons of homes for sale in the city that can be purchased for 
there Habit for Humanity Projects and another being that the area behind this area in questioned is a locally owned 
Bar/Club and that the area should stay the same. The only time a green spot should be changed is only when it benefits 
the area and the people living currently in the area, not just for 3 homes. Which this project in no way benefits anyone 
except habit for humanity not the people of the area. 
Thank you   
 
Sent from my iPad 
 
Disclaimer: This email may contain confidential and/or privileged information intended only for the individual(s) 
addressed in the message. If you are not the intended recipient, any other distribution, copying, or disclosure is strictly 
prohibited. If you have received this email in error, please notify me immediately by return email and delete the original 
message. 
 
Any correspondence with employees, agents, or elected officials of the City of St. John’s may be subject to disclosure 
under the provisions of the Access to Information and Protection of Privacy Act, 2015, S.N.L. 2015, c.A‐1.2. 
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Karen Chafe

From: CityClerk
Sent: Wednesday, February 10, 2021 4:13 PM
To: ; CityClerk
Cc: Andrea Roberts; Ann-Marie Cashin; Ashley Murray; Dave Wadden; Jason Sinyard; Karen Chafe; Ken 

O'Brien; Lindsay Lyghtle Brushett; Planning
Subject: RE: (EXT) Proposed rezoning for 28 Eric Street

 
Good Afternoon: 
 
We thank you for your feedback and advise that all submissions shall be presented to Council for 
consideration prior to a final decision being reached on this application. 
 
 
Elaine Henley 

 
Elaine Henley 
City Clerk 
t. 576-8202 
c. 691-0451 
 

From:    
Sent: Wednesday, February 10, 2021 2:57 PM 
To: CityClerk <cityclerk@stjohns.ca> 
Subject: (EXT) Proposed rezoning for 28 Eric Street 
 
Hello, 
 
Here are my notes, which I would like included in the meeting regarding 28 Eric Street 
 
 I believe that the space is not large enough to accommodate the Habitat for Humanity proposal, the community garden, 
and the usage by neighbourhood families and children. 
 
I am writing as a former volunteer for the community garden. Volunteers for the Eric Street Park Community 
Garden consulted with the city as well as residents within 2 streets in all directions before establishing the garden. 
 
The feedback we received was very positive. Residents also let us know how the space was being used currently, as a 
play areas for children, a sliding hill, a gathering space for neighbourhood events. Our placement of the garden beds to 
the left of the space reflects this‐‐we did not want to interfere with the current usage, only to complement it. 
 
The proposed map residents have received includes the whole property. It has been verbally said that the project would 
not take up the entire space, but I feel you cannot place  3 houses, a garden and neighborhood green space all on the 
same lot‐it is not large enough. I also believe that taking away the openness of the space would reduce the light required 
for the gardening space. 
 
I think it is difficult for other residents as well, pitting affordable housing against food security in a limited space, as 
voiced by the majority of participants in the October meeting led by then‐councillor Hope Jamieson and city staff.. I 
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would be interested in affordable housing projects moving ahead in St. John's‐I just  do not believe this is the right 
location for this project. 
 
 
Thank you, 

 

  
Disclaimer: This email may contain confidential and/or privileged information intended only for the 
individual(s) addressed in the message. If you are not the intended recipient, any other distribution, 
copying, or disclosure is strictly prohibited. If you have received this email in error, please notify me 
immediately by return email and delete the original message. 
  
Any correspondence with employees, agents, or elected officials of the City of St. John’s may be 
subject to disclosure under the provisions of the Access to Information and Protection of Privacy Act, 
2015, S.N.L. 2015, c.A-1.2.  



From: CityClerk 
Sent: Wednesday, February 10, 2021 10:38 AM 
To: , CityClerk 
Cc: Andrea Roberts, Ann-Marie Cashin, Ashley Murray, Dave Wadden, Jason Sinyard, Karen Chafe, 

Ken O'Brien, Lindsay Lyghtle Brushett, Planning 
Subject: RE: (EXT) Public Meeting for 28 Eric St 
  

Good Morning: 
 
We thank your for your feedback and advise that all submissions shall be presented to Council for 
consideration prior to a final decision being reached on this application. 
 
