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Township of Langley Climate Action Strategy 
Complete Engagement Summary 

INTRODUCTION 
This document represents a summary of key aspects of the discussions that occurred during engagement sessions held in development 

of the Township of Langley’s Climate Action Strategy (CAS). Engagement for the CAS was conducted by Township staff and Integral 

Group (‘the consultant team’) over more than 70 meetings or events held in 2019 and 2020, and included the following: 

 Steering Committee Workshop – September 2019  

 Individual Sector Staff Workshops (5) – November 2019 

 Public Event – November 2019  

 Stakeholder Workshop – December 2019  

 Individual Staff Meetings (27) – January to April 2020 

 Individual Stakeholder Meetings (15) – September to November 2020 

 Climate Action Survey and associated online engagement – September to November 2020 

Throughout the development of the Climate Action Strategy, engagement has also occurred for other closely-related Township 

initiatives, conducted by Township staff and various consultants, including: 

 The Strategic Energy Management Plan (SEMP) – Refresh engagement on the SEMP conducted from February to July 2020  

 The Climate Change Adaptation Plan (CCAP) – December 2018 to September 2019 

 The Low Carbon Mobility Plan (LCMP) – May to June 2019 

Actions and outcomes from each of these plans were incorporated into the Climate Action Strategy, and thus any related engagement 

was essential to the final Strategy.    

The table below summarizes key engagement metrics from overall engagement on climate action since late 2018. Important to note is 

that: 

 These numbers should be considered to the minimum. Attendance for certain events, such as pop-up booths, was not 

thoroughly tracked and so is not reflected in the totals below. 

 All numbers are potentially non-exclusive; for example, it is possible that a single community member attended more than 

one session, filled out the online survey, and engaged with Township social media accounts, but this level of detail was not 

available to reviewers. 

Summary of Engagement for All Climate Plans 

(CAS, Adaptation, LCMP, SEMP) 
Methods of engagement  

 
 In-person meetings and workshops (37) 
 Zoom meetings and similar (27) 
 Public events and pop-up booths (4+) 
 Online surveys (2) and associated translations 
 Township webpage and social media platforms, including Facebook, 

Twitter, Instagram 
Total individuals engaged 6607 

Community members engaged 5757 

Cross-departmental staff meetings 46 

External stakeholders engaged 132 

Organizations / agencies engaged 72 

Surveys taken 2140 

Questions and/or comments  1328 

Social media impressions 142261 

Social media engagements  
(e.g. likes, comments, shares) 

2506 

This document provides details on all aspects of the CAS engagement process, including statistical analysis and comment coding of the 

Public Climate Action Survey results. It also provides a high-level summary of engagement conducted for the SEMP, CCAP, and LCMP, 

the outcomes of which have been considered in the CAS.   

 

  



          

1. Climate Action Strategy (CAS) Engagement 
The table below summarizes key engagement metrics specifically for the CAS, conducted between September 2019 and November 

2020. The intent of the consultation was to share the draft CAS as widely as possible, gathering public feedback on the Big Moves, 

Priority Areas, supporting actions and required investment. The majority of feedback was captured through social media engagements, 

stakeholder dialogue sessions, and the public survey. 

Methods of engagement  In-person meetings and workshops (23) 
 Zoom meetings and similar (27) 
 Public event (1) 
 Online survey (1) and associated translations 
 Township webpage and social media platforms, including Facebook, 

Twitter, Instagram 
Total individuals engaged 5773 

Community members engaged 5558 

Cross-departmental staff meetings 34 

External stakeholders engaged 96 

Organizations / agencies engaged 43 

Surveys taken 1649 

Questions and/or comments  1273 

Social media impressions 142261 

Social media engagements  
(e.g. likes, comments, shares) 

2506 

 

1.1. STEERING COMMITTEE WORKSHOP 
The purpose of this workshop was to build an understanding with staff of Business as Usual (BAU) outcomes, hot spots within the 

Township, and consensus on what reductions targets should be chosen.  

Date September 17, 2019 

Participants Township of Langley Steering Committee 

Number of participants 21 

Format In-person workshop 

Break-Out Groups: Vision Statements 

In this workshop, breakout groups were formed to discuss the sectors and asked to identify important points to consider in the 

achievement of emissions reductions in Land Use, Buildings, Transportation, and Waste and Agriculture, with the goal of drafting Vision 

Statements for each sector. Below are the draft Vision Statements.  

Land Use 
 A sustainable community that is complete, functional, and flexible for the changing needs 

of its residents, and benefits from the urban rural interface 

Buildings 

 Township buildings are the backbone of livable and walkable interconnected communities. 
Green spaces and buildings flow into one another, and buildings are completely carbon 
neutral. 

 All buildings will be constructed and renovated to a high level of energy efficiency and 
emissions reductions, avoiding future retrofits and added costs. 

 Regional leaders in energy efficient, low-carbon buildings as a growing community. 

Transportation 

 A cohesive transportation network that is designed to make active transportation most 
convenient and supports a future of zero-emission vehicles (ZEVs). 

 Transportation in the Township prioritizes safe, convenient, and multi-modal options for 
walking, cycling, transit, and ZEVs through integrated land use. 

Waste & Agriculture 

 Encourage responsible front-end waste management in commercial operations. 
 Investigate opportunities for agricultural waste diversion, including agricultural recycling 

opportunities (may be future provincial EPR program). 
 Create an environment where waste collection services are sustainable, convenient, and 

harmonized throughout the region. 
 Provide residential and ICI sectors with accessible and environmentally sustainable 

recycling, EPR, composting, and reuse options to deal with the waste produced 
 Ensure residents, public, and business sectors are aware of the impacts of purchasing 

choices. 



          

High Level Feedback 

What is the most important consideration that the Township and the consultant team should consider as we move forward? 

 Meeting the Township’s climate action targets will require buy-in from Township staff, Council, and the public 

 Achieving the climate action targets will necessitate integrated, holistic land use, building, and transportation planning 

 It will be important to continue to educate the public about Township initiatives and targets 

 Sustainable communities in the Township must feature active transportation, green space and nearby amenities to reduce the 

need for transportation 

 Changing social norms/behaviour will be an important feature of the strategy moving forward 

1.2. DEPARTMENT WORKSHOPS 
The purpose of this series of workshop was to gather staff to discuss emission reduction actions by sector, and to review proposed 

actions to be incorporated into the low carbon pathway. The workshops were broken up by sector to focus more deeply on each set of 

actions, and included staff from various departments as appropriate. 

Date(s)  Permits, License and Inspection Services – November 5, 2019 
 Transportation – November 5, 2019 
 Land Use and Development – November 5, 2019 
 Agriculture – November 12, 2019 
 Water and Environment – November 12, 2019 
 Sustainability and Facilities – February 3, 2020 

Participants Township of Langley staff from various departments 

Number of participants 
(total) 

27 

Format In-person workshops 

 

Participants were asked to discuss the proposed actions, feasibility for the Township, any missing actions, and implementation details. 

The actions were reviewed based on the following categories: 

Evaluation Criteria 

Impact Cost Timeline 

Low 

Medium 

High 

$ = <$50k 

$$ = $50-$100k 

$$$ = >$100k 

Immediate 

Ongoing 

ST (1-2 years) 

MT (3-7 years) 

LT (10+ years) 

 

Implementation Planning 

Lead Department Resources Partners 

Indicate lead Township Dept 

Indication if action can be 

accomplished with existing staff vs. 

new FTE required 

List potential stakeholder partners 

E.g. regional government, community partners, 

utilities, other local governments, transit authorities, 

etc. 

 

  



          

1.3. INDIVIDUAL STAFF MEETINGS 
The CAS project team met with individuals from each Township department of relevance between February and April 2020. The 

purpose of this series of meetings was to build support for the CAS among staff and to deepen the feedback on the draft set of actions 

proposed. 

Date(s)  Water and Environment (staff) – Feb 28 
 Economic Development – Feb 28 
 Sustainability – Mar 2 
 Infrastructure Assets – Mar 2 
 Social Sustainability – Mar 4 
 Community Policy and Planning (staff) – 

Mar 4 
 Development Planning – Mar 6 
 Permits, License and Inspection Services – 

Mar 6 

 Transportation – Mar 6 
 WRE and Development Planning – Mar 9  
 Utilities and Construction – Mar 9 
 Parks Design and Parks Operations – Mar 

10 
 Solid Waste – Mar 11 
 Green Infrastructure Services – Mar 17 

 

 Fire and Emergency Management – Mar 18 
 Water and Environment (management) – 

Mar 18 
 Agriculture – Mar 25 
 Roads – Mar 30 
 Risk Management – Mar 31 
 Public Works – Apr 9 
 Community Policy and Planning 

(management) – Apr 16 
 Sustainability (management) – Apr 16 

 Purchasing – Apr 17 
 Corporate Admin, Economic Development, 

Communication (management) – Apr 17 
 Business Support – Apr 17 
 Development Services (management) – Apr 

24 

Participants Township of Langley staff and management from various departments 

Number of participants 
(total) 

47 

Format Combination of in-person and online meetings via Zoom 

 

1.4. STAKEHOLDER WORKSHOP 
The purpose of this workshop was to solicit feedback from stakeholder groups and early concepts for the Climate Action Strategy, and 

to identify potential partnerships for coordinated action.   

Date December 3, 2019 

Participants  Business: Aldergrove Business Association, Aldergrove Credit Union 
 Builders: Qualico 
 Education: Langley School District, Kwantlen Polytechnic University, Trinity Western 

University 
 Local Government: City of Langley (Planning), Metro Vancouver 
 Utilities: BC Hydro and Fortis BC 

 Transportation: HUB Cycling  

Number of participants 17 

Organizations / agencies 
engaged 

11 

Format In-person workshop 

 

  



          

1.5. STAKEHOLDER MEETINGS 
Between September and November 2020, the CAS project team met with representatives from various organizations that will be 

impacted by climate change and whose operations relate to local climate action. The purpose of this series of meetings was to raise 

awareness of the CAS, encourage survey feedback and hear specific questions and concerns, and to garner support among different 

stakeholder groups for local climate action. 

Date(s)  Quadra Homes – Sep 4 
 Urban Development Institute – Sep 17 
 Qualico Homes – Sep 22 
 HUB Cycling – Sep 23 
 Aldergrove Business Association – Sep 24 
 Trinity Western University, Environmental 

Club – Sep 28 
 Fraser Health – Sep 29 
 Tourism Langley – Sep 30 
 Climate Crisis Langley Action Partners – Oct 

1 

 Kwantlen Polytechnic University and 
Kwantlen Student Association – Oct 2 

 Simon Fraser University, Energy 
Engineering – Sep 10 

 School District 35 – Oct 22 
 Langley Sustainable Agriculture Foundation 

– Oct 27 
 School District 35, Green Team – Nov 2 

Heritage Advisory Committee – Nov 4 

Participants Representatives from various organizations and agencies with an interest in local climate action, 
plus Township of Langley staff 

Number of participants 
(total) 

83 

Organizations / agencies 
engaged (total) 

29 

Format Online meetings via Zoom 



          

1.6. PUBLIC EVENT 
The purpose of this event/workshop was to solicit feedback on the level of awareness and interest in climate change mitigation and the 

public’s support or opposition for broad actions. The vent provided an opportunity for residents to share priorities, concerns, and ideas 

to mitigate and adapt to climate change and help shape the Climate Action Strategy. 

Date November 5, 2019 

Participants Members of the public, local businesses, Township staff and Council members, consultant team 
Number of participants 71 

Format  Presentations from invited speakers and consultant team 
 Interactive polling and Q&A 
 Reception with refreshments, pop-up booths and survey 
 Video of event: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=rjKPE305qBo 

Event Flyer 

 

Polling Question Responses 

What part of the Township are you from? 

Of the 43 responses, participants came from the following locations: 

 Walnut Grove (7) 

 Fort Langley (7) 

 Willoughby (5) 

 Murrayville (4) 

 Brookswood/Fernridge (5) 

 Aldergrove (8) 

 Rural (3) 

 Not listed (4) 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=rjKPE305qBo


          

What do you think is the primary source of emissions in the Township? 

Based on 50 responses:  

 Passenger Vehicles (9) 

 Commercial Vehicles (trucks, etc.) (14) 

 Residential Buildings (9) 

 Commercial/Institutional Buildings (10) 

 Agriculture (6) 

 Solid Waste (1) 

 I have no idea (1) 

What do you think is the single most important action the Township should take in reducing the community’s 

emissions? 

Of the 40 responses that were submitted, the following incurred the greatest support: 

 Education and awareness raising (10) 

 Active transportation infrastructure (7) 

 Investment in public transit, including rapid transit (7) 

 Greener, low-carbon buildings (2) 

 Green energy and electrification (4) 

 Transportation measures more generally (3) 

 Other 

o Carbon budgeting (1) 

o Leadership (1) 

o Enforcement (2) 

o Mandating EV-readiness (1) 

o Unsustainable businesses (1) 

What's the first word that comes to mind when you think about climate change in the Township? 

Of the 47 responses that were submitted: 

 

  



          

Feedback: Pop-Up Boards 

During the reception portion of this event, attendees were asked to provide their feedback on pop-up boards. Participants were asked 

to respond to seven categories, including:  

 Buildings 

 Transportation 

 Waste and Recycling 

 Agriculture 

 Water and Natural Areas 

 Community Planning and Development 

 Green Infrastructure 

The feedback received is summarized in Appendix A. 

1.7. PUBLIC CLIMATE ACTION SURVEY 
The purpose of this online survey was to introduce the CAS to the broader community, and to solicit feedback on the Big Moves, 

Priority Areas and supporting actions proposed by the Township. The survey also gauged overall support for local climate action, and 

asked respondents for their opinions on factors critical to the success of the CAS (e.g. Council support, public education on climate 

change, funding). The survey included 22 questions overall, with five being open-ended questions.  

The Climate Action Survey was available online and was promoted through Township social media channels and a variety of other 

means (e.g. newspaper articles, e-newsletters). Throughout this process, it was further advertised through an ongoing ReCollect 

Campaign to maximize visibility. To encourage a more equitable response, it was also translated into three languages (Chinese, Korean, 

and Punjabi) and distributed through via the Empower Me program and through community partners. 

The CAS public survey was one of the most engaged-with surveys the Township has ever conducted, with a representative 1,649 

responses collected. 72% of respondents expressed they were supportive of the CAS and the required investment, 15% 

of respondents were neutral, and 13% of respondents were unsupportive. 85% of respondents agreed that climate action is 

important in the Township of Langley. In addition, 1,273 general comments were received via the survey, webpage and social media 

channels during the public consultation period. 

Date(s) September to November 2020 
Participants Members of the public 

Format Online survey, which was promoted via Township social media channels and other means (e.g. 
newspaper articles and advertisements, poster boards in public facilities, e-newsletters, 
stakeholder meetings), plus a ReCollect campaign 

Surveys taken 1649 

Survey comments 1093 

Social media impressions 142261 

Social media engagements  
(e.g. likes, comments) 

2506 

 

The survey was analyzed through both survey analytics and comment coding, with a high-level summary provided below and details 

available in Appendix B: CAS Public Survey Analytics and Appendix C: CAS Public Survey Comment Coding. 

Overall, each of the Big Moves received significant support from the general public and stakeholder groups. The top Big Moves for the 

public were: 

 Resilient Natural Systems (Big Move 5) 

 Zero Emission New Buildings (Big Move 2) 

 Safe and Sustainable Transportation (Big Move 1) 

The top priority areas for the public were: 

 Green Space & Ecosystems 

 Transportation & Mobility  

 Health & Emergency Preparedness  



          

Examples of Survey Promotional Material 

 

  



          

Survey Results 

A total of 1,649 surveys were undertaken by the public and included in the analysis of results. Inferential statistics were used to draw 

insights. The results of this survey provide valuable insight and will support planning for future iterations as explained in detail in 

Section D of Appendix B: CAS Public Survey Analytics. The analysis considers confidence intervals of 95% to show the statistical 

probability that a characteristic is likely to occur within the population. This means, if the survey is conducted again, results are 

expected to be within the nominated low and upper bounds for each case. 

The table below summarises the structure of the survey and the key variables addressed by each group of core questions.  

        Section Topic Question # 
 Demographics Relationship with ToL - Location - Age - Income - Homeownership 1-6 

 Priority Areas &  
Key Actions 

Identification of Priority Areas 7 

Level of Importance of Key Actions 8-17 

 Big Moves  Level of Support for Big Moves 18 

 Climate Action  
& CAS 

Level of Importance of Climate Action 19 

Level of Support for CAS 20 

Critical Success Factors of CAS 21-22 

 

The following graphs show the results for each question in the survey, indicating the total number of responses and the 95% 

confidence interval for the population proportion. Further analysis including standard deviation of responses for particular areas of 

relevance has been included in the subsequent section ‘Survey Analytics’. 

Results to open questions (Q17, Q18, Q20-Q22) have been discussed in the section ‘Comment Coding’. 

 

RESULTS SECTION 1: Demographics 

Q1: Do you live or work in the Township of Langley?  

 

 

 Q2: What neighbourhood do you live in? 

 

 

Q3: What is your age range?  

 

 

Question 1 Options Responses 
Confidence Interval 

L95 U95 

Live in the Township 60.43% 988 58.1% 62.8% 

Work in the Township 6.91% 113 5.7% 8.1% 

Both live & work in the Township 29.66% 485 27.4% 31.9% 

Neither 3.00% 49 2.2% 3.8% 

Total responses 1635   

Question 2 Options Responses 
Confidence Interval 

L95 U95 

Aldergrove 8.36% 137 7.0% 9.7% 

Brookswood 11.97% 196 10.4% 13.5% 

Fort Langley 6.17% 101 5.0% 7.3% 

Murrayville 11.42% 187 9.9% 13.0% 

Walnut Grove 21.18% 347 19.2% 23.2% 

Willoughby/ Willowbrook 21.12% 346 19.1% 23.1% 

Rural 11.05% 181 9.5% 12.6% 

Outside the Township 8.73% 143 7.4% 10.1% 

Total responses 1638   

Question 3 Options Responses 
Confidence Interval 

L95 U95 

Under 18 10.70% 175 9.2% 12.2% 

18-30 5.44% 89 4.3% 6.5% 

31-40 18.65% 305 16.8% 20.5% 

41-50 19.39% 317 17.5% 21.3% 

51-60 18.78% 307 16.9% 20.7% 

61-70 18.59% 304 16.7% 20.5% 

71 or older 8.44% 138 7.1% 9.8% 

Total responses 1635   
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Q4: How long have you lived in Canada? 

