
From: Lynnette Kissoon  
To: Victoria Mayor and Council <mayorandcouncil@victoria.ca>, Alison Meyer 
<ameyer@victoria.ca>, Jonathan Tinney <JTinney@victoria.ca>, Alec Johnston 
<ajohnston@victoria.ca> 
 
Date: Thu, 5 Oct 2017 06:26:36 +0000 
Subject: Abstract's request for a demolition permit 
Dear Mayor and Council,  
  
Abstract's VP of Construction Kyle Ryan, wrote the attached letter and submitted it for review.  
  
At the September 12 meeting run by the Rockland Neighbourhood Association for the 
Community, I asked Abstract President, Mike Miller, if Abstract applied for a demolition permit 
in January. He categorically denied that Abstract applied for a demolition permit in January. 
The reason I asked is I had seen a crane on the property the week before the September 12 
meeting. I therefore was surprised when Mike Miller denied the fact that his company applied 
for a demolition permit. The attached letter proves he either lied or has no idea what is 
going on with his company.  
  
Now to address the contents of the letter.  
  
I live less than 50 metres away from the Truth Centre and walk past that property twice or four 
times a day (to and from work). My knowledge about the activities at the Truth Centre is 
based on that daily observation and what I hear at night from my house (I sleep with my 
windows open so I hear a lot!). 
  
Please note the following extracts from the letter and my reflections based on my intimate 
knowledge of the property: 
  
Abstract letter: Since the church group themselves have vacated the property, we have 
seen a drastic increase in the homeless population spending their nights and days at this 
property, becoming ever more dangerous for the general public, who continue to trespass. 
  
My comments: How can the public trespass on a property that has no gates at the 
opening from Fort Street and the gates facing Pentrelew are not locked? Also note the 
"security walls" are open at those gates. Please see photos below. 
  



 
  

 
  

  
  



 
  
Abstract's letter: Although the buildings are alarmed, security guards ushering folks off 
site every two hours throughout the night and police being called when the buildings get 
broken into (when the alarms go off), we continue to have an increase in the number of 
break ins, prostitution, used condoms, drug use and used needles laying around the 
building and its grounds. 
  
My comments: If this is the case then Abstract is failing in its duty to protect the public 
and therefore should be fined. I have never heard an alarm at this property (again, I sleep 
with my windows open so I would know). If the police were called on a nightly basis, then 
Abstract has not fulfilled its due diligence to protect the property and Abstract is culpable 
for wasting police time and tax payer's money. If this is true, then there will be police 
records to show this nightly activity. Abstract needs to provide those records to 
you.  
  
Abstract's letter: We submitted a demolition permit back in January of 2017, received 
comments swiftly thereafter and when this activity began to pick up we addressed the one 
and only comment on the deficiency list on July 20th. 
  
My comments: This means Abstract lied or does not know what is going on with its 
company when I asked them if they applied for a demolition permit in January at the 
Community Meeting on Sept. 12. 
  
Abstract's letter: We wish to draw attention to this urgent matter as it is becoming a very 
unsafe place for pedestrians who trespass daily on their way to work/downtown and for 
the residents of Rockland.  As we would not like to see anything bad happen to anyone, 
we are looking for advice on whether it would be in everyone’s best interest or not to 
remove the building immediately? 
  
My comments: Abstract needs to show the police the proof. If they are not adequately 
protecting the public, then they should be fined. Again, I stress, people cannot trespass if 
the gates are wide open and there are no trespassing signs at the opening. If people are 
getting past the other weak walls, then it is up to Abstract to put up stronger and 
more secure barriers.  I walked past the property at 9 p.m. There were no lights on at all 
in the part of the property facing Fort Street. The only light that was on was the one on the 
south side of the property adjacent to the house on Pentrelew. How is that making the 
property safe for local residents? 



  
One final and important note: Abstract has not removed the junk they took out of the 
buildings when they stripped the interior of the property. The debris is piled near the stairs 
and in other sections facing Pentrelew Place. I am concerned these present a fire 
hazard which could seriously damage the urban forest and the building. Is this 
Abstract's plan to facilitate the demolition of the building?  Please see photo below. 
  

 
  
I am hoping that you would follow up because from my vantage point Abstract is creating 
the unsafe situation for the general public and needs to be held to account. They are 
hoping to supply a solution to the problem they have created and make it look like they 
are interested in public safety. One can easily interpret from their actions that they are 
not - they are interested in creating panic in the decision makers in order to 
facilitate the demolition.  
  
I am hoping that you would hold the developer accountable because from our  vantage point 
Abstract is creating the unsafe situation for the general public and needs to be held to 
account. They are hoping to supply a solution to the problem they have created and make it 
look like they are interested in public safety. One can easily interpret from their actions 
that they are not - they are interested in creating panic in the decision makers in order 
to facilitate the demolition.  
  
This type of behaviour does not instill trust in the residents who want to have an honest 
dialogue with the developer. 
  
Community confidence in Abstract and the redevelopment process is low. We would 
not like to see the apparent rushing through of the demolition given that the project 
itself is uncertain; a new buyer might want to use the existing buildings. Demolishing it 
now before the plans have been approved would prejudice the development approval 
process.  
  
I asked Mike Miller one final question at the September 12 meeting. It was: “Would you 
consider selling the property”. I asked the question because he has on many occasions 
stated that he was frustrated and wanted to sell. He also said the value of the property 
was lowered. 



  
Given that, Abstract has no interest in the real value of this property (heritage, 
Rockland community, spiritual, artistic and environmental) and Mike Miller's only 
intention is PROFIT. He will say anything and do anything to realize this end goal of 
maximizing his own profit regardless of your concerns as outlined in the April 6 COTW 
meeting about this proposal, despite neighbours' very real objections and despite the safety 
of the urban forest. 
  
Why then would you agree to rezone this property when the developer has no interest 
in anyone else’s position but his own? 
  
Please note that for your convenience I have saved the contents of this email as a PDF 
document and also attached to this email.  
  
Thank you,  
  
Lynnette M. Kissoon 
	