 
 
Elaine Henley 

 
Elaine Henley 
City Clerk 
t. 576-8202 
c. 691-0451 
 

From:   
Sent: Tuesday, February 9, 2021 6:16 PM 
To: CityClerk <cityclerk@stjohns.ca> 
Subject: (EXT) Public Meeting for 28 Eric St 
 
Good Afternoon, 
 
I would like to take a moment to speak about the proposed development/ rezoning of 28 Eric Street. Myself and my Wife 
moved to this neighbourhood from C.B.S. In the fall of 2014,  to be exact. Shortly afterward we met our 
Neighbours to either side of us and began to see how much of a Neighbourhood and Community we actually moved into.  

After Growing up in CBS all of my life, I thought that living in the city would be a lonely place.I've said many times how we 
feel more part of an actual community than we ever felt before.  

We saw people making use of the green space directly across the street for children's parties and play dates in the 
summer. Kids sliding and building snow forts in the winter. People just sitting on the bank and enjoying a bit of green 
space in the midst of a fairly crowded and busy part of town.  

There are people from all of the adjoining streets that use the space, not only Eric. 

It belongs to the entire neighbourhood. 

During Snowmeggedon the neighbours gathered there, brought a fire-pit and had a time with the kids sliding and, it 
helped people get through a difficult time. It made everyone feel less isolated and more connected . 

The same has been happening during the current health crisis. I 've seen plenty of people head there just to have a space 
to get some air in a safe and distanced manner. 

 

The City has been promoting healthy life styles and green living for as long as I remember.  



Here we have a space that has old mature trees, a beautiful tall hedge to help keep the noise of the city streets out, a 
place that is frequented by kids and adults of all ages. Somewhere you can just take a minute. And now, that is all going 
to be taken away.  

How much money was spent by the city for the tree planting program in 2019? Here we have mature, healthy trees doing 
exactly what the program intended that are going to all be lost. 

A small patch of open ground that sees plenty of use is going to be taken for affordable housing, not because it's unused 
or a nuisance property, like so many others in the city, but because it's easy. No other reason. 

 

Our street is a busy one. Traffic is an issue, whether the city wants to acknowledge it as fact or not. Parking is at a 
premium in the area and in the winter, with the minimal snow clearing there is often barely enough room to get 2 cars by 
each other. Excessive speeds is an issue as people use Eric as cut through to Leslie or Shaw. Some of the homes on the 
street rely on on-street parking as they have no driveways. Now we are talking about adding 3 more homes, 3 more 
families, with how many more cars? What about those current residents? 

 

And then there is the water issue. Many of the homes across from the proposed development already have an issue with 
water flooding into the basements in the springtime as run-off from the higher levels head in our direction.  

The Green Space acts as a drainage system, somewhere the excess can go and for the most part be absorbed. Where 
will the all of that water go when you pave over that open ground?  

Habitat for Humanity will be the ones taking care of that, but for who and to what extent? What will I do when my 
basement sees more water than usual? My sump pump is constantly running in the spring as it is.  

Will my basement become unusable? Maybe, we'll have to see. 

But who is going to take care of it, surely not the new homeowners. It's not going to be HfH once the project is completed.  

 

 

While people may try to make this out as a NIMBY issue, I take exception to that. There are already low income housing 
developments in the area, and the people that live there use the green space and are part of the community that will miss 
out on having it available. This isn't a matter of a street not wanting affordable housing here, it's one of people wanting to 
keep something for the community that no matter what your income level is, no matter what your back ground is, you have 
quiet piece of nature in amongst the city.  

 

I find it odd that in a city with so many vacant properties, some on this very street, Habitat for Humanity wants to pave 
over a vital and well used part of the community instead of taking advantage of maybe buying and fixing up some of those 
houses to help make HOMES for people that deserve a chance. I have been told that another parcel of land, that is in 
sore need of development and would make a great addition to a not-so-distant neighbourhood was turned down. We look 
at the Old Grace property and the large parcel of land next to it, as well as the old fire hall and wonder why they are not 
being used or developed? 

 

HfH and certain counselors seem dead set on taking this space away from the many people that use and enjoy it in order 
to provide something for a few. I have to ask why?  