 

Q5: Do you currently rent or own your home? 

 

 

Q6: What is your combined household income?  

 

 

RESULTS SECTION 2: Priority areas 

Q7: Which of the Priority Areas do you think are the three most import ant? If none are applicable,  

N/A. 

In Question 8, 1047 respondents agreed to provide further information about key actions for each priority area (Q9-Q16). The results 

for these questions have been included in Section E of Appendix B: CAS Public Survey Analytics. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

Question 4 Options Responses 
Confidence Interval 

L95 U95 

I was born in Canada 74.80% 1223 72.7% 76.9% 

Less than 5 years 1.90% 31 1.2% 2.6% 

6-10 years 3.24% 53 2.4% 4.1% 

11-20 years 4.59% 75 3.6% 5.6% 

21 years or more 15.47% 253 13.7% 17.2% 

Total responses 1635   

Question 5 Options Responses 
Confidence Interval 

L95 U95 

Rent 11.13% 182 9.6% 12.7% 

Own 84.59% 1383 82.8% 86.3% 

Other 4.28% 70 3.3% 5.3% 

Total responses 1635   

Question 6 Options Responses 
Confidence Interval 

L95 U95 

$35,000 to $49,999 5.71% 93 4.6% 6.8% 

$50,000 to $74,999 10.38% 169 8.9% 11.9% 

$75,000 to $99,999 12.04% 196 10.5% 13.6% 

$100,000 to $149,999 22.30% 363 20.3% 24.3% 

$150,000 to 199,999 11.67% 190 10.1% 13.2% 

Over $200,000 7.19% 117 5.9% 8.4% 

Prefer not to say 30.77% 501 28.5% 33.0% 

Total responses 1628   

Question 7 Options Responses 
Confidence Interval 

L95 U95 

Transportation & Mobility 50.99% 769 48.5% 53.5% 

Buildings & Land Use 33.09% 499 30.7% 35.5% 

Infrastructure 32.49% 490 30.1% 34.9% 

Greenspace & Ecosystems 56.90% 858 54.4% 59.4% 
Health & Emergency Preparedness 35.94% 542 33.5% 38.4% 

Agriculture 27.12% 409 24.9% 29.4% 

Waste 29.58% 446 27.3% 31.9% 

Leadership & Integration 9.55% 144 8.1% 11.0% 

N/A 2.06% 31 1.3% 2.8% 

Total responses 1508   
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RESULTS SECTION 3: Big Moves 

Q18: How supportive are you of each of the following Big Moves? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

RESULTS SECTION 4: Climate Action & CAS 

Q19: In general, how important do you think climate action should be for the Township?  

 

 

Q20: Thinking about the Climate Action Strategy as a whole , what is your level of agreement with the 
following sentence: "I support the CAS, including the targets, actions, and projected investment required."  

 

Q21: The CAS wil l require support from a variety of sources to ensure success . Of the following, which do 
you think will be most critical to ensure the Climate Action Strategy’s goals and targets are 
met? Choose up to three sources. I f none are appl icable to you, select N/A.  

Level of agreement

0

1

2

3

4

5

Question 18 Options 
Responses 

Do not Support 
Somewhat 

unsupportive 

Neither supportive  

or unsupportive 

Somewhat 

supportive 
Very supportive TOTAL 

Safe & Sustainable Transportation 8.3% 102 6.3% 77 10.8% 133 32.3% 398 42.3% 521 1231 

Zero Emission New Buildings 6.8% 83 4.4% 54 8.8% 108 28.6% 350 51.4% 629 1224 

Zero Emission Existing Buildings 11.1% 136 8.5% 104 14.9% 183 30.8% 377 34.7% 425 1225 

Zero Emission Corporate Operations 8.3% 102 5.8% 71 11.8% 144 29.7% 364 44.4% 544 1225 

Resilient Natural Systems 2.8% 34 2.5% 31 7.4% 91 21.6% 265 65.7% 807 1228 

Total responses      1235  

Question 19 Options 
Point 
scale 

Responses 
Confidence Interval 

L95 U95 
Very important 5 58.70% 651 55.8% 61.6% 

Somewhat important 4 26.06% 289 23.5% 28.6% 

Neither important or 
unimportant 

3 4.78% 53 3.5% 6.0% 

Somewhat unimportant 2 4.96% 55 3.7% 6.2% 

Not at all important 1 5.50% 61 4.2% 6.8% 

Total Responses    1109 

Question 20 Options 
Point 
scale 

Responses 
Confidence Interval 

L95 U95 
Strongly agree 5 34.39% 391 31.6% 37.2% 

Agree 4 37.55% 427 34.7% 40.4% 

Neither agree not disagree 3 15.04% 171 13.0% 17.1% 

Disagree 2 5.98% 68 4.6% 7.4% 

Strongly disagree 1 7.04% 80 5.6% 8.5% 

Total responses 1137   

Question 21 Options Responses 

Supportive policy from other levels of government (e.g. electric 
vehicle policies, BC Building Code) 

46.26% 532 

Funding from local sources (e.g. property taxes) 13.91% 160 

Funding from other levels of government (Provincial, Fed) 58.52% 673 

Council support (e.g. project/budget approvals) 37.65% 433 

Public support/buy-in 43.83% 504 

More public education on climate change 36.96% 425 

N/A 6.70% 77 

Other 6.09% 70 

Total responses     1150 
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Survey Analytics 

Statistical analysis was undertaken to identify further insights from the responses to the Public Climate Action Survey. The analysis 

focused on understanding the different levels of support to the CAS and the interdependence of demographics. The table below 

identifies sections of the survey where deeper analysis was undertaken. 

        Section Relevance for further analysis 

 Demographics  ✓ ✓ ✓ 

 Priority Areas & Key Actions ✓ 

 Big Moves  ✓ ✓ 

 Climate Action & CAS ✓ ✓ ✓ 
 

Statistical testing was performed to demonstrate that results and insights are statistically strong. This analysis considers the standard 

deviation of the responses and provides confidence intervals of 95% for all the analysis. This section contains the summary of the 

relevant insights and conclusions. Additional details on the analysis, methodology and statistical tests can be found in Appendix B: 

CAS Public Survey Analytics. 

The outcomes of this analysis are presented in terms of mean values, which are the best estimate of the population average, and are 

useful for understanding the average beliefs of a cohort. However, variability in the responses determines the range of the 95% 

confidence interval. The upper and lower bounds of these intervals should be taken into account to understand the degree of variation 

among respondents and where confidence intervals fall across critical boundaries. 

Overall, statistical analysis of the Public Climate Action Survey results has helped to illustrate the values and beliefs of residents of the 

Township of Langley in respect to climate action. The following conclusion have been offered as a result of this work: 

1) On average, respondents across all demographic groups think local climate action is important 

2) Those who consider local climate action to be important are also highly likely to support the Climate Action Strategy 

3) A Big Move for Resilient Natural Systems is supported by all respondents, irrespective of their support for the Climate Action 

Strategy or climate initiatives overall 

4) Respondents believe ‘Other Government Funding’ and ‘Supportive Policy’ to be a critical success factors for the Climate Action 

Strategy 

The following subsections summarize the key outcomes of the analysis.  

1) On average, respondents across all demographic groups think local climate action is 

important 

The insights in this section relate to Question 19, which perceptions on the level of importance of local climate action. The first graph 

shows the overall result and the subsequent charts show the relationship across demographics. The results are shown using intervals 

bar chars with the associated values in the table on the right, showing confidence intervals and mean values. A critical boundary 

between ‘important’ and ‘not important’ was identified with a horizontal line, know as the line of support. 
 

 

 

 

Across all demographics, age has the greatest degree of dependence with ‘Importance for Climate Action’. Chi-square testing, Fisher’s 

Exact test and linear regression support this conclusion. Linear regression indicates that there is limited explanatory value in the 

demographic features for ‘Importance of Local Climate Action’. The regression model has an R2 of 0.05785, indicating that 5.7% of the 

variation in the dependent variable is explained by the independent variables. Results for individual regressors indicate that age is the 

only statistically significant variable. As a result, we can conclude that the beliefs which respondents hold regarding their perceived 

importance of climate action are largely driven by unobserved factors. 

 

  

 
Lower 

Control Limit 
Mean 

Upper 

Control Limit 

Total 3.21 3.27 3.34 Not at all 
important 

Very 
important 



          

Not at all 

important 

Very 

important 

Regarding age Groups, younger people (Under 30) show the highest level of support, while ages 51-70 show the lowest.  

 
Importance of Local Climate Action by Age Groups 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Dependence between Home Ownership and ‘Importance of Local Climate Action’ is supported by chi-square test of independence and 

Fisher’s exact test. However, regression testing does not support this conclusion, which indicates that the level of dependency is not as 

high as age.  

Importance of Local Climate Action by Home Ownership 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Location is not a good descriptor for the level of ‘Importance of Local Climate Action’, as indicated by the high ranges of the confidence 

intervals shown in the graph below. However, on average the results indicate that Rural and Murrayville have the lowest level of 

perceived importance of local climate action.   

Importance of Local Climate Action by Home Location 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Full results regarding the perceived importance of local climate action compared to other demographic groups can be found in Section 

A of Appendix B: CAS Public Survey Analytics.  

Age 
Lower 

Control Limit 
Mean 

Upper 

Control Limit 

Under 18 3.56 3.66 3.77 

18-30 3.42 3.66 3.89 

31-40 3.27 3.41 3.55 

41-50 3.12 3.27 3.42 

51-60 2.87 3.04 3.21 

61-70 2.81 2.99 3.18 

71 or older 2.92 3.19 3.45 

Home 
ownership 

Lower 

Control Limit 
Mean 

Upper 

Control Limit 

Other 3.28 3.55 3.82 

Own 3.15 3.22 3.3 

Rent 3.37 3.54 3.72 

Home 

location 

Lower 

Control Limit 
Mean 

Upper 

Control Limit 

Aldergrove 3.15 3.38 3.61 

Brookswood 2.97 3.17 3.38 

Fort Langley 3.12 3.37 3.62 

Murrayville 2.84 3.05 3.25 

Outside Township 3.31 3.49 3.67 

Rural 2.80 3.04 3.28 

Walnut Grove 3.16 3.31 3.45 

Willoughby/ 

Willowbrook 
3.24 3.37 3.50 

Very 

important 

Not at all 

important 

Not at all 

important 

Very 

important 



          

2) Those who consider local climate action to be important are also highly likely to 

support the Climate Action Strategy 

Support for the CAS is highly positively correlated to the 

perceived importance of local climate action. The 

correlation coefficient for the two variables is 0.82. 

Regression analysis was used to express this relationship 

and is described by the below formula: 

𝑦 = 0.87𝑥 
 

where:  y = support for CAS 

  𝑥 = support for Local Climate Action 

This result indicates that a 1 unit increase in ‘Importance of 

Local Climate Action’ is associated with a 0.87 unit increase 

in ‘Support for the CAS’. Further, 95% of the change in 

support for the CAS, is explained by change in importance 

of climate action. Results on the perceived importance of 

climate action against all demographic groups can be found 

in Section B of Appendix B: CAS Public Survey 

Analytics. 

 

 

3) A Big Move for Resilient Natural Systems is supported by all respondents, irrespective 

of their support for the Climate Action Strategy or climate initiatives overall  

Support for Big Moves by Groups of ‘Support for CAS’ 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The Big Move for Resilient Natural Systems is shown to be consistently the highest, relative to other Big Moves, even for those who do 

not support the Climate Action Strategy. It is key area which unifies all residents. 
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Success Factors 
(sized by %) 

4) Respondents believe ‘Other government funding’ and ‘Supportive pol icy’ to be critical 

success factors for the CAS 

Across all respondents, 58% believe ‘Other government funding’ to be a critical success factor. This shows to be the most popular 

factor along with ‘Supportive policy’. Among those who are not supportive of the CAS, the top factors are ‘Other government funding’ 

and ‘Public Support’. Across all levels of support ‘Local funding’ is among the less popular success factors as supported by verbatim 

responses. 
Overall Popularity of Success Factors 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

- Supportive policy 

- Local funding 

- Other govt funding 

- Council support 

- Public support/buy-in 

- Public education 
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Comment Coding 

The Climate Action Survey included 22 questions overall, with five open-ended questions that invited participant comments. From the 

1649 surveys taken, participants left 1093 individual comments across these five questions. To develop a deeper understanding of 

community attitudes towards climate change and climate action in the Township, a representative sample of 400 survey comments 

were coded for alignment with the CAS Big Moves, Priority Areas and Priority Areas Sub-themes. Additional coded beyond this point 

yielded diminishing returns on new insights. The outcomes were further distilled into a list of seven broad community values that 

capture what matters most to community members, which include: 

 Transportation Options for All 

 Thoughtful Development  

 Healthy Environment 

 Responsible Waste Management 

 Thriving Community 

 Government Accountability 

 Equitable Climate Action 

Details on the underlying messaging and/or subtext that informed these seven community values, along with select quotes, can be 

viewed in Appendix C: CAS Public Survey Comment Coding. A full record of comments is available in Appendix D: CAS Public 

Survey Comments. 

Preferred Actions & Refinement 

Based on the survey results and analytics, and coding of survey comments, the actions most popular among the public were: 

 Enhancement of the multi-use trail system 

 Increasing public transit  

 Recovering energy from waste 

 Promoting sustainable agriculture  

 Actions that supported retention and expansion of the tree canopy, and  

 Actions that address long term water supply 

Staff placed a high value on the stakeholder and public feedback gathered throughout the engagement process. In summary, the 

public consultation resulted in the identification of 61 pieces of key feedback, and the following changes to the CAS:  

 5 new actions added 

 7 actions improved/modified 

 Big Move 3 language adjusted 

 5 future actions 

 23 implementation notes added  



          

2. Strategic Energy Management Plan (SEMP) 
Refresh Engagement 

In July 2019, the Township released an update to its 2016 Strategic Energy Management Plan, developed with support from Pinna 

Sustainability Inc. and EELO Solutions Inc. The purpose of the original SEMP and update is to outline the Township’s commitment to 

reducing energy costs and environmental impact, while meeting service demands of the growing community.  

2.1. DEPARTMENT MEETINGS 
The purpose of this series of meetings was to provide staff with a refresher on the 2016 SEMP, discuss the impact of Township 

departments on utilities consumption, review existing SEMP initiatives and brainstorm new strategies. The meetings were broken up by 

department to focus more deeply on each set of actions, and included staff from various departments as appropriate. 

Date(s)  WRE – February 22, 2019 
 Fleet – February 27, 2019 
 Utilities – March 5, 2019 
 Parks Design and Parks Operations – March 7, 2019 
 Roads – March 8, 2019 
 Sustainability – April 11, 2019 
 Facilities – July 4, 2019 

Participants Township of Langley staff from various departments 

Number of Participants 
(total) 

23 

Format In-person workshops 

 

2.2. SENIOR MANAGEMENT PRESENTATION 
The purpose of this workshop was to provide a progress update for the SEMP to senior management. It involved interactive discussions 

with the Energy Management Association and BC Hydro to assess efforts thus far, and led to recommendations for further refinement.  

Date March 13, 2019 

Participants Township of Langley senior management and staff from various departments, Energy Management 
Association, BC Hydro 

Number of Participants 17 

Number of Organizations 
Engaged 

2 

Format In-person workshop 

 



          

3. Climate Change Adaptation Plan (CCAP) 
Engagement 

From December 2018 to December 2019, the Township completed a Climate Change Adaptation Plan with the support of Pinna 

Sustainability Inc. The purpose of the CCAP was to illustrate the impact of climate change on the Township, and identify appropriate 

responses to the shocks and stresses that the community is likely to experience. Engagement involved: 

 Staff engagement 

 Public events 

 Stakeholder engagement 

3.1. STAFF ENGAGEMENT 
Pinna and the Township established a core group of staff (the Township Climate Adaptation Team) to represent the interests of 

different departments and steer the project. With the help of this group, 35 staff from across the organization were engaged in 

strategic conversations to identify how changing climate conditions might impact their service area, and identify actions to enhance 

resilience to those impacts. This process was completed over the course of 13 meetings held from December 2018 to June 2019.   

3.2. PUBLIC EVENTS 
The purpose of this series of public events was to provide a general overview of the Climate Change Adaptation Plan and solicit 

feedback on its contents.  

Date(s)  Pop-up Booth at Kwantlen Polytechnic University’s Eco Days Event – March 7, 2019 
 Large Public Event – May 22, 2019 
 Pop-up Booth at Blackberry Bake-off – August 22, 2019 
 Pop-up Booth at BC Rivers Day – September 22, 2019 

Participants Members of the public, Township of Langley staff 

Number of Participants 
(total) 

210 recorded, but likely more 

Format Pop-up booths, with the larger event including presentations, panel discussion, info boards and a 
real-time illustrator 

Large Public Event 

The key public engagement component of the CCAP was the large public event held at the Civic Facility from 7-8:30pm on May 22, 

2019. The primary objective was to offer an opportunity for the public to learn about projected climate change in the region, and to 

provide input into the CCAP. The event included four guest speakers:  

 Mayor Jack Froese, who welcomed attendees and spoke of the need for climate action in the Township 

 Krista Robinson, Township of Langley Sustainability Programs Specialist, who provided a high-level overview of climate 

change  

 John Aldag, Member of Parliament for Cloverdale, who shared personal reflections on the importance of climate action and 

reported how the Government of Canada is responding 

 Trevor Murdock, Climate Scientist from the Pacific Climate Impact Consortium, who gave a primer on climate science, 

research and analysis 

The event featured a number of activities where participants were asked about their experiences and concerns, and what the Township 

might do to address climate change. These included one-on-one conversations, sharing ideas for actions with sticky notes on poster 

boards, and adding input to live adaptation map, which was being drawn in real-time by Melissa Kendzierski. 

 

  



          

Live Map Generated During Large Public Event 

 

Photos: Large Public Event

 



          

 
 

  



          

Photo: Blackberry Bake-off 

 
  



          

3.3. STAKEHOLDER WORKSHOP 
The purpose of this workshop was to provide a general overview of the Climate Change Adaptation Plan, to solicit feedback on its 

contents, and identify areas for collaboration with neighbouring jurisdictions and community organizations. Participants were provided 

with an overview of climate science and local projections, and given an opportunity ask questions. A key takeaway from the session 

was that stakeholders would like more support to educate their organizations on climate change, including supporting the organization 

in adaptation planning exercises to support resilience over time. 

