
CM114 - 4966 Horstman Lane Appendix C



CM114 - 4966 Horstman Lane Appendix C



 
 

 1   

 
January 7, 2020 
 
Att: Roman Licko 
  
Re: 4966 Horstman Lane, Whistler, BC 
 
Roman 
  
We have been working with our clients, the Horstman Strata Council and the Design Review Architect to complete the 
appropriate design approvals for the home designed at 4966 Horstman Lane. There was a late request from the client 
for the addition of a pool on the property which was included in the package sent to ADP but hadn’t yet been vetted 
through the RMOW or Design Review Architect.  We have since developed a more comprehensive Site Plan and 
Landscape plan to illustrate the grading / planting / layout etc.  The RMOW has requested; 
		
1.     You were going to pursue approval with the strata to demonstrate neighbourhood 
support,	
2.     We spoke about a potential return to ADP for review of the pool proposal if strata 
supported the concept.	
 	
Thank you,	
 	
Roman Licko RESORT MUNICIPALITY OF WHISTLER	
TEL: 604-935-8173	
		
Much of the proposed design resulted from an awkward situation caused by the incomplete servicing on the property 
and a general desire to complete the serving and revegetate and grade out the site once servicing was complete. As 
such we are formally presenting our pool design and a request to the RMOW for support of a pool out side the 
covenanted area at 4966 Horstman Lane. 
  
A more complete rationale is presented below; 
  
- To a large degree their is a natural desire to not remove any unnecessary vegetation, so on one hand the old design 
guidelines want to restrict the development ( covenant document ) but the new RMOW proposed OCP wants us to 
clear trees well beyond the building limitations to prevent the risk of wildfire.  We have had a very light forest fire 
season this particular summer but we don’t have to look back very far in the past to see that Wildfire Management is a 
very real concern and the appropriate response to developing in an interface zone ( Horstman Estate is in a high risk 
area according to the OCP). To us it makes sense to do some additional clearing and thinning to meet the obligations 
of the wildfire protection, a common development objective across the province since the Kelowna Fires in the early 
2000’s.  Since then there have been numerous documented examples  throughout the BC interior and southern 
California and now even Australia where pools are exceptionally good resources for fighting fires in residential areas. 
  
- We still need to access the rear of the property to dig up the site to provide for not just our own sewer / storm 
connections but also to provide a connection for the neighbouring property too (Lot 15 ).  The disturbance caused by 
this work will be outside the building envelope in a designated and covenanted alignment, how is that to be managed? 
or addressed?, when engineering was notified of the missing sewer / storm connection they were very surprised that 
there was no storm or sewer in place. They actually noted that it would be there expectation that the “developer’ 
complete the work. With many years having passed since the original developer was involved it is likely that the cost of 
that work will be born by the lot owners. The design covenant is based on the assumption that the serving is complete 
…. which is incorrect. The original covenant doesn’t respond to the particular circumstances of the subject property 
now that we have to go into the forest to clear the route and provide the necessary servicing for our lot and the 
adjacent lot to the north. 
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- We have presented a detailed grading and landscape plan to the Design Architect which was supported by the 
Design Review Architect ( see excerpt below ) and now by the Strata Council as per a separate email sent to yourself 
yesterday. There was an acknowledgment that the design response was of a high quality and preserved the integrity 
of the landscape and had proposed a solution that was appropriate given the site work and general disturbance 
outside the building envelope that is necessary.  Yes, the pool is outside the building envelope, however it 
would not be an issue in any other neighbourhood throughout Whistler as the general regulations of the zoning bylaw 
would normally permit the pool in this position on another property in the community. The development of a pool 
would have been uncommon back when the guidelines were originally conceived however, given that the community 
is much more of a four season resort now and much more common with Whistler now having the summer visitation it 
sees regularly.  
  
We have formally requested that the strata and adjacent neighbours, review the attached drawing package and 
received a memo confirming their support  We are looking for your support on the development of the pool similar to 
any other typical variance prior to going before the Advisory Design Panel for their review.  This is the process that has 
been requested by the RMOW planning department.  I do feel that the design response of the pool is of a high quality, 
commensurate with the exclusive nature of the subdivision, respectful of the site characteristics and in our opinion an 
asset to the neighbourhood and the immediate neighbours in the event of a wildfire situation as a secondary fire 
fighting source beyond the natural clearly that would already have to happen to permit the necessary servicing that will 
need to happen. 
  
See previous correspondence from Gord Hlynsky and PDF file at bottom of this email.	

 
Respectfully 

 

 
 

Brent Murdoch MAIBC, BCSLA 
Murdoch + Company Ltd. 

 
 

  #106-4319 Main St. Whistler, BC 
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