 



I think it's a shame to see this happen to our community and I want to be clear,  

 

My Family is Opposed to the Zoning change for 28 Eric Street, in any capacity. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 
 

  
Disclaimer: This email may contain confidential and/or privileged information intended only for the 
individual(s) addressed in the message. If you are not the intended recipient, any other distribution, 
copying, or disclosure is strictly prohibited. If you have received this email in error, please notify me 
immediately by return email and delete the original message. 
  
Any correspondence with employees, agents, or elected officials of the City of St. John’s may be 
subject to disclosure under the provisions of the Access to Information and Protection of Privacy Act, 
2015, S.N.L. 2015, c.A-1.2.  



From: Karen Chafe
To: Shanna Fitzgerald
Subject: FW: (EXT) 28 Eric Street - WECA Written Submission
Date: Wednesday, February 10, 2021 4:20:33 PM
Attachments: 28 Eric Street WECA 0221.doc

 
 

From: CityClerk <cityclerk@stjohns.ca> 
Sent: Wednesday, February 10, 2021 4:10 PM
To:  CityClerk <cityclerk@stjohns.ca>
Cc: Ann-Marie Cashin <acashin@stjohns.ca>; Ken O'Brien <kobrien@stjohns.ca>; Shawn Skinner
<sskinner@stjohns.ca>; Sheilagh O'Leary <soleary@stjohns.ca>; Maggie Burton
<mburton@stjohns.ca>;  

; Mayor <mayor@stjohns.ca>; Andrea Roberts <aroberts@stjohns.ca>;
Ashley Murray <amurray@stjohns.ca>; Dave Wadden <dwadden@stjohns.ca>; Jason Sinyard
<jsinyard@stjohns.ca>; Karen Chafe <kchafe@stjohns.ca>; Lindsay Lyghtle Brushett
<LLyghtleBrushett@stjohns.ca>; Planning <planning@stjohns.ca>
Subject: RE: (EXT) 28 Eric Street - WECA Written Submission
 
Good Afternoon:
 
We thank you for your feedback and advise that all submissions shall be presented to
Council for consideration prior to a final decision being reached on this application.
 
 
 
Elaine Henley
 
Elaine Henley
City Clerk
t. 576-8202
c. 691-0451
 
From:  
Sent: Wednesday, February 10, 2021 2:43 PM
To: CityClerk <cityclerk@stjohns.ca>
Cc: Ann-Marie Cashin <acashin@stjohns.ca>; Ken O'Brien <kobrien@stjohns.ca>; Shawn Skinner
<sskinner@stjohns.ca>; Sheilagh O'Leary <soleary@stjohns.ca>; Maggie Burton
<mburton@stjohns.ca>; 

 Mayor <mayor@stjohns.ca>
Subject: (EXT) 28 Eric Street - WECA Written Submission
 
Dear City Clerk:
 
Please find attached for your consideration a synopsis of the main issues regarding the Open Space at



28 Eric Street and the proposed project.
 
As we anticipate that the Public Meeting will not allow for ample time to discuss all issues related to
rezoning, the Habitat for Humanity project and ongoing public works issues, we want to ensure that past
pertinent and current issues do not fall off the radar.
 
Sincerely,

West End Community Alliance 

Disclaimer: This email may contain confidential and/or privileged information
intended only for the individual(s) addressed in the message. If you are not the
intended recipient, any other distribution, copying, or disclosure is strictly prohibited. If
you have received this email in error, please notify me immediately by return email
and delete the original message.
 
Any correspondence with employees, agents, or elected officials of the City of St.
John’s may be subject to disclosure under the provisions of the Access to Information
and Protection of Privacy Act, 2015, S.N.L. 2015, c.A-1.2.



Submission to: City of St. John’s  
From: West End Community Alliance 

 
Re: Open Space at 28 Eric Street 

 
February 10, 2021 

 
 

Ongoing and Current Issues and Considerations: 
 
 Ground Water and Drainage. Despite numerous requests and City 

efforts, the issue has not been dealt with and the space remains saturated 
with ground water.  WECA is concerned with the potential detrimental 
impacts regarding contaminants to the field. 

 
o Uncertainty around what the ground water consists of and its 

source and feel it is the responsibility of the City of St. John’s to 
further investigate the origin and root cause 

 
 Can the City of St. John’s lead and manage the 

Environmental Assessment for the space?  
 Can a Project Committee be struck to deal with ongoing 

issues including WECA input on the assessment process 
and plans to mitigate identified risks? 

 
o How can Council ensure the current drainage capacity will not be 

further impacted by the H4H project? How will the measures 
outlined in the H4H proposal be adequate to deal with recurring 
water issues? Will proposed measures change direction of the 
water flow? What has been built into the plan to address liabilities 
and who is responsible for costs related to potential water damage 
to affected properties into the future? Need assurances in writing in 
case issues arise. 