Date May 23, 2019 

Participants Langley Environmental Partners Society and other stewardship groups, SFU Adapt, Greater 
Vancouver Zoo, City of Surrey, Metro Vancouver, Emergency Management BC, and others, in 
addition to Township of Langley staff from various departments 

Number of Participants 17 

Number of Organizations / 
Agencies Engaged 

9 

Format In-person workshop 

Stakeholder Event Evite 



          

4. Low Carbon Mobility Plan (LCMP) Engagement 
From March to August 2019, the Township developed its Low Carbon Mobility Plan, with support from Integral Group and McEwan 

Climate and Energy. The purpose of the LCMP is to help the Township plan for new modes of low carbon mobility and work towards 

more sustainable transportation systems. 

4.1. PUBLIC LOW CARBON MOBILITY SURVEY 
The purpose of this online survey was the introduce the LCMP to the community and gain insight into transportation patterns in the 

Township, general attitudes and perceptions of electric vehicles (EVs), likelihood of EV purchase, and community charging 

infrastructure needs to support present and future EVs. This survey was available online and was promoted through Township social 

media channels and numerous in-person pop-up booths. Detailed survey results and analysis are available in the LCMP technical report.   

Date(s) May to June 2019 
Participants Members of the public 

Surveys taken 491 

Format Online survey, which was promoted via Township social media channels and through in-person 
pop-up booths 

Photos: Pop-up Events 

 

 



          

 

 

4.2. STAFF & STAKEHOLDER WORKSHOPS 
The purpose of this series of workshop was to explore various facets of the Low Carbon Mobility Plan in depth, including community 

charging infrastructure needs for electric vehicles, potential charging infrastructure requirements for residential developments, low-

carbon options for medium- and heavy-duty vehicles, and low-carbon transportation options for the Township’s corporate operations.  

Date  Medium- and Heavy-Duty Vehicles – June 3, 2019 
 Community Charging Infrastructure – June 21, 2019 
 Residential Charging Bylaw – June 21, 2019 
 Corporate Operations – June 21, 2019 

Participants Members of industry, community members that drive electric vehicles, representatives from 
neighbouring municipalities, utility providers, in addition to Township of Langley staff from various 
departments 

Number of Participants 57 

Number of Organizations / 
Agencies Engaged 

18 

Format In-person workshop 

 



          

Appendix A: CAS Public Event Pop-Up Board 
Feedback 
During the reception portion of this event, attendees were asked to provide their feedback on pop-up boards. The following tables 

show the categories where participants were asked to respond and summarize the feedback received. 

Transportation 

Action ideas for: Reducing emissions and increasing alternative mobility options 

 Cycling infrastructure  
- Build a complete network of separated bike lanes 
- Bike lanes on all collector and arterial roads 

 Electrification and zero-emission vehicles 
- Increase the number of EV charging stations (malls, theatres, etc.) 

 Public transit and safe mobility 
- Improve public transit (safer, cheaper, and faster) 

 Mass Transit 
- Skytrain out to Langley 

 Pathways to reducing traffic 
- Road pricing 
- Complete communities 

 Active transportation and carpooling to-from work and school 
- Encourage parents walking their kids to school and using self-propelled transportation 

 Commercial vehicles 
- Establish a high-speed route through or around Langley for commercial vehicles (e.g. Aldergrove Fraser Highway) 
- Work with the province on commercial and industrial transport emissions reduction strategies 

Buildings 

Action ideas for: Reducing emissions and increasing resiliency 

 BC Energy Step Code, building code, and high-performance building certification 
- Increase the rate at which the BC Energy Step Code’s higher steps are required and incentivize building certifications 

(LEED, Passivehouse, etc.) 
 Green roofs and solar PV  

- Work with BC Hydro and provide incentives 
 Education, energy efficiency awareness, and enabling retrofits 

- Support, educate, and coach homeowners to complete retrofits for better energy efficiency 
 Fuel switching 

- Transition all buildings to electric and support district energy systems 
 EV charging infrastructure 

- Increase overall number of EV charging stations (residential and commercial) and support active transportation 
 HVAC and water heating 

- Reduce use of refrigerants, and incentivize hot water on demand units and efficient space conditioning 
 Landscaping requirements and lot sizes 

- Utilize shade trees to build shelter belts and ensure appropriate space on single family lots for vegetation  
 Integrating building resiliency, energy efficiency, and permitting 

- Build energy efficiency and earthquake resiliency requirements into permitting processes 
 Other 

- Consider which industrial farming practices are most energy intensive (e.g. cannabis) 
- Reduce (or prohibit) use of fossil fuel-powered lawn mowers 

  



          

Community Planning & Development 

Action ideas for: Reducing emissions and increasing resiliency 

 Community planning and development 
- Create a community advisory group to help guide Township development 
- Offer developer credits for micro mixed use (integrated commercial/work) at the development level 
- Revisit official community plans and community plans to renew commitment to mixed use and mixed modes of transport 

 Increasing density 
- Plan for density instead of sprawl 

 Protection of trees and other ecosystems  
- Retain existing trees and promote the planting of new trees so we have forests resilient to climate change in the future 
- Retain green corridors for wildlife 

 Walkable communities, active transportation and multi-modal transportation 
- Campaign for school children to walk and bike to school (i.e. get parents out of cars) 
- Promote walkable communities – create stronger requirements for mixed use at micro level (e.g. coffee shops sprinkled 

throughout developments) 
 Reducing commercial vehicle traffic and increasing cycling infrastructure 

- Reduce or divert commercial truck traffic (e.g. semis, double-long trailers, etc.) from going through communities (e.g. 
Aldergrove). as this can result in numerous negative effects including walkability, safety issues, and harm to local business 

 Community education and support  
- Partner with local schools to educate students 
- Put in place an annual award ceremony for best sustainable business 

 Urban agriculture 
- Consider using urban forestry for urban agriculture (e.g. fruit trees as street trees) 

 Reducing emissions from energy-intensive industries 
- Plan for and install hydro hook-ups for film set diesel generators 

Green Infrastructure 

Action ideas for: Expanding and increasing resiliency 

 Green roofs, green walls, rain gardens, and community gardens 
- Encourage and increase the number of green roofs in the community 
- Promote additional community gardens and more bioswales 

 Tree planting 
- Create tree canopy targets, increase the number of trees planted, and protect existing trees from development 
- Increase the number of trees in industrial and city areas (e.g. native trees, community gardens) 

 Cycling infrastructure, public transportation, and car sharing 
- Increase the amount of bicycle infrastructure and the number of car-sharing stalls and services 
- Integrate a comprehensive, multi-modal transportation approach prior to neighbourhood development 

 Ecosystem protection 
- Prohibit decorative non-native plants and prohibit invasive species 
- Protect watercourses, even in the ALR 

 High-performance buildings and solar PV 

- Increase the number of LEED-certified buildings in the community 
- Integrate minimum requirements (e.g. energy, water, land use) for industrial, commercial, and institutional (ICI) new 

construction for permit approval  

Water & Natural Areas 

Action ideas for: Increasing conservation and resiliency 

 Protection and planting of trees 
- Strengthen bylaws to protect trees, and improve protection of trees and plant trees on public and private land 

 Protection/preservation of wetlands and natural areas 
- Prohibit development on wetland 
- Restore damaged sections of waterways and wetlands 

 Planting native species and removing/restricting invasive species 
- Plant various native species on and around wetlands and natural areas 

 Water metering and watering restrictions 
- Implement a water metering/water metering program 

 Rainwater harvesting and rain gardens 
- Look for ways to harvest rainwater and increase the number of rain gardens  

 Groundwater 
- Pay attention to aquifer levels and groundwater recharge, and consider different options for infiltration 

 Other 



          

- Educate the public and hold garbage pickup events 
- Apply the ‘polluter pays’ principle for industries 

Agriculture 

Action ideas for: Reducing emissions and increasing resiliency  

 Energy, alternative fuels, and fuel switching 
- Encourage on-farm energy production 
- Trap methane gas and using it for energy; capture heat emissions and reuse for operations 

 Carbon sequestration and soil management  
- Improve soil management 
- Incentivize, support, and encourage carbon farming (climate-smart agricultural practices) 

 Prevention and restriction  
- Prevent unsustainable industries from growing in Langley  
- Put restraints on canary grass and other invasive species as feed for livestock 

 Urban agriculture 

- Integrate minimum requirements for new urban agriculture construction 
 Alternative farming practices 

- Encourage small-scale natural farming 
- Invest in organic and biodynamic agriculture 

 Education and engagement 
- Educate to reduce meat consumption, move to plant-based foods 
- Promote and educate on industrial symbiosis 
- Provide financial support to farmers markets 

Waste & Recycling 

Action ideas for: Expanding and increasing resiliency 

 Mandatory/increased recycling and composting 
- Require recycling and composting in all sectors (not just residential); education and enforcement will be key 
- Introduce mandatory multi-family recycling, preferably using Recycle BC 

 Education, support, and promotion 
- Provide education on reducing waste and emissions, especially for adults 
- Support businesses in reducing waste and promote reduced consumption of goods 

 Prohibition of materials 
- Ban all single-use plastics  
- Introduce a plastic bag and bottle ban, even if is just in the Township  

 Improved and more sustainable waste and recycling collection 
- Introduce larger bins for bi-weekly pickup 
- Switch to hybrid or electric collection vehicles 

 Wood waste 
- Improve management of wood waste from pruning and removal 
- Consider a project to convert wood waste to charcoal, heat, or other by-products 

Other Comments 

Action ideas for: Expanding and increasing resiliency 

 Leadership 
- Mayor, Council and Township senior leadership need to declare their acceptance of the need for emergency action 
- This commitment must then be followed through with action 
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Appendix B: CAS Public Survey Analytics 

ADDITIONAL INSIGHTS 
Section A: [Q19] Perceived Importance of Local Climate Action Across Demographics 

 
Importance of Climate Action vs Relationship to Township 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

Importance of Climate Action vs Time Living in Canada 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

Importance of Climate Action vs Household income  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

Relationship 

to Township 
Lower 

Control Limit 
Mean 

Upper 

Control Limit 

Both live and work 
in the Township 

3.15 3.27 3.4 

Live in the 
Township 

3.15 3.23 3.32 

Neither 2.93 3.32 3.72 

Work in the 
Township 

3.42 3.57 3.72 

Time living 

in Canada 

Lower  
Control Limit 

Mean 
Upper 

Control Limit 

Less than 5 years 3.52 3.78 4.03 

6-10 years 3.12 3.43 3.74 

11-20 years 3.4 3.58 3.76 

21 years or more 2.91 3.1 3.3 

I was born in 

Canada 
3.19 3.27 3.34 

Household 

income 
Lower  

Control Limit 
Mean 

Upper 
Control Limit 

$35,000 -49,999 2.81 3.14 3.47 

$50,000 -74,999 3.04 3.26 3.47 

$75,000 -99,999 3.06 3.26 3.46 

$100,000 -149,999 3.21 3.34 3.47 

$150,000 -199,999 3.13 3.32 3.51 

Over $200,000 3.05 3.28 3.51 



          

Strongly 

disagree 

Strongly 

agree 

Strongly 

disagree 

Strongly 
agree 

Strongly 

Agree 

Strongly 
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Strongly 

disagree 
 

Strongly  
Agree  

Section B: [Q20] Support to CAS across demographics 

 

Support for CAS by Age Groups 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

Support for CAS by Home Ownership 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Support for CAS vs Relationship to Township 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

Support for CAS vs Time Living in Canada 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

  

Age 
Lower 

Control Limit 
Mean 

Upper 
Control Limit 

Under 18 3.19 3.3 3.42 

18-30 3.1 3.33 3.55 

31-40 2.91 3.06 3.2 

41-50 2.61 2.76 2.91 

51-60 2.45 2.62 2.79 

61-70 2.45 2.62 2.79 

71 or older 2.51 2.78 3.05 

Home 
ownership 

Lower 

Control Limit 
Mean 

Upper 

Control Limit 

Other 2.79 3.05 3.32 

Own 2.73 2.81 2.88 

Rent 3.02 3.2 3.38 

Relationship 

to Township 
Lower 

Control Limit 
Mean 

Upper 

Control Limit 

Both live and work 

in the Township 
2.73 2.86 2.99 

Live in the 
Township 

2.74 2.82 2.91 

Neither 2.54 2.91 3.29 

Work in the 
Township 

2.99 3.18 3.37 

Time living 

in Canada 

Lower  

Control Limit 
Mean 

Upper 

Control Limit 

Less than 5 years 3.06 3.36 3.67 

6-10 years 2.89 3.16 3.43 

11-20 years 3.05 3.25 3.45 

21 years or more 2.49 2.69 2.89 

I was born in 

Canada 
2.77 2.84 2.92 
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Support for CAS vs Household Income  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Map Chart - Percentage of Support for CAS by Region  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

Household 

income 
Lower  

Control Limit 
Mean 

Upper 
Control Limit 

$35,000 -49,999 2.57 2.86 3.16 

$50,000 -74,999 2.74 2.96 3.19 

$75,000 -99,999 2.72 2.92 3.12 

$100,000 -149,999 2.81 2.95 3.08 

$150,000 -199,999 2.74 2.94 3.13 

Over $200,000 2.71 2.92 3.13 

 
Support for CAS [Q20] 
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Locat ion re-ordered Lat itude Longitude

Aldergrove 49.0614 -122.4703

Brookswood 49.0755 -122.6475

Fort  Langley 49.1691 -122.5800

Murrayville 49.0902 -122.6249

Walnut  Grove 49.1757 -122.6242

Willoughby/Willowbrook 49.1461 -122.6487

Rural 49.0985 -122.5629

Geolocat ion data - 



          

Section C: [Q18] Support for Big Moves by level of support for CAS 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Top 15 Permutations for Priority areas [Q7] 

 

 

Support for individual Big moves [Q18] by the 

agreement to support CAS as a whole [Q20] 
 
The graph shows mean values with confidence intervals of 
95% 
 
Y axis: Support for big moves from ‘Do not support’ = 0 to ‘Very 
Supportive’ = 4. The line of support is indicated with a horizontal 
line at 2 
X axis: Support for CAS, categorized from left to right ‘Strongly 
disagree’ to ‘Strongly agree’ 

 
The last graph 18.5 shows ‘Natural resilient systems’ is 

mostly above the line of support for all the levels of 
support for CAS. 



          

 
 

Section D: Notes on sample size and population 

A total of 1,649 surveys were undertaken by the public and included in the analysis of 

results. Inferential statistics are independent of total population and this is due to the 

central limit theorem. As a rule of thumb, a min of 30 responses are required for 

statistical significance. Below this, confidence intervals become too large to make any 

reasonable conclusions about population. The results of the survey provide valuable 

insight and will support planning for future iterations. With knowledge of the 

approximate proportions of residents within demographics groups, and working towards 

a minimum sample size of 30 per permutation the total number of responses required 

can be calculated.                                                                
Census data total ToL Population: 134,816 (not used) 

 

 

Section E: Base survey Responses Key Actions for Priority Areas 
 

Q9: Below are key act ions that support 

improved transportation and 

mobility . Select the act ions that are 

most important to you.  

 

 

 

 

 

# Question 9 Options Responses = 852 

1 
Develop a Transportation and Mobility Strategy Increase opportunities for active mobility and transit, and prioritize connectivity, 
safety and accessibility. 

41.90% 357 

2 Enhance and expand the existing multi-use trail network to connect neighbourhood centres and transportation corridors 56.92% 485 

3 Improve bike and e-bike network 34.62% 295 

4 Advocate for expansion of the transit network 53.05% 452 

5 
Create a Township-wide Transportation Demand Management (TDM) Program. It is s as a set of strategies aimed at shifting from 
single-occupant vehicle trips to other sustainable mobility options, such as transit, cycling, walking or shared vehicles. 

28.40% 242 

6 Ensure new developments are 'EV Ready' 33.10% 282 

7 Incentivize EV charging installations for businesses and residents 29.81% 254 

8 Educate and encourage the electrification of trucks, off-road vehicles and equipment (e.g. tractors, lawn equipment) 23.00% 196 

9 Convert 100% of passenger corporate fleet to zero-emission vehicles 26.06% 222 

Locat ion Choices Census Data Lat itude Longitude

Aldergrove 1.12% 137 12,240             49.0614 -122.4703

Brookswood 1.45% 186 12,820             49.0755 -122.6475

Fort  Langley 2.95% 101 3,420               49.1691 -122.5800

Murrayville 1.95% 187 9,610               49.0902 -122.6249

Walnut  Grove 1.37% 345 25,220             49.1757 -122.6242

Willoughby/Willowbrook1.11% 346 31,305             49.1461 -122.6487

Rural 0.61% 143 23,285             49.0985 -122.5629

Responses

Geolocat ion data - (census data not  used for this analysis)
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Q10: Below are key actions that support 

improved buildings and land use . Select 

the act ions that are most important to 

you.  

 

 

 

 

 

Q11: Below are key actions that support improved 

infrastructure . Select the actions that are most 

important to you.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

Q12: Below are key actions that support improved greenspace and ecosystems . Select the act ions that are most 

important to you.  

 

 

 

# Question 10 Options Responses = 792 

1 Develop a Step Code implementation plan for applicable building types 14.65% 116 

2 
Create one comprehensive set of energy and emissions guidelines for new construction. Revise and consolidate existing 
Development Permit Area (DPA) energy and emissions guidelines and apply guidelines Township-wide. 

42.30% 335 

3 
Reduce energy and emissions and increase resilience in existing buildings. Expand Green Building Rebate Program, implement Strata 
Energy Advisor program, etc. 

46.84% 371 

4 
Explore options to require energy benchmarking and home energy labelling for new and existing buildings. Benchmarking tracks a 
building's energy use and compares it to similar buildings Benchmarking will apply to Part 3 buildings and home energy labelling for 
Part 9 homes. 

20.83% 165 

5 Advocate to the provincial government to expand regulations for energy and emissions in buildings 28.16% 223 

6 
Pilot a complete street to create a space where people can safely walk, cycle, drive, take transit, and socialize. A pilot project would 
look to retrofit a street within the Township to support multi-modal mobility options and increase public gathering space. 

47.10% 373 

7 
Develop low-carbon retrofit plans for all existing corporate facilities. Plans will focus on reducing energy use and emissions and 
increasing climate resilience. 

31.44% 249 

8 
Implement low-carbon retrofit plan recommendations for all existing corporate facilities. Recommendations will focus on upgrades 
that reduce energy use and emissions, and increase climate resilience. 