 
 Parking, Traffic and Snow Clearing.  Current traffic issues on Leslie 

Street and Eric Street prohibit public safety: 
o The street is congested, especially during winter months when 

snow hinders the flow of traffic on the street.  
o Due to limited parking availability on Leslie Street, residents occupy 

the roadway on Eric Street making it difficult to navigate. 
o School busses for children stop at Eric and Leslie Streets; and, at 

Eric and Richmond Streets.  The additional traffic in these locations 
creates a bottleneck, resulting in thru-way traffic on Eric Street.  
This poses a safety risk for children, pedestrians and drivers. 

o During the fall and winter months, plow operators with the City of 
St. John’s use the space at 28 Eric Street to dump access snow so 



they can navigate the narrow street. At times, residents have 
observed that the plow cannot get through at all.  

o Additional housing on Eric Street will exacerbate these issues. 
 
 The City of St. John’s Traffic Calming Policy (2011) indicates that very 

poor levels of service with little or no residual capacity remaining is an 
indication that clearly illustrates the need to take a broader, longer term 
look at the transportation infrastructure needs of the area prior to the 
development of a housing initiative.  

o This needs to be investigated prior to gifting the land to Habitat for 
Humanity. 

o A traffic review needs to be carried out during the winter months 
and during evening/weekend hours when issues are most evident. 
What are the details and outcomes of the traffic review for Leslie 
and Eric Streets?  

 
 Trees and the Preservation of Urban Forests. Concern with the 

preservation of Norwegian Creeping Maple trees/urban forest.   
o The Residential Re-Leaf program has objectives to enhance 

streetscapes and to enhance the presence of trees.  We support 
this initiative and hope the City recognizes and follows through on 
its goal to enhance existing urban forests.  

  
 2014 Open Space Masterplan  

o Land in the downtown area is at a premium, and these present 
municipal parks cannot be enlarged, so why isn’t City holding on to 
any open spaces presently available, rather than risking the same 
mistake of over populating the area versus green space/ open 
space? 

o The report suggests a number of implementation steps (page 48) – 
which, if any, of these recommendations have been actioned and 
what, if any, are/were the plans proposed for Ward 2, especially as 
they relate to those parcels of land that are not mentioned in this 
report? Example 1: One of the implementation steps is 
development of a document that articulates resident desire for a 
revised network, identifies sections that should be changed, and 
provides the text for the updated policy sections - has this been 
done? Example 2: Another is for the City to undertake a Municipal 
Parks and Open Spaces Operational Review - has this been done 
and, if so, what are the plans/comments for the Eric Street Open 
Space? 

o The NRPA benchmark indicates that Ward Two’s 21,450 residents 
require approximately 8.6 hectares of tot lot; however, the Ward 
hosts 5.3 hectares or approximately 40% less than the benchmark.  

o Ward Two’s community park space exists at 2.8 hectares while the 
benchmark suggests a 42.9 hectare requirement. This suggests 



that the ward community park space exists at approximately 7% of 
benchmark. 

o Ward 2 has the most densely populated ward in the city (26.5 
people/hectare). And, have the greatest gap in terms of NRPA 
benchmark standards (at only 62%).  

o At least two of the guiding principles do not align with the proposed 
development for the space (page 14): Principle One - Conserving 
cultural assets; and, Principle Two - Integrated and Interactive 
neighborhoods – the rationale presented in these Principles align 
with our reasons for wanting to preserve the Eric Street Open 
Space. 

o Figure 4 indicates that open spaces may be preserved/conserved 
for ecological reasons - given the current water/drainage issues, 
WECA feels this is the case for the Eric Street Open Space 

o In its consideration of natural spaces, the report refers to the 
Municipal Government Act (Page 18) and dedicating un-
developable areas (due to being environmentally significant) as 
Environmental Reserves. Given the grates and possible 
underground drainage (or aquafort), does this space qualify for the 
designation and the amenities listed for these types of space?   

 
 Alternate Site/Land Availability 

o Minister Tom Osborne, MHA, has offered an alternate option for the 
building site for the project at the old Grace Hospital site. To our 
understanding, this land has been declined by the City. The City 
has cited that changing the project site creates a precedent. With 
all due respect, what difference does this make if all stakeholders 
are satisfied? 

o It is possible for partners to create a win-win-win- situation for all 
interest groups. Why has Council so quickly closed the doors on 
this option? What can be done to re-consider this option?  

 
 Process, Transparency and Communications 

o WECA is disappointed at the lack of transparency and 
accountability displayed by City Council and Staff. WECA 
organized as a community group to compile facts and work 
together with Council to help them better understand the complex 
water issues at the site. We feel that Council has been unwilling to 
listen and we have been subject to disrespectful actions. We invited 
Council and staff to the field for a discussion and first hand look at 
the site. To date, Shawn Skinner has been the only Councilor to 
accept our invitation.  

o In September 2020, during a Council of the Whole meeting, Council 
unanimously voted to deny the public access to minutes of Working 
Committee meetings in the future. This is unacceptable and reflects 
bad faith actions of the Council. 



o In July 2020, three WECA members were called to a meeting of 
City Staff. The purpose of the call was to inform WECA not to 
directly call staff members to discuss the project. This month, we 
have been advised in various correspondence to contact City Staff. 
Communications seem to be more intent on keeping local residents 
muzzled and confused about the project than engaging and 
inclusive. This is unacceptable and reflects bad faith actions of the 
Council. 

o The current engagement process is flawed and favors the political 
will and not the public good. The consultation/public meeting is 
being held too late to make it an effective part of the process. 
Thousands of dollars are spent on the development phase prior to 
affected individuals being able to chime in with their opinions 
through the engagement process. If future projects continue with 
the current model for engagement, it is advised that the 
engagestjohns.ca division be closed down. As taxpayers, we 
believe that the current process is a waste of money – if you can’t 
listen, you can’t lead. And it’s abundantly clear that the majority of 
St. John’s City Council and Staff are not listening and not basing 
decisions on facts and public participation!   

o As the brand for municipal engagement should reflect the promise 
of what it delivers, we recommend a rebrand to ‘The Centre for 
Illusion, Confusion and Disengagement’!  

 
Additional Outstanding Issues: 
 H4H has been asked to submit a plan with measures to rehabilitate 

(enhance and improve) the garden 
o WECA has requested access to proposals from H4H and 

Community Garden – to include workplan, site plan, drawings, 
contractor details, etc.? 

 Consider the current vacancy rate and whether the need still exists? 
 Status of request for Environmental Assessment to be undertaken by the 

City; and, shared with WECA and general public 
 Request for access to information regarding: 

o Status of/update on work undertaken by the City related to water 
issues at the site 

o Traffic study of Eric Street, Leslie Street, Richmond Street and 
surrounding area – this needs to be done during winter months 

o Councilor Shawn Skinner, in his presentation to Council of the 
Whole, stated that he feels the project needs a re-set. Is Council 
willing to work with WECA to establish a fairer, more engaging and 
transparent process? 
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Karen Chafe

From: CityClerk
Sent: Monday, February 22, 2021 11:37 AM
To: CityClerk
Cc: ts; Ann-Marie Cashin; Ashley Murray; Dave Wadden; Jason Sinyard; Karen Chafe; Ken 

O'Brien; Lindsay Lyghtle Brushett; Planning
Subject: RE: (EXT) 28 Eric Street Meeting - Discussion Points

Good Morning: 
 
We acknowledge receipt of your feedback and thank you for the same. 
 
Given the agenda for today’s Regular Meeting of Council has already been published, with all 
submissions on this application included, I will send this directly to Council for consideration prior to 
reaching a decision in this matter. 
 
Your submission will be included in the minutes of today’s meeting and all personal information, 
including name, will be redacted. 
 
 
 
Elaine Henley 

 
Elaine Henley 
City Clerk 
t. 576-8202 
c. 691-0451 
 

From:    
Sent: Saturday, February 20, 2021 3:55 PM 
To: CityClerk <cityclerk@stjohns.ca>;   

(EXT) 28 Eric Street Meeting ‐ Discussion Points 
 

RE: Public Meeting, 28 Eric Street ‐ March 3  
 
Hi  
 
I prefer to keep my name and address anonymous from public record.  My name is   and I'm a 
resident at  n the notice sent).   
 