29.42% 233 

9 
Develop and implement a Building Tune Up program at all major corporate facilities. Covers preventative and predictive 

maintenance, using automated recommissioning to reduce energy use and emissions. 
21.72% 172 

10 Construct new corporate facilities to be zero carbon in operation 34.85% 276 

# Question 11 Options Responses = 805 

1 

Complete a full review of all rainwater systems using future climate change and growth projections. Review all grey and green 

infrastructure as well as natural assets (wetlands, forests) as a system to manage stormwater and improve water retention and 
infiltration. 

51.18% 412 

2 
Review green infrastructure design guidelines and develop an education and maintenance program for staff and the public. Increase 
knowledge and awareness of the stormwater and water supply benefits of green infrastructure 

36.77% 296 

3 
Ensure existing and future detention ponds are functionally optimized and climate resilient. Expand assessment and maintenance 
program, and consider upgrades to support co-benefits such as recreation and biodiversity 

35.16% 283 

4 Create a strategic plan for long-term water supply that addresses future climate change and growth projections 65.47% 527 

5 Explore the feasibility of renewable district energy systems 39.13% 315 

6 
Explore opportunities to recover energy from waste. Recover energy from agricultural, wastewater, curbside and commercial organic 
waste 

67.20% 541 

# Question 12 Options 
Responses = 

769 

1 

Complete and implement a Tree Canopy Study/Strategy. Strategy 

will work to reduce the urban heat island effect, lower cooling 
needs for buildings, maintain/increase carbon sequestration, and 

improve biodiversity. 

69.83% 537 

2 Develop and implement a Biodiversity Conservation Strategy 56.31% 433 

3 
Evaluate natural assets and incorporate into the asset management 
program 

50.85% 391 

4 
Use a climate lens to assess all assets in the asset management 
program 

37.19% 286 
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Q13: Below are key actions that support improved health and 

emergency preparedness .  Select the actions that are most important 

to you. 

 

 

Q14: Below are key actions that support improved 

agriculture . Select the act ions that are most important to 

you. 

 

 

 

 

 

Q15: Below are key actions that support improved 

waste . Select the act ions that are most important to 

you. 

 

 

 

 

 

Q16: Below are key actions that support improved leadership 

and integration . Select the actions that are most important 

to you. 

 

 

 

# Question 13 Options 
Responses = 

711 

1 
Update Langley’s Emergency Response Guidelines for extreme heat 
events 

42.19% 300 

2 
Develop business continuation plans for prolonged extreme 
weather events and disruptions to the energy supply 

61.46% 437 

3 Expand emergency preparedness education 59.63% 424 

# Question 14 Options Responses = 788 

1 Develop a requirement for food growing space in new multi-family buildings to encourage urban agriculture 57.99% 457 

2 Continue to expand the community garden program 56.47% 445 

3 
Continue and expand the Ecological Services Initiative (ESI)ESI enhances riparian health and other ecological features on farm 
properties. 

33.25% 262 

4 
Encourage best practices in sustainable farm management. Engage stakeholders to advance climate friendly agricultural strategies, 
including identifying and showcasing carbon-absorbing crops and other sustainable farming practices. 

65.86% 519 

5 
Encourage local farmers to complete and implement federal Environmental Farm Plans (EFP)The Federal EFP program offers free 
environmental risk assessments for farm operations, including funding opportunities to support on-farm mitigation and adaptation 

projects. 

47.08% 371 

# Question 15 Options Responses = 806 

1 Explore feasibility of a municipal recycling depot. Aim for one-stop recycling drop-off 64.89% 523 

2 
Ensure all residential properties have disposal options for recycling and organics. Explore a combination of education and 
enforcement to bring all residential properties in compliance with the Township's Solid Waste Bylaw 

62.53% 504 

3 
Explore alternatives to burning green waste. Open-air burning is sometimes used as a method to manage large quantities of green 
waste, releasing carbon and reducing air quality 

49.75% 401 

4 
Ensure all ICI (industrial, commercial, institutional) properties have disposal options for recycling and organics. Explore a 
combination of education and enforcement to bring all ICI properties in compliance with the Township's Solid Waste Bylaw. 

57.57% 464 

5 Explore development of a bylaw to increase recycling from demolition, construction, and land clearing 58.68% 473 

# Question 16 Options Responses = 665 

1 
Review and align strategic policy documents and bylaws to support climate action. Including but not limited to: Sustainability 
Charter, OCP, Neighbourhood and Community Plans, Zoning Bylaw, Subdivision and Development Servicing Bylaw, Building Bylaw, 
Form and Character DP Guidelines, and Energy and GHG DPA Guidelines. 

55.19% 367 

2 
Develop a climate impact assessment tool to enhance and improve decision-making. Assessments to be included in Council reports, 
annual budget requests, and purchasing processes 

54.44% 362 

3 
Establish a funding mechanism to support the implementation of the Climate Action Strategy. Mechanism should include funding to 
support extreme weather remediation 

42.86% 285 

4 Provide education and data to support staff, management and Council to implement the Climate Action Strategy 48.72% 324 
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Method & Testing Results 

Methodology: Key steps 

 Data preparation and cleansing: Elimination of outliers and null values. Simplification of the data set was performed by 
simplification of column headers and the implementation of descriptive titles for the variables of interest. In addition, post 
processing of data was performed for the question about Home Location Q2. 

 Data exploration: Visual and statistical analysis of summary statistics and preliminary insights was performed using a 
software for data visualization  

 Development of data insights: Frequency analysis and development of hypothesis  
 Hypothesis testing: Using Chi-square testing, Fisher’s Exact test and linear regression 
 Development of infographics and selection of main insights for final narrative and documentation 

 

Testing Raw Results 

Pearson's Chi-squared test 

data:  dat$X3_Age and dat$Q19 

X-squared = 77.949, df = 24, p-value = 1.287e-07 

 

> cq$observed 

             dat$Q19 

dat$X3_Age    0-Not at all important 1-Somewhat unimportant 2-Neither important or unimportant 3-Somewhat important 4-Very important 

  18-30                            2                      2                                  2                    3               52 

  31-40                           10                     11                                  8                   43              153 

  41-50                           15                     11                                  9                   61              140 

  51-60                           12                     13                                 12                   66               81 

  61-70                           18                     11                                 13                   61               88 

  71 or older                      4                      5                                  5                   20               41 

  Under 18                         0                      2                                  2                   34               93 

> cq$expected 

             dat$Q19 

dat$X3_Age    0-Not at all important 1-Somewhat unimportant 2-Neither important or unimportant 3-Somewhat important 4-Very important 

  18-30                     3.373527               3.041704                           2.820490             15.92747         35.83681 

  31-40                    12.443336              11.219402                          10.403445             58.74887        132.18495 

  41-50                    13.051677              11.767906                          10.912058             61.62103        138.64733 

  51-60                    10.175884               9.174977                           8.507706             48.04352        108.09791 

  61-70                    10.563010               9.524025                           8.831369             49.87126        112.21034 

  71 or older               4.147779               3.739801                           3.467815             19.58296         44.06165 

  Under 18                  7.244787               6.532185                           6.057117             34.20490         76.96102 

> dat <- datt[datt$X5_Home.ownership!='', ] 

> cq <- chisq.test(dat$X5_Home.ownership,dat$Q19) 

Warning message: 

In chisq.test(dat$X5_Home.ownership, dat$Q19) : 

  Chi-squared approximation may be incorrect 

> cq 

Insight on Homeownership: While the exact result might not be reliable , the conclusion is supported 

by two tests 

 Pearson's Chi-squared test 

data:  dat$X5_Home.ownership and dat$Q19 

X-squared = 30.768, df = 8, p-value = 0.0001545 

 

> cq$observed 

                        dat$Q19 

dat$X5_Home.ownership    0-Not at all important 1-Somewhat unimportant 2-Neither important or unimportant 3-Somewhat important 4-Very important 

  Other (please specify)                      2                      2                                  2                    6               41 

  Own                                        54                     50                                 43                  266              511 

  Rent                                        5                      3                                  6                   15               94 

> cq$expected 

                        dat$Q19 

dat$X5_Home.ownership    0-Not at all important 1-Somewhat unimportant 2-Neither important or unimportant 3-Somewhat important 4-Very important 

  Other (please specify)               2.939091                   2.65                           2.457273             13.82818         31.12545 

  Own                                 51.240000                  46.20                          42.840000            241.08000        542.64000 

  Rent                                 6.820909                   6.15                           5.702727             32.09182         72.23455 

>  

> dat <- datt[datt$X6_Household.Income!='', ] 

> cq <- chisq.test(dat$X6_Household.Income,dat$Q19) 

Warning message: 

In chisq.test(dat$X6_Household.Income, dat$Q19) : 

  Chi-squared approximation may be incorrect 

> cq 

 

 Pearson's Chi-squared test 



          

 

data:  dat$X6_Household.Income and dat$Q19 

X-squared = 25.747, df = 24, p-value = 0.3661 

 

> cq$observed 

                       dat$Q19 

dat$X6_Household.Income 0-Not at all important 1-Somewhat unimportant 2-Neither important or unimportant 3-Somewhat important 4-Very important 

   $100,000 to $149,999                     13                      8                                 10                   71              152 

   $150,000 to 199,999                       8                      6                                  8                   29               88 

   $35,000 to $49,999                        6                      5                                  0                   15               37 

   $50,000 to $74,999                        6                      6                                  8                   23               66 

   $75,000 to $99,999                        7                      9                                  4                   33               77 

   Over $200,000                             2                      8                                  2                   24               47 

   Prefer not to say                        19                     11                                 19                   91              180 

> cq$expected 

                       dat$Q19 

dat$X6_Household.Income 0-Not at all important 1-Somewhat unimportant 2-Neither important or unimportant 3-Somewhat important 4-Very important 

   $100,000 to $149,999              14.111111              12.260474                          11.797814             66.16029        149.67031 

   $150,000 to 199,999                7.722222               6.709472                           6.456284             36.20583         81.90619 

   $35,000 to $49,999                 3.500000               3.040984                           2.926230             16.40984         37.12295 

   $50,000 to $74,999                 6.055556               5.261384                           5.062842             28.39162         64.22860 

   $75,000 to $99,999                 7.222222               6.275046                           6.038251             33.86157         76.60291 

   Over $200,000                      4.611111               4.006375                           3.855191             21.61931         48.90801 

   Prefer not to say                 17.777778              15.446266                          14.863388             83.35155        188.56102 

>  

> dat <- datt[datt$X4_Time.living.in.Canada!='', ] 

> cq <- chisq.test(dat$X4_Time.living.in.Canada,dat$Q19) 

Warning message: 

In chisq.test(dat$X4_Time.living.in.Canada, dat$Q19) : 

  Chi-squared approximation may be incorrect 

> cq 

 

 Pearson's Chi-squared test 

 

data:  dat$X4_Time.living.in.Canada and dat$Q19 

X-squared = 24.466, df = 16, p-value = 0.07982 

 

> cq$observed 

                            dat$Q19 

dat$X4_Time.living.in.Canada 0-Not at all important 1-Somewhat unimportant 2-Neither important or unimportant 3-Somewhat important 4-Very important 

        11-20 years                               0                      2                                  0                   17               36 

        21 years or more                         11                      8                                  9                   45               72 

        6-10 years                                0                      4                                  0                    9               24 

        I was born in Canada                     50                     41                                 41                  214              499 

        Less than 5 years                         0                      0                                  1                    2               15 

> cq$expected 

                            dat$Q19 

dat$X4_Time.living.in.Canada 0-Not at all important 1-Somewhat unimportant 2-Neither important or unimportant 3-Somewhat important 4-Very important 

        11-20 years                       3.0500000                   2.75                          2.5500000            14.350000         32.30000 

        21 years or more                  8.0409091                   7.25                          6.7227273            37.831818         85.15455 

        6-10 years                        2.0518182                   1.85                          1.7154545             9.653636         21.72909 

        I was born in Canada             46.8590909                  42.25                         39.1772727           220.468182        496.24545 

        Less than 5 years                 0.9981818                   0.90                          0.8345455             4.696364         10.57091 

>  

 

> dat <- datt[datt$X1_relationship_to_township!='', ] 

> cq <- chisq.test(dat$X1_relationship_to_township,dat$Q19) 

Warning message: 

In chisq.test(dat$X1_relationship_to_township, dat$Q19) : 

  Chi-squared approximation may be incorrect 

> cq 

 

Pearson's Chi-squared test 

 

data:  dat$X1_relationship_to_township and dat$Q19 

X-squared = 16.484, df = 12, p-value = 0.1701 

 

> cq$observed 

                                    dat$Q19 

                                     0-Not at all important 1-Somewhat unimportant 2-Neither important or unimportant 3-Somewhat important 4-Very important 

  Both live and work in the Township                     21                     18                                 15                   82              210 

  Live in the Township                                   39                     29                                 32                  178              355 

  Neither                                                 1                      4                                  1                    5               23 

  Work in the Township                                    0                      3                                  3                   23               59 

> cq$expected 

                                    dat$Q19 

                                     0-Not at all important 1-Somewhat unimportant 2-Neither important or unimportant 3-Somewhat important 4-Very important 



          

  Both live and work in the Township              19.169846              16.970027                          16.027248            90.506812        203.32607 

  Live in the Township                            35.070845              31.046322                          29.321526           165.580381        371.98093 

  Neither                                          1.883742               1.667575                           1.574932             8.893733         19.98002 

  Work in the Township                             4.875568               4.316076                           4.076294            23.019074         51.71299 

 

Pearson's Chi-squared test 

 

data:  dat$Q20 and dat$Q19 

X-squared = 1401.2, df = 16, p-value < 2.2e-16 

 

> cq$observed 

                              dat$Q19 

dat$Q20                        0-Not at all important 1-Somewhat unimportant 2-Neither important or unimportant 3-Somewhat important 4-Very important 

  0-Strongly disagree                              53                     13                                  3                    3                3 

  1-Disagree                                        7                     27                                 17                   14                1 

  2-Neither agree not disagree                      1                     12                                 29                   92               28 

  3-Agree                                           0                      3                                  2                  164              243 

  4-Strongly agree                                  0                      0                                  0                   14              367 

> cq$expected 

                              dat$Q19 

dat$Q20                        0-Not at all important 1-Somewhat unimportant 2-Neither important or unimportant 3-Somewhat important 4-Very important 

  0-Strongly disagree                        4.174270               3.763686                           3.489964             19.63960         43.93248 

  1-Disagree                                 3.673358               3.312044                           3.071168             17.28285         38.66058 

  2-Neither agree not disagree               9.016423               8.129562                           7.538321             42.42153         94.89416 

  3-Agree                                   22.930657              20.675182                          19.171533            107.88686        241.33577 

  4-Strongly agree                          21.205292              19.119526                          17.729015             99.76916        223.17701 

 

> dat <- datt[datt$X3_Age!='', ] 

> fisher.test(dat$X3_Age, dat$Q19, simulate.p.value = T) 

 

 Fisher's Exact Test for Count Data with simulated p-value (based on 2000 replicates) 

data:  dat$X3_Age and dat$Q19 

p-value = 0.0004998 

alternative hypothesis: two.sided 

 

>  

>  

> dat <- datt[datt$X5_Home.ownership!='', ] 

> fisher.test(dat$X5_Home.ownership,dat$Q19, simulate.p.value = T) 

 

 Fisher's Exact Test for Count Data with simulated p-value (based on 2000 replicates) 

 

data:  dat$X5_Home.ownership and dat$Q19 

p-value = 0.0004998 

alternative hypothesis: two.sided 

 

>  

>  

> dat <- datt[datt$X6_Household.Income!='', ] 

> fisher.test(dat$X6_Household.Income,dat$Q19, simulate.p.value = T) 

 

 Fisher's Exact Test for Count Data with simulated p-value (based on 2000 replicates) 

 

data:  dat$X6_Household.Income and dat$Q19 

p-value = 0.3593 

alternative hypothesis: two.sided 

 

>  

>  

> dat <- datt[datt$X4_Time.living.in.Canada!='', ] 

> fisher.test(dat$X4_Time.living.in.Canada,dat$Q19, simulate.p.value = T) 

 

 Fisher's Exact Test for Count Data with simulated p-value (based on 2000 replicates) 

 

data:  dat$X4_Time.living.in.Canada and dat$Q19 

p-value = 0.09095 

alternative hypothesis: two.sided 

 

>  

>  

> dat <- datt[datt$X1_relationship_to_township!='', ] 

> fisher.test(dat$X1_relationship_to_township,dat$Q19, simulate.p.value = T) 

 

 Fisher's Exact Test for Count Data with simulated p-value (based on 2000 replicates) 

 

data:  dat$X1_relationship_to_township and dat$Q19 

p-value = 0.1359 



          

alternative hypothesis: two.sided 

 

>  

>  

> dat <- datt[datt$Q20!='', ] 

> fisher.test(dat$Q20,dat$Q19, simulate.p.value = T) 

 

 Fisher's Exact Test for Count Data with simulated p-value (based on 2000 replicates) 

data:  dat$Q20 and dat$Q19 

p-value = 0.0004998 

alternative hypothesis: two.sided 

 

Call: 

lm(formula = d2$Q19_numbers ~ ., data = d2) 

 

Residuals: 

    Min      1Q  Median      3Q     Max  

-3.7501 -0.2464  0.3723  0.7211  1.3164  

 

Coefficients: 

                                                 Estimate Std. Error t value Pr(>|t|)     

(Intercept)                                      3.943309   0.870014   4.532 6.49e-06 *** 

X1_relationship_to_townshipLive in the Township -0.028865   0.077820  -0.371  0.71078     

X1_relationship_to_townshipNeither              -0.144631   0.281496  -0.514  0.60750     

X1_relationship_to_townshipWork in the Township  0.158490   0.235881   0.672  0.50179     

X2_Home.locationAldergrove                      -0.131451   0.831163  -0.158  0.87437     

X2_Home.locationBrookswood                      -0.228528   0.825169  -0.277  0.78188     

X2_Home.locationFort Langley                    -0.062913   0.829702  -0.076  0.93957     

X2_Home.locationMurrayville                     -0.384151   0.825875  -0.465  0.64192     

X2_Home.locationOutside ToL                     -0.092010   0.800569  -0.115  0.90852     

X2_Home.locationOutside ToL (City of Langley)   -0.246386   0.866784  -0.284  0.77627     

X2_Home.locationOutside ToL (Surrey)            -0.121070   0.850746  -0.142  0.88686     

X2_Home.locationRural                           -0.327060   0.827522  -0.395  0.69275     

X2_Home.locationWalnut Grove                    -0.130396   0.823970  -0.158  0.87429     

X2_Home.locationWilloughby/Willowbrook          -0.183477   0.824142  -0.223  0.82387     

X3_Age31-40                                     -0.186526   0.170005  -1.097  0.27281     

X3_Age41-50                                     -0.289493   0.173419  -1.669  0.09535 .   