While excited about providing this opportunity for Habitat for Humanity there are several other community 
issues that are outstanding and should be addressed in conjunction with this redevelopment.  Following is a 
summary of some issues I'm aware of. 
 
On Street Parking ‐ With the continued development of the store frontage at the top of Richmond Street, in 
the Hamilton Avenue/Lemarchant Road area, parking on Richmond has become an issue, especially during 
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winter.  The community mail box between 43 and 37 Richmond Street adds to the parking 
congestion.  Personally, I've had to call the city to have parked cars removed to give us access to leave our 
driveway.   This problem should be resolved. The new housing should include its own on‐site parking and an 
area to put the snow when clearing.   
 
Parking Lot behind Marie's Minimart ‐ Continued issue with parking lot ownership with 50 Richmond (see 
Vacant Housing below) and the Marie's Building.  Several low‐quality fences have been erected across the 
parking lot. Last summer the city had one removed but now another is there.  This new "fence" is an eyesore 
and not up to code.  It is a safety risk and should be removed now.  The city needs to help with resolving this 
dispute.  
 
Community Mailbox Lighting ‐ Community Mailbox between 43 and 37 Richmond needs lighting.  This is a 
safety risk when checking mail in the dark next to a vacant lot across the road from a vacant building (50 
Richmond Street).  
 
Derelict Vacant (Slum) Housing 50 Richmond ‐ The community has raised issues about this derelict property 
for years.  It continues to degrade and become more of an eyesore and a health/safety risk: 

 No lighting,  
 Structure falling down, roof leaking and smells of rot/mold in summer. 
 Major cement section in risk of falling onto sidewalk 
 Small tree is growing through its foundation 
 Area has been used for illegal drug use 
 Power and water cut off 
 Property is in violation of city By‐law with several notices posted 

This property backs onto the new planned development and should be resolved before new developments are 
introduced.   
 
Property 301 (Laurier Club) ‐ This rundown property lies behind the new development on Hamilton Ave (301 
on map).  The back and the sides of this property should have the fencing improved to provide more height 
and a facade that blocks the view of the building from the residential property sides.   
 
Return of Greenspace ‐ Greenspace in the downtown should not be given up.  If this area is to be used for 
new housing, then another area in the immediate neighbourhood should be used as community greenspace to 
allow for the continued enjoyment of the local community.  Perhaps the land of 50 Richmond could be 
transitioned to that purpose as part of the issue resolution. 
 
Thanks for your time and consideration. 
 
Take care, 

 

  
Disclaimer: This email may contain confidential and/or privileged information intended only for the 
individual(s) addressed in the message. If you are not the intended recipient, any other distribution, 
copying, or disclosure is strictly prohibited. If you have received this email in error, please notify me 
immediately by return email and delete the original message. 
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Karen Chafe

From: Elaine Henley
Sent: Thursday, March 4, 2021 4:16 PM
To:

Andrea Roberts; Ann-Marie Cashin; Ashley Murray; Dave Wadden; Jason Sinyard; Karen Chafe; Ken 
O'Brien; Lindsay Lyghtle Brushett; Planning

Subject: RE: (EXT) Eric street-Against

Good Afternoon  
 
We thank you for your feedback and will ensure that this submission, along with all others, are 
presented to Council for consideration prior to a final decision being reached on this application. 
 
In the interim, given the pandemic and following the public health guidelines, the City has chosen to 
conduct our meetings virtually.  There are other ways for the public to provide feedback including 
email and telephone to ensure that all residents are given an opportunity to engage. 
 
 
 
 
Elaine Henley 

 
Elaine Henley 
City Clerk 
t. 576-8202 
c. 691-0451 
 

From:    
Sent: Thursday, March 4, 2021 12:01 PM 
To: CityClerk <cityclerk@stjohns.ca>; CouncilGroup <councilgroup@stjohns.ca> 
Subject: (EXT) Eric street‐Against 
 

Dear Elaine and Council. 
 