X3_Age51-60                                     -0.469427   0.178510  -2.630  0.00867 **  

X3_Age61-70                                     -0.465893   0.178278  -2.613  0.00909 **  

X3_Age71 or older                               -0.245230   0.210108  -1.167  0.24341     

X3_AgeUnder 18                                   0.114486   0.186306   0.615  0.53901     

X4_Time.living.in.Canada21 years or more        -0.243881   0.184504  -1.322  0.18651     

X4_Time.living.in.Canada6-10 years              -0.131134   0.238330  -0.550  0.58228     

X4_Time.living.in.CanadaI was born in Canada    -0.125269   0.160294  -0.781  0.43468     

X4_Time.living.in.CanadaLess than 5 years        0.088105   0.303910   0.290  0.77195     

X5_Home.ownershipOwn                            -0.024785   0.173883  -0.143  0.88668     

X5_Home.ownershipRent                            0.144408   0.196737   0.734  0.46310     

X6_Household.Income$150,000 to 199,999          -0.005227   0.118078  -0.044  0.96470     

X6_Household.Income$35,000 to $49,999           -0.148249   0.162726  -0.911  0.36248     

X6_Household.Income$50,000 to $74,999           -0.088356   0.133050  -0.664  0.50678     

X6_Household.Income$75,000 to $99,999           -0.057585   0.121834  -0.473  0.63656     

X6_Household.IncomeOver $200,000                -0.045474   0.141527  -0.321  0.74804     

X6_Household.IncomePrefer not to say            -0.112088   0.098803  -1.134  0.25686     

--- 

Signif. codes:  0 ‘***’ 0.001 ‘**’ 0.01 ‘*’ 0.05 ‘.’ 0.1 ‘ ’ 1 

 

Residual standard error: 1.102 on 1059 degrees of freedom 

Multiple R-squared:  0.05785, Adjusted R-squared:  0.03028  

F-statistic: 2.098 on 31 and 1059 DF,  p-value: 0.0004479 

 

Call: 

lm(formula = datt$Q20_numbers ~ datt$Q19_numbers - 1, data = datt) 

 

Residuals: 

    Min      1Q  Median      3Q     Max  

-3.4976 -0.4976  0.3768  0.5024  2.1256  

 

Coefficients: 

                 Estimate Std. Error t value Pr(>|t|)     

datt$Q19_numbers 0.874412   0.005752     152   <2e-16 *** 

--- 

Signif. codes:  0 ‘***’ 0.001 ‘**’ 0.01 ‘*’ 0.05 ‘.’ 0.1 ‘ ’ 1 

 

Residual standard error: 0.6601 on 1100 degrees of freedom 

Multiple R-squared:  0.9546, Adjusted R-squared:  0.9545  

F-statistic: 2.311e+04 on 1 and 1100 DF,  p-value: < 2.2e-16 

 



          

> a<-datt$Q20_numbers 

> b<-datt$Q19_numbers 

> cor(a,b) 

[1] 0.8219088 



          

Appendix C: CAS Public Survey Comment Coding 
The Climate Action Survey included 22 questions overall, with five open-ended questions that invited participant comments. All 

questions were voluntary. From the 1649 surveys taken, participants left 1093 individual comments across these five questions. 

Township staff reviewed all of these comments to refine the final actions of the CAS and to pull out additional suggestions for climate 

action not yet represented in the plan. 

Following this process, the consultant team conducted more thorough qualitative analysis on a representative sample of the survey 

comments, approximately 400 or one-third of the total comments. To begin, each line of feedback was assessed for relation to the Big 

Moves, Priority Areas, and Priority Area Sub-themes outlined in the CAS. For example, a comment on the importance of preserving 

trees during new development would be coded as follows: 

 Big Move: Resilient Natural Systems 

 Priority Area: Green Space and Ecosystems 

 Sub-theme: Healthy Tree Canopy 

To develop a deeper understanding of community attitudes towards climate change and climate action in the Township, the consultant 

team also analyzed participant comments for underlying messaging and/or subtext. Through an iterative process, reviewers generated 

a list of more than 30 emerging themes and assigned one or two of these to each comment. These emerging themes were further 

distilled into a list of seven broad community values that capture what matters most to Langley residents. These values were designed 

to align with the CAS Priority Areas for consistency where possible, and include: 

 Transportation Options for All 

 Thoughtful Development  

 Healthy Environment 

 Responsible Waste Management 

 Thriving Community 

 Government Accountability 

 Equitable Climate Action 

The following tables show the broad community values and related subtext, and provide examples of the feedback received (edited for 

length and clarity). 

Transportation Options for All 

CAS Public Survey Comments 

 Reduce emissions from vehicles 
- Advocate to the Provincial government to regulate after-market modifications to gasoline vehicle engines that bypass 

emissions control systems 
- Implement mobility pricing 
- Many of us have no choice but to drive a car to our place of work which is in Vancouver or Burnaby and punitive 

financial fees or mobility pricing is unfair as there are no alternatives 
- Far more long term environmental study is needed to assess the detrimental effects of EV manufacturing and power 

supply disposal before we go too far into usage 
 Explore new options for mass transit 

- Improved rapid transit (e.g. Skytrain to Langley) will be great. If possible, it should be augmented with light rail. 
Busses are ok but they are not rapid transit and should not be considered as such. 

- I would like to see more rail options for transit – 100 years ago it was possible to commute via rail from Chilliwack to 
Vancouver 

 Ensure that current infrastructure meets community needs 
- Improve our roads, there are too many people for our current roadways 
- With the amount of new multifamily buildings going up, roads and transportation seems to be a last thought. How do 

you move that many people?  
 Improve safety for pedestrians and cyclists 

- Make sidewalks more accessible in so residents can choose to walk from point A to point B without worrying about 
walking on the road 

- More bike lanes. And better bike lanes. The person that designs the bike lanes in Langley should be required to have 
at least ridden a bike once in their life. 

 General considerations 
- In the transportation big move, I think we should prioritize active transportation and transit over EVs, which can seem 

like a magic bullet, but they still congest our roads 
- Provide public education on health impacts of their transportation decisions 

 



          

Thoughtful Development 

CAS Public Survey Comments 

 Promote complete communities and limit sprawl 
- Slow down development! 
- Reduce the construction of multi-dwelling buildings in areas with limited transportation routes 
- The transport option must tie into better community design so that personal cars not needed 
- The value of higher density should be encouraged to control the urban sprawl. This will require a better design of 

higher density with shared green space, growing gardens, shared vehicles, etc. The reason people get scared by 
development is because the plans presented are still very cookie cutter once you propose a move to higher density. 

 Encourage high-performance new construction 
- Focus on new construction and gradually phase out old structures that don’t meet standards 
- Although I support new buildings and new residences being held to a very high standard, the requirement to become 

compliant through retrofitting, could have other consequences. 
 Consider challenges of retrofits for existing buildings 

- Although I am very supportive of all of the above including upgrading at least 50% of all existing buildings to be zero 
emission by 2030, it does seem like a very aggressive timeline, whereas the other big moves seem reasonably doable 

- I am absolutely against forcing people to retroactively upgrade their buildings based on extremely weak unscientific 
climate theories 

Healthy Environment 

CAS Public Survey Comments 

 Encourage more tree planting and provide greater protection for trees 
- A minimum level of established trees should be protected on properties undergoing redevelopment. Simply replacing 

existing trees with new ones is not conducive to creating liveable communities with diverse ecosystems of plants and 
trees of varying maturity. 

- Stop approving developments that clear cut all trees. Incorporate large trees into new developments to provide shade, 
green spaces, and improve quality of life. 

- Council will need to adopt a much stronger Tree Protection Bylaw that actually includes prohibitions for cutting trees. 
The current bylaw is written as a tree cutting bylaw and doesn't help to retain our existing trees. 

- Tree protection is critical to reduce increased temperatures in the Township. The amount of trees being removed  and 
increased concrete roadways is very concerning. 

 Account for challenges of tree planting initiatives 
- I object to having the Township force deciduous trees on property owners. Unfair to seniors as they are expected to 

clean leaves, storm drains, etc. 
- In order for tree canopy to be increased, lot sizes must be increased. The tiny lots being developed in the Willoughby 

area, for example, preclude planting trees large enough to provide canopy shade. 
 Protect wildlife habitats and biodiversity 

- Protect green space and natural habitat for wildlife. The overdevelopment of Langley is destroying these habitats. 
Needs to stop. 

- What about wildlife and wildlife habitat preservation in the Township? 
 Consider how green spaces and agricultural lands can serve as a carbon sink 

- Investigate the potential for large ALR lands to be utilized in carbon sequestration, and look for opportunities to 
benefit farmers for good stewardship practices 

- Waste from trees should be pyrolyized to preserve the sequestered carbon and the charcoal used to as a soil 
enhancement for agriculture and applied in other uses, such as a leachate absorbent.  

- My understanding is that better management of the agricultural practices of grasslands is actually more effective 
strategy to create a sustainable carbon sink. 

Responsible Waste Management 

CAS Public Survey Comments 

 Minimize waste produced 
- I would like to see immediate action taken on banning single-use plastic bags, straws, cutlery and take-out containers 

rather than waiting for federal regulations to come into force 
- Recycling is not a long-term answer to our waste problem. Perhaps thinking about creative packaging and/or create a 

campaign to reduce overall spending on plastic heavy products is a better approach then recycling only after plastics 
have been bought and used. 

 Ensure residents have options for waste diversion 
- Provide residential pickup service for plastic bags and styrofoam  
- I think the first thing to look at is the recycling process that is in use now considering only 10% of it is actually 

recycled! 



          

- To obtain a higher buy-in on recycling of used construction materials, light bulbs, mattresses, etc. it must be made 
simpler and less expensive to recycle these materials in order for people to participate. 

 Promote a circular economy 
- Provide opportunities to share excess food produced in agriculture, community gardens and homes. Include incentives 

for composting and reducing food waste both family and commercial. 
- What about a revamped 'true' three R approach of reducing, reusing and recycling across the board (residential and 

commercial)? What about converting waste into energy? What about the true cost of zero emissions with a grave-to-
grave understanding of things like what to do with all the dead batteries from EVs? 

- Educate people on how their recycling and composted can be turned into revenue. 

Thriving Community 

CAS Public Survey Comments 

 Protect affordability for local residents 
- I have concerns with the added requirements for residential building design and construction driving up costs that put 

the burden on renters and first time homebuyers.  
- Consider the incredibly high cost of living. Don't put more pressure on regular people. 
- The changes need to be manageable for families, businesses and the local economy, to garner public support. The 

acceptance of the changes is dependent on, and needs to incorporate the current lifestyles and how residents go 
about their daily lives. 

- We are all struggling to make ends meet.  We need more affordable housing for our young families. Lower cost of 
living.  We need to buy Canadian and support our western provinces. 

- As a retired taxpayer on fixed income I cannot afford to pay more in taxes and fees that I already pay. 
 Protect and improve the local business environment 

- We cannot overlook the costs involved. Do not want to lose businesses operating here in Langley because we are 
demanding an output of money for improvements if the next city over isn't.  Also don't want to cause corporate rents 
to go up to our residents who run businesses due to the costs incurred by the building owners for retrofitting. 

- The biggest things we can to for climate change is to do things locally. Funding to local business would be great. 
- Time and money better spent on supporting and enhancing the local business environment. 

 Improve community safety for all 
- You'll get more people walking if you provide safe routes. Currently many of the routes in Upper Murrayville east to 

North Otter area have little to no side walks and as a result parents drive their kids everywhere. Put sidewalks in and 
kids can ride their bikes and walk to school/friends/corner shop. 

- Please review farms, their practices and impact. What chemicals are they spraying into our air that our children are 
inhaling as they play? 

- Crime and homelessness needs to be addressed first 
 Account for the unique characteristics of the Township of Langley 

- Leave the rural properties out of the Climate Action Strategy 
- Do not take away the rural properties rights to burn their green waste. This is an important tool for Farmers. We 

should actually be allowed to burn all year long unless there is a provincial fire ban. 
- All farmers in the TOL support the environment but we need to be the owners of our land and not restricted to death. 
- Transit in the downtown core of Vancouver is vastly different than transit in a large area such as Langley. Many people 

have no option except to drive. 
- As a small farmer water is very important. Longer dryer summers with little or no rainwater.   

Government Accountability 

CAS Public Survey Comments 

 Position the Township of Langley as a leader on climate action 
- We have a climate emergency, and Council has declared it officially. It's time to do the real work to reduce the 

township's contribution to our carbon footprint. 
- I see this has a huge opportunity to take a leadership role in Metro Vancouver and beyond. It is an opportunity to 

educate citizens of Langley on how our collective footprint can be so much lighter than we might imagine. 
 Act now on the Climate Emergency 

- I would like to have more intense and fast changes regarding the Climate Action Strategy. The 2030 and 2050 goals 
are good, but research shows we don't really have 30 years to make an impact, we have way less. 

- We can’t afford to push a climate action plan down the road anymore.  Give it as much attention we’ve given our 
current pandemic. 

- There are many global problems created by climate change. We need to act quickly. 
- Humans are not destroying the planet, we are destroying the ability for humans to exist on the planet. We need to 

take action now. 
 Increase enforcement of regulations 

- Enforce the bylaws at schools so parents get ticketed for poor parking, rule breaking and forcing us all to drive our 
kids because we’re too scared to let them walk alone 



          

- Need enforcement of existing requirements such as residential composting. The requirements are useless if the 
Township won't enforce compliance. Asking residents to ask their neighbours to comply is not an answer. 

 Ensure alignment with other Township efforts 

- Ensure proper tie-in with other Township strategies, plans, actions, etc. Need to ensure things like zoning aren't 
working against climate change mitigation. 

- It's always good to look at better ways of doing things and improving efficiencies. It shouldn't just be a climate action 
thing. 

 Increase alignment with other jurisdictions 
- Ensure communication with other communities that have or are in the process of implementing many of these ideas 
- You need to factor in that mandating zero emission new buildings is going to add to the cost and hence price, driving 

down demand and potentially pushing residents to other communities. This goal needs to be implemented in 
conjunction with neighboring municipalities. 

- Net zero is a great goal, but net zero-ready would be more in-line with the provincial and national levels of GHG 
reduction targets 

- This will only work if the whole world adopts this. If our neighbours do not adopt, this will make us uncompetitive. 
 Limit tax increases for residents 

- We don't want to pay for this. Taxes, insurance, home maintenance costs. Its getting outrageous. 
- No more tax increases for this feel good project 
- Please do not add the burden of these actions to the taxpaying residents of the Township 
- I cannot afford more taxation and or user fees. We are deep in debt and politicians seem to feel free to spend more. 

This country, province, and municipality are taxing me to death.  We need to be conservative with spending and get 
back to basics. 

 Ensure we are using the best available science 
- Think long term. Grave-to-grave. No quick fixes that are trendy. Do a lot of research and study the problems before 

committing to expensive half-solutions. 
- The existing data and history show no trend toward disaster, and many of the claims made such as increasing 

numbers and power of storms is not supported by the data. 
- No data to support the impacts you have predicted. I base this on actual data. 
- Your doomsday scenario is not supported by the data 

Equitable Climate Action 

CAS Public Survey Comments 

 Focus on education and engagement 
- Education of the public and awareness campaigns are essential. With knowing comes caring, and with caring comes 

action! 
- Please provide definitive climate improvements. What is the perfect climate? How will we know it is better? What is 

better? 
- I think education is so important! If students can connect to nature (having green space available for them) it 

promotes caring for creating and passion for preserving a healthy climate because these students feel genuine care for 
nature. 

- When talking about public education, it is important to involve local community members that are knowledgeable in 
the area. Youth, adults, and elderly all have valuable input towards these projects and would benefit from learning 
about climate change and the Township’s efforts to mitigate it. 

 Look for ways to fairly distribute the burden of change 
- The means for some changes seem out of reach to middle and lower income people. You could explore funding 

opportunities to support private implementation of certain sustainability tactics and specific limitations on funding use. 
- Tax the rich more 

 Encourage corporations and developers to do their part 
- Don't give it lip service and do not put the financial burden of funding to the middle class. It's time to actually tax big 

business. 
- Engage businesses and corporations for funding support. Banks, large retailers, and others should be responsible for 

improving the community they operate in and should be engaged in this action as well. 
- Individuals cannot save the environment by composting and using reusable bags.  It falls to corporations and 

government entities to take the big steps to protect our environment. What individuals do means nothing if the larger 
entities are not doing their part. 

- Identify and tax the unsustainable corporations 
- Bill corporations! They are producing the waste – get them to pay for the clean up! 

 Encourage other countries to do their part 
- You need larger countries to buy in. As a global issue it needs global action.  Canada is a drop in a bucket in terms of 

affecting climate change. Langley should wait for other larger areas to act first and follow their lead. 
- Climate change is an existential threat we must address head on at the community, provincial, national, and global 

level for our children's future 
- Our carbon output is irrelevant when compared to larger countries like China and India 



          

- I think battling climate change is one of the primary things higher income countries should focus on 
 



          

Appendix D: CAS Public Survey Comments 
The Climate Action Survey included 22 questions overall, with five open-ended questions that invited participant comments. From the 

1649 surveys taken, participants left 1093 individual comments across these five questions. To ensure transparency, the full list of 

comments is provided on the following pages, organized by question and with very short comments that do not respond to the 

question (e.g. “yes”, “no”, “N/A”) removed. 

Question 17: Do you have any further feedback regarding the Priority Areas and the ir 

actions?  

Educating students about the climate emergency and how each individual can help would be an amazing initiative! 

Create neighbourhoods that reduce the need to drive/travel long distances to work, shop for food, eat out, get to a real/natural 
park.  Orient new housing to be Solar Power capable 

more action and les slip service 

All of these sound like good ideas but some of the actions may be challenging to carry out 

I think a multi-prong approach and a continuum of actions items (things we can do now, right away; things that require some 
planning; things each person/business/home/building) can do are important. Starting with making decisions at municipal level as 
viewed through a climate action lens, alongside social justice and other best practices, would be great; there are so many things 
in the Township that I question if this lens is being applied currently.  

Do not take away the rural properties rights to burn their green waste. This is an important tool for Farmers. We should actually 
be allowed to burn all year long unless there is a provincial fire ban.  

A minimum level of established trees should be protected on properties undergoing redevelopment. Simply replacing existing 
trees with new ones is not conducive to creating liveable communities with diverse ecosystems of plants and trees of varying 
maturity. Multi-family residential developments in North Willoughby in the early 2000's still preserved some portion of 
established trees in limited areas as part of common space around playgrounds, etc. to benefit all area residents. 

Waste from trees should be pyrolyzed to preserve the sequestered carbon and the charcoal used to as a soil enhancement for 
agriculture and applied in other uses...as a leachate absorbent.  Pyrolysis process can be combined with energy capture 
initiatives.  

I feel that farms need to be looked at for their environmental procedures and use of water. We have seen a huge increase in 
blueberry farms in the past 15 years for example. The use of water, chemicals used leaking into the ground and overall impact 
on our local ecosystem should be reviewed. 
 
My family can try our best to use less water and not use our sprinkler in the summer but if these huge farms are not regulated 
and using much more then a regular home then there is something wrong. Water use for farms and the chemical use is my 

concern.  
 
Thank you!  

Looks like many of the priorities are going to cost money either through increased taxation or higher cost of building or 
retrofitting.  Living in Metro is already EXPENSIVE. Many of these initiatives will make it more expensive 

Don't reinvent the wheel. Conduct thorough research and look for solutions, best practices and case studies from other 
communities around the world. Thanks. 

Do nothing. 

Our household participates in the TOL "Adopt-a-Street" program. Enormous amounts of dumped garbage keeps appearing on 
our street and other rural farm roads. There should be more options for "extra" garbage that needs to be disposed of on short 
notice, so people don't feel the need to dump it (for example when vacating a rental dwelling by a certain date).  

Why is NONE not an answer? 
 
This is biased. We should have the option of DO NOT SUPPORT EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS TO THIS FRAUD. 

Please don’t spend money you don’t have to solve problems that don’t yet exist.   Id prefer lower taxes thank you! 

Curb side recycling of plastic bags and styrofoam.  



          

investigate the potential for Langleys large ALR lands to be utilized in carbon sequestration through and benefiting farmers for 
good stewardship practices through the ESI program.  

I cannot afford more taxation and user fees.  This country, province and municipality are taxing me to death.  We need to be 
conservative with spending and get back to basic.  Stop living beyond our means!!!!!  And stop spending taxpayer money that 
isn't there. 

Transportation: Advocate to the Provincial government to regulate after market modifications to gasoline vehicle engines that 
bypass emissions control systems. There is increased emissions and noise pollution due to these changes and there are currently 
no regulations or tracking to reflect how much this is impacting our environment. 

No not really, I like your ideas 

 Preparing for climate change is great! We live in a rainforest, sub-arctic climate where the weather can change dramatically in a 
hundred years (caused by man made C02 as I believe your implying) or not. We will need electric cars and better infrastructure 
eventually as the population grows and oil resources dwindle. I would pay attention to what we see happening and is easily 
predictable and not what is speculation produced by computers designed to give the predetermined results wanted. Spend our 
money wisely and not on virtue signaling. 

Protect and enhance the local economy and expand both transit and the flow of vehicle travel to promote efficiency  

Bring our roadways into 2020 

This is  a waste of time and money  
what you want to do will put us all in destitute poverty and we will end up burning garbage for heat. this is Canada. its a cold 
country we will never replace fossil fuels with green energy there is just not enough green energy to replace the energy we 
require now never mind in the next 30 year. Lets just try to be effect as possible and quit wasting my tax dollars on sentiments 
that only serve to make us feel better. 

protect our agricultural land, put regulations in place to restrict the size of homes as well as restrict the amount of land a house 
can use on the lot (lot size to house size ratio)... 

Residential pickup service for plastic bags and styrofoam  

Reduce the construction of multi-dwelling buildings in areas with limited transportation routes- more people means more cars, 
which mean more emissions, and in locations with limited street sizes, more cars means more traffic, which means slower 
driving and thus excessive unnecessary emissions. 

I think the first thing to look at is the recycling process that is in use now considering only 10% of it is actually recycled! I think 
that there are other ways to use this recycling and put it to better use with helping out local communities and providing hydro to 
the community at a significantly reduced rate and providing clean air solutions. Other countries do this why are we not following 
in their steps to doing better for our future???????  

Efficiency at city hall. Reduce the overhead. Reduce Taxes.   

Provide solutions for Parents to minimize vehicle traffic at pick-up and drop-off  of children at schools.  

New construction should have rainwater systems and gray water systems.  

Stop tearing down forested areas in Langley and building more condos and townhomes. It is terrifying to see all of the beautiful 
homes with property being torn down to build more infrastructure. Langley streets are becoming increasingly busy and more 
homes continue to be built without additional roadways and infrastructure being put into place. Yes, 216th has helped but it is 
still so busy in Langley, especially along 200th and yes, we still keep building more and more homes. We need to create far 
more green spaces and stop cutting down all of the beautiful trees. I worry that this is going to continue to happen throughout 
the rest of Langley and it is devastating. If we ruin the natural landscape it will only be to our detriment :( We need to keep the 
agricultural land protected. More land should be zoned for ALR rather than taking away ALR zoning in order to behold more 
homes.  

Open the community centres and pools!!! open wg pool over wc blair !!! the community here needs it more as aldergrove has 

the aldergrove pool open. Bring the skytrain to langley. Install better more quick ev chargers!!! 

Get Metro Vancouver to stop charging high fees to dump. It only encourages people to dump it in rural areas of the Township. 

Watershed management strategies 

Stop the destruction of Brookswood  Fernridge Langley is dying  



          

I am really tired of paying for studies etc. by different governments only to have a different party elected and a new study has 
to be done. Why? What was wrong with the first study?  

If pursuing more rain gardens for rainwater management, please make 1) them simple and easy to maintain and 2) arranged so 
they don’t create sight line issues for both pedestrians and traffic. This has been so badly done to date.  

Big problems require big solutions. 

It is staggering that a municipality the size of TOL does not have a functioning transit system. We are 50 years behind the times. 

Support and employ local businesses to do engineering work. Stop exclusively going outside the township to surrey for offsite 
engineering works.  

watch out that all these climate actions do not result in further harrassment of farmers, it is hard enough to make ends meet 
with all the restrictions and regulation through the terror ALC  

We live in BC, we should be very proud of the natural beauty of our province and work to keep it that way. Keep developing to 
certain areas and protect our farm land. Thank you.  

Make sidewalks more accessible in Langley so residents can choose to walk form point A to point B without worrying about 
walking on the road. 

Increase of parks, so we have real parks and not just green spaces called parks so that humans have a place to connect with 
nature and all creatures that call theses spaced homes have a place to live. We keep thinking that the parks are our land.  It’s all 
our land. With out these creature, we will not live. Bees, birds, bugs, mice, coyotes and deer all need a place to live too.  

Increase/enhance community recycling, reduce, reuse and community swap /share opportunities.  Provide opportunities to share 
excess food produced in agriculture, community gardens and homes. Incentives for composting and reducing food waste both 
family and commercial. Plant more trees!!!!  Retain existing ones.   Connect wildlife corridors 

Why is there so much about climate change?  

Make sure playgrounds have covers from sun like they have in New Zealand so kids can play safely even if it’s hot out 

It is disappointing to see the amount of trees that have been cut down to build new complexes during the 10 years that we have 
lived in Willowbrook. Is there a plan to replace those trees? Thank you.  

Stop tree canopy removal and increase what has been removed 
 
example 208th area has had extreme tree removal which has damaged ecosystem of the entire area 

Elect councillors that aren't just in office to make money for themselves 

Waste:  I would like to see immediate action taken on banning single-use plastic bags, straws, cutlery & take-out containers 
rather than waiting for federal regulations to come into force. 

In regards to waste enhancement, I know that most of the plastics that are recycled via roadside pick-up are actually not 
recycled further on in the process but still end up in landfills and oceans. So recycling is not a long-term answer to our waste 
problem. Perhaps thinking about creative packaging and/or create a campaign to reduce overall spending on plastic heavy 
products is a better approach then recycling only after plastics have been bought and used.  
 
Also, your section on leadership integration doesn't address raising up and training young leaders (high school and college 
programs should be developed to help raise the next generation of innovators and leaders in regards to climate action).  

Each question should have had the option to do nothing if I felt it was unnecessary. I didn't elect this council for this. Langley 
stop global warming. Adding $130 to my property tax is crazy its already unaffordable  

I selected the transit network specifically because Langley is covered by TransLink but unlike the other areas TransLink covers it 
does not have Skytrain service.  If we're going to provide tax dollars to TransLink then we should get a similar level of service as 

the other areas or we shouldn't be part of TransLink. 

I'm a 17 year old student at the University of Waterloo studying Systems Design Engineering, previously at R.E. Mountain 
Secondary. I really care about transportation policy and agricultural development within the Township and would love to 
learn/participate more actively. Whether it be in terms of youth representation or outreach, I'd love to contribute in some way to 
this research. 



          

Enforcement of existing requirements such as residential composting. The requirements are useless if the TOL won't enforce 
compliance. Asking residents to ask their neighbours to comply is not an answer.  

All of these ideas are terrible.  It will cost the taxpayer money and the township is too incompetent to achieve any of the goals 
in an efficient manner.  Many of these proposals would infringe on people's property rights. 

What about Wildlife and wildlife habitat preservation in the Township. Also, what about Heritage Preservation No mention of 
anything here? 

To obtain a higher buy-in on recycling of used construction materials, light bulbs, mattresses, etc. it must be made simpler and 
less expensive to recycle these materials in order for people to participate. It is ridiculous that only 14 light bulbs per day might 
be able to be recycled at a facility IF they allow you to drop them off. That's not a reasonable situation, but it is the current 
reality for light bulbs in Langley. Oil recycling has to be driven out to Abbotsford which causes more pollution driving out there. 
Drywall has to be double-bagged in very small quantities in very very expensive bags. The list goes on and on of the many ways 
recycling is difficult and expensive. 

these ideas suck  

communication with other communities that have or are in the process of implementing many of these ideas. 

It seems like there is not much "action" happening and a lot of planning. You don't seem to have adequate funding, planning, or 
education to implement these policies, so that seems like top priority in your quest to combat climate change.  

some of these 'developments' should not be  responsibility of government, private enterprise should develop mechanisms to deal 
with the perceived issues. 

Special recycling plan and inspection of the multi-family buildings. The accountability there is low and there is a lot of work and 
improvement to do.  

I feel like the township has a reactive approach to infrastructure.  Areas like 208 st corridor are a mess.  The roadways, utilities, 
protected 
 
Habitat and recreational green spaces need to lead development, not follow it.  
 
Also, with regard to farming, education and incentives need to draw farmland back into use.  Any more restrictions, loss of use 
or costs to farmers for  riparian areas or environmental considerations will discourage farm growth.  

Tree protection and increased green space for community engagement. 

don`t  waste money slowing global warming that is going to happen anyway for the next 10,000 years till the next ice age starts 

I suggest reviewing geographically relevant climate change research prior to committing public funds to programs like those 
suggested in the survey. Many of these strategies have little to no real effect or benefit to rural Langley residents. 
 
My initial suggestion would be to discontinue permitting higher and higher density housing until cleaner technologies are more 
widespread and fiscally plausible, and transit / infrastructure is adequate to support the present population. The increasing 

traffic (contributing to noticeably decreased air quality, especially in summer months) is a more pressing issue that affects every 
Langley resident, and planning has been neglected. Increased transit options along with improvements to busy, arterial routes 
would improve traffic flow and likely improve air quality and lower emissions significantly more effectively than imposing 
regulation on new construction. 

Functions and importance of our infrastructure should be part of The public School system’s curriculum  

A waste to energy facility needs to be looked at. Also, bylaws, such as the one banning backyard chickens, need to be adapted 
so that currently available food-growing space in residential areas can be more effectively and actively utilized. It seems that 
only new residential developments are being considered in this regard, when older, less dense residential developments tend to 
have more space available for food production. 

Create a climate and resiliency committee to overview the implementation of the climate strategy & advise Council on the 
integration of these commitments in all new policies/decision-making process. 

The TOL is still going to need road infrastructure as people do need vehicles. The mess of 208 ST and the MESS that will be 
created with TOL's Fernridge planned density is going to kill Langley. Stop letting developers control things. 



          

No to all of the above. These all involve increased tax spending as well increased hurdles for small businesses and homeowners. 
These will drive business out of Langley township, cause property taxes to increase and financially hurt farmers. These are not 
financially feasible and are either going to create increased restrictions on residents or are so non specific that they are a waste 
of tax dollars. 

Very biased survey.  I believe we need to me environmentally responsible but not love in fear.  Increasing costs to farmers and 
industries will bring the cost of living up.  We also need to focus on affordable housing as all of the extra costs of being so called 
green have driven building costs through the roof.  Government wasteful spending needs to stop and we need to help 
businesses and people recover not tax them to death etc.  

The choices offered in the survey are directive for what the CORPORATION of Langley think the people want & options do not 
necessarily allow for open undirected input. 

Needs to be a more-obvious connection between transportation (active and ZEV modes) and health - more active transport 
means improved health of residents, and fewer emissions thanks to alternative modes also means improved health. 

Too much emphasis on enforcement.  Implementation of most of these items will greatly increase costs for small business, 
housing construction and property taxes.  COVID has already decimated small business, housing cost are unaffordable for most, 
property taxes are increasing too fast. 

Mandate green roofs and solar panels into new buildings including residential areas. Think about the future generations and the 
waste we will create if we have to redo all the new homes going up 

The township needs to fix the failures in Willoughby, fix the roads, fix the sidewalks, put a picnic table or 5 at the green spaces 
by Yorkson pond! Make our neighborhood livable!  
It’s a mess here, we can’t walk to a store, except Willoughby town Center! Which is too far for anyone in Yorkson! 
The city planners should be ashamed of the mess we live in and for the taxes we pay here! 
I wrote the tol asking about a park and I was told to walk to the events Center over 4 km away!  
That’s the attitude towards the residents from the planning division.  

Too much regulation. 

Can't help noticing that this survey list is not as complete as the climate action strategy on your website (wherever it says "see 
full action list").  Also, you only give people opportunity to make note of what they like, not what they don't like.  Afraid of 
negative feedback? 

Priority should be given to agriculture and commercial businesses to clean up their act.  
 
They are often the largest waste and pollution contributors and they have little incentive to clean up their act.  
 
Often residents get lumped with the burden and costs while factories, farms and Commercial pollute away without a second 
thought. 

some older buildings can't be brought up to standard and should be grandfathered. 

some words/terms need more elaboration for understanding and it needs incentives for people/groups who will take actions - 
incentives can either be tangible ($ rewards or $ discount/tax-free for x months/years) or intangible (recognition via 
certificate/fame in news articles, etc.) 

Encourage and help agricultural land owners to develop farms into viable businesses. 
 
Help plant the seeds to encourage better land usage 

Look into zoning for sustainable tiny homes so that you can park them on existing properties. Giving the younger generation the 
opportunity to be homeowners and the ability to promote sustainably through composting toilets, rain water collection systems 
and solar energy  

move at top speed 

Stop the destruction of Langley’s forests.  Restrict further new condo developments please! 

Can only vote for not against. this will skew results. i.e. predetermined outcomes! 

I think all these plans may be "too little, too late", but better than nothing. I also very strongly believe the pace of 
"development", and its encroachment into what  were rural areas, is too fast and ill-considered. Put a limit on the size of houses 
and developments, and ensure that they are environmentally viable. Encourage and support sustainable farming. 



          

-GE14 is a very bad idea due to plastic braking down in microplastic. See recent studies about the high amount of microplastic 
particles in water and food. Found also in human body. Also private synthetic lawns should be discouraged before becoming 
popular (and in my opinion should be banned) 
 
-GE3: add also more rules about cutting trees in private properties, it is too easy, there are not rules! 

Increase ease of access for residence to take steps towards all of these. Keep it simple so people will form the habits to make 
change happen.  

From the questions above, I question the Townships understanding of Sustainability, the Environment, Traffic, Unfettered 
Development projects, and the current state of same in the Township. 

Stop allowing developers to clear cut lots - retain large trees and wildlife corridors 

Please consider banning the use of one time disposable plastic silverware and polythene bags. 
 
Please transplant all trees and not just cut them to clear construction zones. 

None of these are a good use of my tax dollars... Langley doesn't have a carbon emission problem. How about we actually fix 
our existing infrastructure and roadways before we start with these cute pet projects. 

Sidewalks! 216 at Fraser highway to 56. Only partially sidewalks. Very unsafe for the kids walking home  

It would be great to publish a brief semi-annual report for each neighbourhood as to how well it is progressing toward the end 
goal of reducing the impact of climate change.  Such a report would be based on where that neighbourhood stands now and 
where it stands at the time of the report.  Not sure what the criteria would be, but checking the atmosphere is one.  Projects 
undertaken would be another. 

In Willoughby, there is great need for walking and biking trails to be connected and for signs with maps. The only signs are 
labelling the trails, but there are no maps or signs indicating what is ahead, and how many meters away 

A healthy, environmentally friendly community also involves limiting sound pollution. Langley Rod and Gun Club creates noise 
pollution that equates to levels that are potentially harmful to residents. Please refer to "Burden of Disease from Environmental 
Noise- Qualification of Healthy Life Years Lost" (WHO, 2011). The club should be closed immediately on health and 
environmental grounds. 

Looks good! Go do it!! 

Most appear to be expensive and unnecessary and will require bigger government (never a good idea!). 

Land use decisions are critical. All of the above moves are a great. Then I watch council pass another project of a strip mall... 

Ways to REDUCE waste should be included in waste category. 

Just stop approving high density residential development. No more condo buildings until roads, schools and hospitals can handle 
the increased population! We have to many people in the township for the crappy infrastructure and resources we have. You 
care more about the money you make from developers than creating nice neighborhoods.  

I did not specifically see that heavy fines should be introduced for companies who continue to pollute our local environment and 
damage water systems. 

Ensuring fort Langley and other areas are safe from rising sea levels 

Improve road capacity in key areas (i.e. HWY 1) to reduce pollution from cars being continuously stuck in traffic jams. 

Reduce  TOL overhead by reducing the  bureaucracy.  
 
Limit council and mayoral terms to 3 elections! 

To improve safer biking routes in Langley and surrounding areas 

Protect the aquifers 

Give GHG DP guidelines more "teeth" to ensure new construction is doing a reasonable job reducing GHG's in new residential 
and commercial / industrial development.  