I had hoped to attend the online meeting regarding the Eric Street proposal but was thwarted by an unstable 
internet connection. 
I would like to reiterate comments that I have made previously that this is NOT the right way to do public 
engagement. To limit discussion to those who speak and read English, have computers and stable internet is not 
acceptable. The city needs to figure out how to do this better and they need to do it now. 
 
I am entirely opposed to the proposed rezoning of the Open Space on Eric Street. I do not think it is acceptable 
at all to even be considering building in open spaces zones, whether they be city owned or privately owned. Our 
city core has far less green space than is recommended and it is disappearing all the time. Our current council 
seems to have little to no understanding of how much the public values these spaces, in particular the 
unstructured spaces like Eric Street. To suggest that people can simply go elsewhere shows how ut of touch 
council is with how people in the area live and what they value.  Green space is valuable in and of itself, but 







2

driveway particularly difficult and unsafe as I have to shovel out into the road to move my car. Taking a right hand turn 
onto Eric Street from Leslie Street is very dangerous as, due to the high  snow banks on the corner, it is a blind turn and 
when there is oncoming traffic coming from the opposite direction on Eric Street, there is risk of head on collisions and/or 
risk to pedestrians and I have witnessed many near misses from my window.  

 The solution to the snow clearing issue at the corner of Leslie and Eric Streets is to prohibit parking for a portion of the 
right hand lane of Eric Street. In order to determine what portion, a traffic review is required. This will allow for a better 
flow of two-way traffic on the street.  

 In addition, school busses for children stop at Eric Street and Leslie Street; and, at Eric Street and Richmond Street. The 
additional traffic in these locations creates a bottleneck, resulting in thru-way traffic on Eric Street. In addition, you can see 
from the photo that there is no cleared space for small children waiting at the bus stop on the corner of Leslie and Eric 
Streets. As this is the case for the majority of the winter, this poses an unacceptable safety risk for children, pedestrians 
and drivers.  

 Additional housing on Eric Street will exacerbate these issues.  

 The City of St. John’s Traffic Calming Policy (2011) indicates that very poor levels of service with little or no residual 
capacity remaining is an indication that clearly illustrates the need to take a broader, longer term look at the transportation 
infrastructure needs of the area prior to the development of a housing initiative.  To that end, there is a need to thoroughly 
investigate these issues prior to gifting the land to Habitat for Humanity and rezoning the space to a residential zone.  

 This traffic review needs to be carried out during the winter months and during evening/weekend hours when issues are 
most evident.  

 To that end, can Council guarantee a traffic review for Leslie Street, Richmond Street and Eric Street; and, remedy 
existing issues before proceeding with the application for rezoning and the housing development?  

 I believe as Councillor Skinner has mentioned previously, this project needs a reset where these and other critical and 
outstanding issues are addressed and properly corrected as was suggested in the last Committee of the Whole meeting 
for the other properties being considered for gifting and/or development purposes.  

Thank you for your consideration of this serious issue. 

Sincerely, 
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Karen Chafe

From: CityClerk
Sent: Monday, March 8, 2021 2:57 PM
To:

Andrea Roberts; Ann-Marie Cashin; Ashley Murray; Dave Wadden; Jason Sinyard; Karen Chafe; Ken 
O'Brien; Lindsay Lyghtle Brushett; Planning

Subject: FW: (EXT) Eric St. Re-Zoning
Attachments: CouncilLetterRev579.pdf

Good Afternoon: 
 
We thank you for your feedback and advise that all submissions shall be presented to Council for 
consideration prior to a final decision being reached on this application. 
 
 
 
Elaine Henley 

 
Elaine Henley 
City Clerk 
t. 576-8202 
c. 691-0451 
 

From:    
Sent: Friday, March 5, 2021 10:16 AM 
To: CityClerk <cityclerk@stjohns.ca> 
Subject: (EXT) Eric St. Re‐Zoning 
 

Hi 
I would like to have the attached added for to be considered by council with regard to the Eric St re‐zoning 
application. 
 
Thank you  

 ( resident of Eric St) 

  
Disclaimer: This email may contain confidential and/or privileged information intended only for the 
individual(s) addressed in the message. If you are not the intended recipient, any other distribution, 
copying, or disclosure is strictly prohibited. If you have received this email in error, please notify me 
immediately by return email and delete the original message. 
  
Any correspondence with employees, agents, or elected officials of the City of St. John’s may be 
subject to disclosure under the provisions of the Access to Information and Protection of Privacy Act, 
2015, S.N.L. 2015, c.A-1.2.  
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Karen Chafe

From: CityClerk
Sent: Monday, March 8, 2021 2:56 PM
To: ; CityClerk
Cc: Andrea Roberts; Ann-Marie Cashin; Ashley Murray; Dave Wadden; Jason Sinyard; Karen Chafe; Ken 

O'Brien; Lindsay Lyghtle Brushett; Planning
Subject: RE: (EXT) 28 Eric Street

Good Afternoon: 
 
We thank you for your feedback and advise that all submissions shall be presented to Council for 
consideration prior to a final decision being reached on this application. 
 
 
 
Elaine Henley 

 
Elaine Henley 
City Clerk 
t. 576-8202 
c. 691-0451 
 

From:      
 March 4, 2021 7:05 PM 

To: CityClerk <cityclerk@stjohns.ca> 
Subject: (EXT) 28 Eric Street 
 

I would like to submit my thoughts on the rezoning plan for 28 Eric St.  I participated in the online meeting on 
March 3, 2021. 
 
I have family who live on Eric St. and I don't think the city should be changing this green space to residential.  It 
has been used and enjoyed by residents of the area for many, many years.  I thought the City was encouraging 
green spaces and the "greening of St.John's".  Very disappointed that the City would even consider this re‐
zoning change. 
 
As well, the parking on this street is terrible at any time and with the new proposal the street would have to 
accommodate between 3‐8 more cars 
depending on the age‐range of new families.  Snow clearing on Eric Street is already very difficult. 
 
The city is already aware of water problems at this site and lot of work would be required to accommodate 
foundations/basements on this land 
that would include proper drainage to prevent future flooding of basements of any proposed new homes and 
the current neighbouring properties. 
 
I have no objection to Habitat for Humanity wanting to build new homes ‐ but to take a longstanding 
neighbourhood green space for housing use is definitely not a good idea. 
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. 

St.John's,NL 
 

 

  
Disclaimer: This email may contain confidential and/or privileged information intended only for the 
individual(s) addressed in the message. If you are not the intended recipient, any other distribution, 
copying, or disclosure is strictly prohibited. If you have received this email in error, please notify me 
immediately by return email and delete the original message. 
  
Any correspondence with employees, agents, or elected officials of the City of St. John’s may be 
subject to disclosure under the provisions of the Access to Information and Protection of Privacy Act, 
2015, S.N.L. 2015, c.A-1.2.  
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Karen Chafe

From: CityClerk
Sent: Thursday, March 11, 2021 3:37 PM
To:
Cc: Andrea Roberts; Ann-Marie Cashin; Ashley Murray; Dave Wadden; Jason Sinyard; Karen Chafe; Ken 

O'Brien; Lindsay Lyghtle Brushett; Planning
Subject: FW: (EXT) 28 Eric Street
Attachments: Petition to.pdf; Petition to Stop the Rezoning.pdf; Petition to (1).pdf; petition_signatures_jobs_

19087342_20210310174518.pdf; petition_comments_jobs_19087342_20210310174406.pdf

Good Afternoon: 
 
We thank you for your feedback and advise that all submissions shall be presented to Council for 
consideration prior to a final decision being reached on this application. 
 
 
 
Elaine Henley 

 
Elaine Henley 
City Clerk 
t. 576-8202 
c. 691-0451 
 

From:    
Sent: Thursday, March 11, 2021 2:05 PM 
To: CityClerk <cityclerk@stjohns.ca>; Shawn Skinner <sskinner@stjohns.ca>;   
f  
Subject: (EXT) 28 Eric Street 
 
Hello, 
 
Please see the attached documents which include: 

 An online petition against the rezoning of 28 Eric Street. 
 An online comments from the petition against the rezoning of 28 Eric Street. 
 In‐person petition signatures against the rezoning of 28 Eric Street (these are primarily the elderly residents and 

family members that live at the old age complex at the end of the Eric Street that have ZERO outdoor space. 
They use the greenspace frequently either whit or without their family members). 

Consider this the official record of the West End Community Alliance's submission of petition signatures for Council. If 
there is another requirement, please let me know ASAP.  
 
 
‐‐  

 
Chair, West End Community Alliance 
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