Stop approving developments that clear cut all trees. Incorporate large trees into new developments to provide shade, green 
spaces, & improve quality of life. I am disgusted by the mayor & council members that have been approving unsustainable, old 
fashioned ideas on urban planning.  

Slow down development. 



          

The survey is designed with a biased throughout that push a variety of actions that will actually be negative to many 
homeowners without realizing it, clearly the survey is designed with an agenda and doesn’t include options that leave things the 
same or choose certain things despite environmental consequences.  As an example, I’d like more camp fire pits in TOL in public 
spaces, this survey no matter how you answer it at best you will result in being silent on the issue... 

A lot of this sounds way over the top. Please take the time to research the science debunking all the panic. Yes our climate is 
warming & has been for centuries & will continue to do so. But there is science that proves all this carbon panic is bunk & 
carbon is what plants & trees feed on which is a good thing. I for one am not at all in favor of paying for an anti carbon agenda. 
I am in favor of respecting our environment, clean water, clean parks & streets. 

Stop building huge townhouse developments!  Langley is being destroyed.  208 avenue is a disgrace and laughing stock to 
visitors and residents.  

Invest in road improvements particularly in high volume residential areas i.e. 208th street from 64th ave to 84th Ave 

Improve traffic flow on roads to prevent idling of vehicles  The traffic from south aldergrove gravel and building suppliers 
equipment is not going away and we also need these jobs. Therefore 4 laning 8th and 16 ave to allow traffic to flow and keep 

these units out of the downtown area would help local businesses  

Would like to see green waste converted to bio-fuel like Surrey does!  Please be careful that any costs do not result in large tax 
increases or development fee increases which will drive up already high housing costs.  Would prefer to see either a resident 
free for this plan (every resident in the township pays it vs just homeowners) and user fees such as charging for the use of 
public EV chargers.  Solar energy and geothermal heating in New construction and incentives for retrofitting those systems in 
older homes would be great. 

All are too expensive for little or no gain. 

You're assuming that the world is going to heat up. It is still, on average,  2⁰ C cooler today then it was during the Roman 
Empire. 

leave the farmers alone. all you are going to do is make it more difficult and more expensive to farm. a very negative outcome 
for farmers 

In regards to the "leadership and integration" part, I think it is important to ensure that mayor and council are being held 
accountable for making continuous strides forward with whatever Climate Action Strategy is approved. Whether it is passing a 
motion that declares this strategy is not to change when the mayor or councillors change, or have it mandatory on agendas at 
council meetings to keep top of mind. This is something that will need long term, solid commitment from all parties involved, 
and that starts with our own mayor and council. 

1. Explore alternative-housing options that better reflect the trend towards smaller family sizes, with a primary goal to focus on 
reducing  financial barriers of housing costs for the average person by implementing a more-diverse single-family-dwelling 
model. Oregon State is showing promise in these areas through the encouragement of “tiny houses” (defined as small non-
permanent or semi-permanent structures), and carriage houses.  
 
2. Consider implementing an expanded burn-permit program to reduce the acute smoke levels caused by small yard-fires (less 
than 1m by 1m) over a greater window of time. This could look something like implementing a burn permit that spans from the 
months of October through to April instead of just October and April exclusively. Realistically this might be more applicable to 
rural properties and could also look like a reduced fee / shorter duration permit spread across the colder months of November 
through to February with online registration and permit acquisition.  

There needs to be more accountability Regarding the rate of development in Langley, and the land that is being cleared for new 
developments. Too much farm land and green areas are being wasted and paved over for new buildings. 

Green infrastructure. Green roofs, green walls, green overpasses. Decreases runoff and improves storm water management. 
Increases temperature efficiency of buildings. Decreases the effect of the heat bubble and improves air quality 

Education of the public and awareness campaigns are essential.  With knowing comes caring, and with caring comes action! 

We have all seen what Covid did to improve climate.  More working from home. Have homes that all are close to all amenities, 
so people can walk etc. instead of taking vehicles. Take all oversized vehicles off the roads. 

Do not waste municipal budgets on retrofitting existing municipal buildings.  Only consider when they are at end of life cycle and 
being replaced. 



          

I would like to see services and recreation accessible in more neighbourhoods.  
 
For example, it is disappointing to have to drive kids to all their practices and games. I have 2 kids who have games and 
practices outside of our neighbourhood, and that requires 5 return trips by car per week.  Even as they get older, and if the 
distance wasn't an issue, there is no safe route to access Willoughby from Brookswood by walking or biking. 
 
Ideally, sports and services would be grouped by neighbourhood like we see with catchments for schools.  

perhaps if you have a municipal recycling depot you could accept chemicals more frequently than the once a year return day so 
people don't dump chemicals improperly because they don't want to store it for so long. 

I’d love to see a local park in upper Murrayville. 216th has 37 acres that are for sale roughly across from the Langley golf 
course. Wouldn’t it be amazing to turn that into a protected park for the area?  

As part of the transportation priorities, the cycling improvement plan, which I recall was to take decades to implement should be 
substantially accelerated to link up the Township's several communities with safe, separated bicycle lanes and MUPs. In addition, 
MUPs and bicycle lanes should not allow any motorized vehicle over 40 kgs.  

incentives for businesses/commercial property owners to add solar systems 

ALR land has to be protected from development. It used to be sacrosanct and has been steadily eroded. Food production in the 
valley should be top priority plus keeping this finite area from overpopulation and its resulting pollution. If we are ruled by 
developers, there is no end to the destruction of valuable life sustaining resources that can never be brought back.  

didn't we elect professionals to make these decisions? 
 
Such extreme questions that general tax payers wold not could not fully comprehend. 
 
there is No climate change - it is a natural occurrence of change on the rolling globe  
 
Our township dollars and time wasted should be going to direct current opportunities and help to the tax payers of TODAY...we 
need help now.  
 
Road repairs...traffic....jobs....clean up....crime....less TAX.....less surveys that make no sense and ask questions beyond a 
layman’s understanding 

Hopefully follow other cities such as Vancouver cited ubc study new policies re tree planting and unplugging streams Brooks etc. 
Will reduce rainfall flooding of streets. Condo stratas need informed guidance to reduce their impact on climate change etc. All 
new developments should have had green space and gardens 10 years ago. We should not have green space that we need to 
drive to in our community such as DereckDoubleday.  

Single stream recycling collection at residential neighborhoods. Increase infrastructure capacity to reduce travel and idle times 
due to congestion.  Develop more sustainable neighborhoods where shopping and groceries are within the residential 

development or within 5 min walk 

I continue to wonder why we build so much high density housing while the places where people work remain far away.  Why 
can’t we get businesses to locate closer to where people live 

Stop the mass construction of condo "Projects" and development. The density along 208 is worse than Surrey. In 10 years that 
area will be a gong show. I realize it brings in $$$ but my god.... 

This all sounds terribly expensive.  I am on fixed income and fear that the TOL and federal & provincial governments are going 
to demand more money from residents in the form of taxes and fees.  We have massive deficits and have set up future 
generations for perpetual indebtedness.  Curb spending until debt under control.  In the above ideas, leave existing buildings 
alone and go for low emissions on new only. 

This is all neo-Marxist nonsense. 

The TOL can NOT consider any initiatives that involve the incineration of solid waste - it does not benefit climate change and 
hinders air quality.  And please do not waste money playing carbon accounting with existing parkland or green infrastructure - 
they do not reduce emissions, which needs to be the focus.  Buildings, transportation, and industry needs to be the focus to 
upgrade these to be more sustainable, as well as long range regional planning and technological advancements (e.g., fuel 
standards, EVs) so that we are less reliant on vehicles for our goods, for getting to work or school, or for everyday life.     



          

as an owner of 2 electric cars, if the chargers the community is putting in are not super chargers, they take too long to charge 
an individual car any significant amount.  Rather than individual businesses putting in the expensive level 2 chargers, I would 
rather see the money pooled between several businesses and level 3 super chargers or better installed.  These can be used by 
more people over the same time period.  I only use super chargers when i am travelling and the level 2 charger at home.   
 
All new construction should be required to have the wiring for level 2 chargers set up.  Multifamily units should be required to 
have either a super charger or level 2 charging stations available for 50% of the parking spots/units.   

Focus on the biggest problem areas - you have a plan for buildings so work on transportation and agriculture. 

Please prioritize minimizing carbon in our atmosphere! And recognize that planting trees will not be sufficient. 

Information on residential wind and solar energy programs. Why is this not on your list? 

There are so many studies, surveys, committees already doing good work, but the work that they are doing seems to be pushed 
aside for those that support our Municipal government financially  

Township decisions regarding planning, developing and maintaining transportation networks must be guided by a FORMALIZED 
PRIORITY STRUCTURE: Pedestrians as the top priority, followed by bikes, public transport, freight/goods traffic, and single 
vehicle/car traffic at the bottom. This is not new, it is used by Vancouver to great effect in diversifying their transportation 
options. 
 
It would also be very beneficial for the Township to invest in a public awareness campaign educating people about the health 
effects of their transportation choices. Transportation decisions could have huge positive effects on physical and economic 
health (think of the $$$ needed to care for heart disease or type II diabetes, and consider that just by reforming our 
transportation priorities, we could have a healthier population). 

Develops and Implement REGENERATIVE AGRICULTURE 

I support this but don't want my taxes to go up. 

In implementing these measures, are there considerations for ensuring that added costs are not transferred to marginalized 
groups (e.g. increased building costs driving up real estate prices and rental prices, switching to sustainable practices in 
agriculture driving up food prices, etc.)? How can the transition to the introduction of sustainable practices and mandates be 
done in a way that does not further exacerbate the wealth inequality in the community? 

There seems to be little integration between Priority Areas - e.g. infrastructure is closely related to transportation, agriculture 
and greenspace are related, and leadership is essential to all. 
 
Strategies are important but too often they are ignored/amended when it comes to implementation - e.g. the official community 
plan includes the concept of complete communities and a commitment to sustainable transportation, but council just approved a 
strip mall at 204th and 80th ave and continues to rely on painted bike lanes, paved shoulders, and multi-use paths, none of 
which encourage replacing car trips with cycle trips 

Make public transportation safer. 

This plan should identify that animal agriculture has a negative impact to the environment and is a major contributor to climate 
change.  According to the United Nations, animal agriculture is a higher contributor to climate change than all transportation 
sectors combined.  The UN has stated that populations should switch to a plant based diet in order to fight climate change.  The 
Township's plan should address this directly, and not ignore it.    

  



          

Question 18: Is there anything you would like to say about the Big Moves? 

I have nothing to add to the Big Moves other than they give me hope! 

Protect the few natural ecosystems which remain.  Intercede where conflict arises between Agriculture (ALC) and ecosystem 
needs (DFO, MIN OF ENV).  The Province has failed to truly protect natural ecosystems because Agriculture (ALC) trumps 
everything else - short sighted and unsustainable, and indeed gives TOL an excuse to fail to achieve much on a meaningful scale 

you need to provide incentives to get changes done, not beat people with a stick and try to force it 

rainwater capture and runoff are a top priority 

The reason I am less enthusiastic about the move towards retrofitting 50% of existing buildings is the many challenges I see in 
carrying it out 

It seems doable that new construction could be aligned with LEEDS and zero emissions before being allowed to proceed; and 
that the Township could be leaders in converting vehicles, parks vehicles, buildings, etc. with large businesses following suit. 

 
Preserving and creating more tree canopy is imperative for not only climate change but also for habitat, wildlife and to improve 
people's wellbeing; being outside, in nature and having greenspace is more imperative than ever.  

We are already behind in these initiatives...the best time to have started on these was a decade ago 

Not sure these moves are big enough or even the right moves, but it is something. What about the systems and processes of 
everyday life that are in place right now that are enabling and proliferating waste? What about a revamped 'true' three R 
approach of reducing, reusing and recycling across the board (residential and commercial)? What about converting waste into 
energy? What about the true cost of zero emissions with a grave-to-grave understanding of things like what to do with all the 
dead batteries from EVs? I think zero emissions is scientifically impossible. Sounds good though. Then there are plastics. 

They are very expensive and imposing them on business would have a detrimental effect on those businesses, and therefore 
their opportunities to employee residents. 

The effect of ever increasing taxation, no matter what it is called, results in lower standard of living for families and the 
requirement to work extra shifts or extra jobs. Net result is more pollution, not less. 

Reduce size of local government and property taxes.  

can you tell us, how .much our climate will not change if Langley Residents adopt this plan? 
 
Please provide definitive climate improvements. 
 
What is the perfect climate? 
 
How will we know it is better? 
 
What is better? 

How about providing a graph of ACTUAL climate trends? 
For instance, current sea level rise is only .3mm per year in Vancouver. 
Frost days are increasing. 
No trend in precipitation. 
Extreme weather is not increasing. 
Etc etc etc. 

Moving to fleet EV's and zero emission buildings subsequently means an exponential increase on electrical demands....power 
infrastructure needs to be increased to handle that beforehand. Also, far more long term environmental study is needed to 
determine the detrimental effects of EV manufacturing and power supply disposal before we go too far into usage.  

what about capitalizing on and enhancing existing ecosystem services? 

I cannot afford more taxation and or user fees.  We are deep in debt and politicians seem to feel free to spend more. This 
country, province, and municipality are taxing me to death.  We need to be conservative with spending and get back to basics.  
Stop living beyond our means!!!!!  And stop spending taxpayer money that isn't there.  

Stay the course and continue your good moves. 



          

Would like to see more renewable energy technologies for new builds. Single Family and other types of building. Geoexchange 
or air source mechanical systems 

I'm so proud of Langley for moving towards a more sustainable city! 

The cost of these initiatives is a concern.  

Farming needs to be looked at to stop tilling and help the soil take out the carbon in our atmosphere. We can stop admissions 
but we need a way to take what is already in the atmosphere out. That is by the soil and farming.  

Lofty goals that are expensive to everyone. Spend money on only what is needed.  

They all sound very expensive for the consumer n tax payer... 
 
Especially seniors  

Improve our roads, too many people for our current roadways 

Don't tax us to death trying to do the Big Moves!  Property taxes and other taxes are outrageous and not sustainable for the 
average person. 

Just don't spend my tax dollars on this vanity program  

yes...expecting us to be fully transit dependent is ridiculous. Many homes have commuters who commute to areas where there 
is no transit or transit is so infrequent it adds hours to the day. Transit in the downtown core of Vancouver is vastly different 
than transit in a large area such as the Langley's. Many people have no option except to drive. It is ridiculous to expect them to 
shoulder the brunt of the transit nightmare just to "be green." 

I don’t have enough detail on what it will cost or what it means to upgrade existing buildings to zero emissions. Pretty 
ambiguous so hard to say if I can support this or not 

I’m not sure why all the stress of recycling and the environment is put on the consumer. This should be directed more to the 
corporations that are producing the wasteful products and they should be using products that are reusable like glass bottles and 
paper bags. Use less plastic, just about every industry uses plastic in some way how about we stop that!  

Zero emissions seems to be a lofty goal that hinges on huge infrastructure expenses. Percentage of electrification may be a 
more realistic measure. The expected percentage of electrical dependency would then increase with time. 

To be sustainable but also practical and not to intrude massively on  individual rights  

Way too much green space being ripped up in Willoughby for housing.  Langley is failing at this big time! 

Stop cutting down forests and natural landscapes in order to build more homes and infrastructure. Save the planet but building 
less and providing more green space!  
 
All roofs should be covered with green spaces, plants, etc.  

Help should be provided to existing building owners to achieve zero emissions  

Restaurants should be forced to use the organic composting and recycling systems. Fast food restaurants currently do not all 
comply. Should be mandatory  

Many of us have no choice but to drive a car to our place of work which is in Vancouver or Burnaby and punitive financial fees or 
mobility pricing is unfair as there are no alternatives and if you try to take sky train etc. your commute time is more than double 
in time and it is unrealistic to expect someone to have to get up so so early to take SkyTrain and buses so they can get to work 
for their 8am start time.  

I would have a goal of 50% transit and active transportation by 2040 as well. 

We definitely need more large trees. 

Don’t over do it just to reach a goal on time 

A general comment on green space - I love the idea of more natural areas/systems but these should not count as recreational 
green spaces. Willoughby needs more actual treed park spaces. Right now way too many sports fields. 

Big dream.  

 
Good luck. 

As TOL's population increases, so too will passenger vehicle trips. It would be more beneficial to ensure that passenger vehicle 
trips in 2030 remain half of what they are today; rather than the other way around. Big problems require big solutions. Let's be 
a climate action leader in the Lower Mainland. 

Langley is building too many condominiums and townhomes. 

Stop spending tax $ on TOL corporate activities 



          

Stop allowing the removal of all the old growth trees in Langley as part of the green canopy initiative  

Your doomsday scenario is not supported by the data. 

Protect green space and natural habitat for wildlife. The overdevelopment of Langley is destroying these habitats. Needs to stop 

Zero emission in public building leads to schools and municipalities paying some kind of fine for not meeting standards - not how 
I want my  taxes spent.  

Stop cutting down trees just to make room for more housing.  Increase parks for all theses people that are stuck in tiny little 
boxes called homes.   

The transport option Must tie into better community design so that personal cars not needed  

Let’s do it. Our future depends on these actions.  

Sounds like huge costs with 0 emissions goals. How about leave the trees alone that produce fresh oxygen? Stop clear cutting 
our neighbourhood and yes less emissions would be great for new dev  

I do not support government telling it's citizens what they can and can't do and forcing us to comply with climate change 
regulations.  

There is no climate change that can be impacted by wasting tax payers hard earned money on.? 

Stop tree removal of mature trees and increase trees added onto residential buildings with better buffers between streets and 
more trees and shrubs on lots 

They sound nice but I have no idea what the specifics would look like -- and some don't even sound feasible. 

I would like to see more than 1/2 buildings in the community upgraded to zero emissions but wonder how people can manage 
the costs of doing this without good financial incentives 

It's going to take Big Moves on the part of the whole community to undo the rate of climate change. I'm all for it!  

The resilient natural systems goal seems lacking...perhaps there could be more of a goal to this one than just “increase”?? 
Should be feasible to consider less clear cutting for development, and strategy for preservation/incorporation of existing trees 
into new development.  

This is terrifying.  You ppl aren’t god and you have way too much access to municipal funds . I recommend shrinking local 
government  

Great ideas! 

Stop allowing development unless it is concrete and there is parks and trees 

Complex issues, or politically correctness? While more buildings, hi rise or otherwise, makes for more density in the Township, 
this does not necessarily create a cleaner environment. The survey appears to create a Catch-22 situation.  

I’m impressed that these directives are coming from the township, very happy.  

I do not support banning the use of natural gas for home heating 

I don't like anything about existing buildings because that just sounds to me like making me pay for a bunch of renovations to 
my house.  Frankly it's none of your business what I do with my own home and I couldn't afford anything major.  I am 
interested in efficiency anyway.  For example, if my home can be more energy efficient that will save me money so I'll 
implement changes like that over time anyway.  But I can do it on my schedule, within my budget, and based on my own 
priorities.  In the long run buildings will move in this direction naturally.  People like ideas like saving money on their heating or 
electric bill and won't replace an inefficient furnace for example with another inefficient one.  It's saying "you must have this by 
such-and-such date" that is frightening. 
 
For the tree canopy, I used to live in Abbotsford which has a very aggressive tree bylaw.  I had to get some trees cut down 
because they had grown too big and were damaging my neighbour's fence.  I was being a good neighbour but the city insisted I 
replace the trees with at least two each or lose a deposit.  This made no sense because my small yard already had several trees 
that had grown too big and planting more trees was going to create more problems in the long run.  It's one thing to be 
concerned about clear cutting but in a normal sized lot someone usually is cutting a tree down because it's become a problem.  
Trees grow big and replacing them is often not practical at a residential level.  I suspect any goal to increase tree canopy is to 
introduce similar bylaws that are impractical. 

All residential lots currently contain multiple trees & bushes. I object to having the TOL force deciduous trees on property 
owners. Unfair to seniors as they are expected to clean leaves, storm drains, etc. These trees kill lawns, ruin sidewalks with their 
roots & make a big mess. We already have way too many leaves & trees from neighbors & multiple trees/bushes on our own 
properties 



          

Langley should be the future Dubai, with more eco friendly things 

the biggest things we can to for climate change is to do things locally. Funding to local business would be great 

This is an expensive waste of time.  Our carbon output is irrelevant when compared to larger countries like China and India.   

Habitat Conservation and tree planting diversity. 

In order for tree canopy to be increased, lot sizes must be increased. The tiny lots being developed in the Willoughby area, for 
example, preclude planting trees large enough to provide canopy shade. 

Being elderly, we cannot think ‘planning in the long term’. however, from hat we have read in these pages, we believe that the 
current TOL Council has good instincts and objectives for the future.  

I think they are commendable but not attainable within the time limits unless you plan on taxing landowners into poverty. 

There should be some tax credit for those of us that have treed property. I have over 5 acres with over 500 Western Red cedars 
that requires a lot of up keep to maintain this forest. 

Really? you can barely handle what we have not how do you expect to do any of this ? 

Yes.  Pls start by improving recycling.  We need a recycling center and improved curbside recycling ( a greater range of items 
such as lightbulbs, plastic bags, batteries, etc.).  Improved rapid transit (ex. Skytrain to Langley) will be great.  If possible, it 
should be augmented with light rail.  Busses are ok but they are not rapid transit and should not be considered as such.  Rapid 
transit options should be created but people should not be penalized for driving.  We can't afford a tax increase: taxes here are 
already too high. 

More bike lanes. And better bike lanes. The person that designs the bike lanes in Langley should be required to have at least 
ridden a bike once in their life. 

they seem a tad optimistic  

enforcing absolute regulations will put some enterprises out of business.  Encouragement is the key. 

I don’t believe zero emissions is practically obtainable.  

Need to look at allowing for people to work from home, then that will reduce the need to commuting. 

Ev’s (not hybrids) are a cost and environmental no brainer. Our household uses an Ev for 75% of our personal transportation.  
While slightly higher cost to implement, the operation costs are much less.  
I would say that new home and residential community design should allow for at least one charge spot per home.  

Tree protection is critical to reduce increased temperatures in the Township.  The amount of trees being removed  and increased 
concrete roadways is very concerning.  

Do it ASAP 

Please ensure that clear and timely communication and education by the TOL accompanies these changes so those living and 
working in the township can participate in and support these changes.  Thank you 

Incentive for EV purchasing 

Converting old systems to new equipment/mechanisms for reduced ecological impact may not be carbon neutral when taking 
into account all aspects of acquisition and installation (i.e. manufacturing emissions/waste, transport, demolition, disposal etc.). 
All aspects of conversion must be taken into account when evaluating and implementing these changes. Essentially, it is the 
Township's responsibility to ensure that these are not "eco-vanity" projects.  

Consider the incredibly high cost of living.  Don't put more pressure on regular people 

Once again so much of what is mentioned above is dealing with managing carbon sources. Granted that is important but 
honestly inconsequential if we don't create better carbon sinks. Improving the tree canopy is a positive towards building carbon 
sinks and very popular among tree-huggers but my understanding is that better management of the agricultural practices of 
grasslands is actually more effective strategy to create a sustainable carbon sink - i.e. properly managed agricultural practices 
such as no till farming and limiting chemical inputs buildings the soils ability to sequester carbon in the long term. Given that you 

would think that there would at least be some attention given to this in any climate action strategy and yet I don't see anything 
in your climate action strategy in this regard. It seems to me that a climate action strategy that ignores this is one that is being 
done for show instead of effectiveness and if the township and our country are really serious about actually doing something 
about this problem, they would get serious about incorporating these sorts of strategies. 

Awesome choices.  Thank you! 



          

Target the low-hanging fruits first and the actions with the most benefits on the environment/climate to motivate staff and 
citizens with concrete benefits. Then move forward with more complex issues in supporting an integrated approach. These are 
all interconnected. 

Have a tree policy that protects the canopy. Stop this large scale clear cutting and build with in the trees like developers did 
back in the 70's 

The cost....governments think taxpayers can afford to be taxed more and more. The carbon tax for example does not help with 
climate change as studies have shown. Climate change is the new buzzword....used to be global warning and acid rain before 
that. Climate does change...we have 4 seasons and we have seen cycles of floods and fires and hot weather etc. since time 
began. 

Re tree canopy - I was horrified to witness in Winter/Spring 2020 the butchering of ALL the large trees (almost looked like an 
old growth forest), on west side of 208th St between 76 & 74B.  This forested area was providing a huge canopy for our nature 
system 

In the transportation big move, I think we should prioritize active transportation and transit over Electric Vehicles. EVs can seem 
like a magic bullet, but they still congest our roads. Whereas superior active transportation and transit networks would move 
more people with less road space.  

These are going to hurt the economy in Langley Township. Builders will go elsewhere and housing costs will continue to go up. 
Small businesses will leave. We'll have big corporate stores and expensive housing. 

They seem to all be part of the UN Sustainable Development Goals, which support their Agenda, which is double-speak & 
bafflegab to further the lie of a climate crisis, which does not exist but rather punishes humanity.  

Although we can encourage people to use transit or buy low emission vehicles, we can not make them so a goal like this may 
have no purpose. ----  I am unsure how you have a zero emission building --- if this refers to having trees to offset emissions, I 
feel this is misrepresenting zero emissions and could mean plant more trees and use more energy..........so not sure about this 
term. 

All of the Big Moves are unaffordably expensive.  COVID has made people fearful of mass transit.  Electric vehicles are not 
feasible on a large scale without greatly increasing electricity generation and transmission lines.  Realistically this means 
replacing millions of tiny thermal plants (vehicle gas engines) with a few massive thermal plants, more dams or nuclear power 
plants.  The construction and maintenance of renewable energy systems involves a massive carbon footprint probably greater 
than what is saved by renewables.  We already have a huge problem providing affordable housing and increased costs caused 
by the building Big Moves will make this much worse.  Rural Langley already has a large tree canopy.  Has anyone measured the 
tree canopy now to 25 or 50 years ago?    . 

I would like to see emissions-free community Rail connecting the entire south of Fraser region, South Fraser Community Rail 

Where is our leadership getting their goals from? UN? 

What a waste of time and money. 

Do not waste money on silly green pet projects. 

align with the UNs sustainable development goals and include them into the community to become more aware of sustainability 
as a body of several moving parts including education  

I would suggest striving to increase tree canopy from 1990 levels. Tree removals have been drastically reducing the canopy 
since well before 1990. Starting from current levels creates a weak target and does not consider ecological losses since the 
1980, 90's, etc. 

The Township has a larger tree canopy now than 20 or 30 years ago.  Most households landscape with trees and trees keep 
growing.  There are many small businesses that cannot afford the changes proposed in only 10 years. 
 
Suggestion:  Encourage households to implement cisterns to save water for watering gardens.  Why has the Tsp stopped selling 

rain barrels? 

Sounds like a bunch of U.N. propaganda to me.  They are using their spin on climate change to take over the world, quite 
literally.  If you don't believe it, read Agenda 21 and consider all the rights and freedoms they plan to remove from us.  I agree 
that we should be good stewards of our planet, but this should always be an individual decision.  No government should be 
telling people what to do in regards to climate change.  What it comes down to is this: Do your plans for climate action bring in 
more rules and regulations or less?  Bigger government or smaller?  The bigger the government, the more corrupt it becomes, 
with the U.N, at the very top, calling the shots.  Don't sacrifice Canadian sovereignty and freedom for an evil global agenda. 



          

Ensure these initiatives are backed with financial support as otherwise Commercial landlords Will jack up rents to pass on costs 
and hence businesses will suffer. Commercial Rents in North Langley are already ridiculous. 

I firmly believe the Township should require native and/or drought tolerant plantings in new developments and on Township 
lands 

Natural systems is a fuzzy target; also, I am overall concerned with how we will fund all of this  

there are times when public transportation isn't a reasonable option. 

it needs incentives for people/groups who will take actions - incentives can either be tangible ($ rewards or $ discount/tax-free 
for x months/years) or intangible (recognition via certificate/fame in news articles, etc.) 

Not all objectives are technically or financially feasible. Zero emissions is a misleading technical farce. 

It's all a giant waste of money on unscientific measures promulgated by morons. 

2030 is unrealistic, too soon.   

Hope it’s implemented instead of just discussed. 

incentives for business - will they be expected to fund these wants?  

The biggest concern is when there is a commercial development the land is clear cut. Why can we not save existing healthy 
native trees into the landscape, instead of planting non-native, water dependent greenery. 

Council will need to adopt a much stronger Tree Protection Bylaw that actually includes prohibitions for cutting trees. The 
current bylaw is written as a tree cutting bylaw and doesn't help to retain our existing trees.  

Do not clear cut new developments - older mature trees essential to an ecosystem.  Explore using trees for water/erosion 
management. 

Zero Emissions Corporate Operations: should be also by 2030. It's important, and the procedures to shift don't really take more 
time than the other sectors. I don't understand why they get the privilege of a delay (and maybe more delays later). 

Planting more trees and increasing rainfall collection is very important to me. 

Should have happened generations ago.  Deferment always comes back at you 

More time on educating about conservation, biodiversity. 

Need more defined targets for rain capture and tree canopy, not just "increase" 

While it's good to be environmentally friendly, it also has to be affordable so people can afford to own their own homes and 
move around freely. If there are too many rules people won't be able to afford it and that's not good either. 

We need to save money.  Not spend it. 

They all sound wonderful.  But what are the costs for each?  Does there cost prioritize which get the go ahead first? 

Beautifying Langley by maintaining existing forests. Parks are great, but maintaining the forest areas that have not yet been 
chopped down is huge at this stage. 

Thank You TOL for being forward thinkers. 

Penalties are counter- productive. The existence of improved rapid transit ( Skytrain) will reduce reliance on cars. Do not 
penalize people for driving. Expanded bus routes are helpful but should not be considered as rapid transit. Current 
transportation infrastructure ( or lack thereof) is a total joke. Canada is 50 years behind Japan and Europe. Light rail should be 
introduced following the Skytrain expansion to Langley. 

these are all great concepts, but hard to make real sense of the public input where there is no information about the trade-offs 
for acting on these choices. 

I think there should be some reduction in taxes for those of us that have a forest canopy on their property. On my 5 acres we 
have over 400 trees. A lot of work but wonderful for the climate... 

I think you need to find ways to do this with the community vs for them. Already we have such great recycling and composting 
resources and education that aren’t accessed to their full capacity mostly due to lack of awareness  
 
Also like to know if the township plans to engage or work with the city of Langley on these   

They sound like big government and not at all important. 

About time! 



          

Housing development in Langley is out of control and brings in too many people. This increase in population puts unnecessary 
pressure on the environment. The most obvious areas under stress would be water consumption and sewage. ToL is not 
building communities in areas such as Willoughby, it is simply creating ghettos where people are housed.  

Love all of these initiatives! The tree canopy and rainwater capture increase is essential as we see more extreme weather in the 
coming years. 

I feel it would take more like 30 yrs. across the board for these Big Moves to happen sustainably, especially in regard to the 
expected  ,and unknown rate of growth in our communities. 

Surprised there is no mention of waste or agriculture. 

Your opening statement states $130 through to 2030.  I don't believe that.  Can you guarantee that?  I am on fixed income and 
do not get raises or increases.   

Restrictions or taxation on unnecessary large personal vehicle use  

focus on building new buildings that is zero carbon. Don't focus on retrofitting old and ageing facilities as those buildings need to 
be replaced and will likely require other upgrades (Building Codes, seismic, etc.). 

Just stop the massive development of Willoughby. It’s too much too fast! Our schools, hospitals and roads can’t keep up.  

perhaps less words and more action sooner, rather than discussing it endlessly 

We tried to introduce the council to rainwater harvesting five years ago and received nothing but  a blank stare!!!!! 

To improve safety for bike riders in order for them to safely make a trip to the grocery stores in Langley. 

Timeline is too short. 

Quite destroying our green spaces with rampant development. Council is letting way too much development happen.  

Again, there is a biase in here.  If we move to 100% electrical, there is no increased capacity for supply , d’or residents of TOL 
want to be paying 3x more for electricity? I doubt it... but that’s the net effect of answering this survey. 

NO SKYTRAIN IN LANGLEY PLEASE 

There needs to be a balance of requirements for higher expectations from business and new buildings as opposed to existing 
residential requirements to upgrade.  There also needs to be more consultations on massive condo and townhouse building with 
transportation because congestion is greater in areas like Willoughby.   

Invest in natural ecosystems. Do not allow clear cutting of forests for developments. Require developers of new building 
developments to keep trees and associated understory ecosystems intact in a percentage of the land block. 

STOP! 

Stop the density building  

We need to be responsible but at the same time still keep costs down. We cannot afford to do all things for all people. Priorities 
for safety as in flashing pedestrian crossings in the municipality should trump making crosswalks rainbow. I am not opposed to 
rainbow crosswalks but think we would be safer with controlled crossings in this municipality first. 

Am concerned about the cost of these 'big moves as the pandemic has already cost people and governments a lot.  It may not 
be the best time to spend to much until the economy has fully recovered. 

Waste of money 

Let's make these changes as soon as possible 

There is no such thing as ZERO emissions. There is transfer of emissions too other sectors or regions but ZERO does not exist. 
You need to be honest 

Individuals cannot save the environment by composting and using reusable bags.  It falls to corporations and government 
entities to take the big steps to protect our environment.  What individuals do means nothing if the larger entities are not doing 
their part. 

Transportation is our largest contributor, so focus 60% on it. 

Implementing financial incentives instead of legislated restrictions will ultimately foster sustainable environmental change in the 
mindset of TOL residents. Small incentives such as subsidized or free residential style compost bins, or the relaxing of bylaws 
surrounding the permission of alternative housing options, can foster a large change over the compounding number of years. 
This would have the added benefit of having a relatively low “cost to implement” for our municipal government.  



          

Less focus on EV vehicles. They may be zero emission but there is a huge environmental impact associated with the production 
of these vehicles. They haven’t been around long enough yet for us to know the full extent of the mining the goes into the 
production of all those batteries. Instead, focusing on energy wasters like buildings, as well as irresponsible development. These 
have a far bigger impact than vehicles. Buildings are a major source of energy loss and are a great focus, as well as focusing on 
our natural areas, preserving wetlands, forests, green spaces in conjunction with responsible development. Developers are 
notoriously wasteful and irresponsible when it comes to land preservation. I would love to see that changed. 

More effort into things besides buildings and vehicles. Waste (recycling and waste management) 
 
Water (storm water management, retention/ detention ponds, water health/ conservation) 
 
Air (green spaces, heat bubble management, improved insulation and temperature management) 

The development in Langley has been on a break neck speed over the past 5-6 years . Much of the green space has been 
developed. Tree canopy is important but overall greenspace is important. Parks, green roofs, tree canopy etc.  

Focus on new construction and gradually phase out old structures that don’t meet standards. 

Please keep more of the existing trees and maintain large stands of trees (i.e. forests). 

Carbon dioxide is plant food, not pollution. I support decreasing pollution. "Climate change" is a political movement I am not in 
the least supportive of. All climate models have been proven wildly inaccurate by the experience of the last 20 years. TOL needs 
to follow the science not the politics. 

Thanks for making the Big Moves short but clear! 
 
May be helpful to explain what is a fleet vehicle (never heard of that term) 

Trees trees and more trees. The more green, the calmer we feel. I recently discovered Sendall Botanical Gardens. Wow how 
tranquil for that neighbourhood. Every neighbourhood should have a place of peace. We all need to connect to nature to remain 
sane and calm. Please push for this in Upper Murrayville. I moved to the area near 219/44, originally from walnut grove that had 
connected walking trails (But left because of the increased traffic chaos near 88/208). Upper Murrayville lacks this trail 
connection and playground space. The township should buy the 37 acres for sale on 216 across from the Langley golf course 
and make a proper sanctuary to improve the area. Children of the day are changed through play in nature. Encourage this by 
making it very accessible in the upper Murrayville area 219/44  

Although I am very supportive of all of the above including upgrading at least 50% of all existing buildings to be zero emission 
by 2030, it does seem like a very aggressive timeline, whereas the other big moves seem reasonably doable. Also, a big step in 
increasing the percentage of trips made by alternative transportation, would be to have separated bike lanes connecting all 
Township communities. I understand that current cycling plan is to have this completed in several decades. It needs to be 
accelerated and completed by 2030. 

Don’t support initiatives that reduce access to clean burning natural gas. 

I am absolutely against forcing people to retroactively upgrade their buildings based on extremely weak unscientific climate 
theories.  

Limit pesticides  

Please do not make this a car-unfriendly community. Make it an EV car community, but let the elderly, ill, injured, people and 
those with multiple destinations to get to in limited time, have easy access from their doorsteps to where they are going. For 
many, bus routes and bicycles are NOT an option but a sentence to being house-bound. Do not cater solely to the youthful and 
healthy. It is a form of ageist elitism, to put a label on it. Ps I am quite able at the moment but life changes - for all of us.  

The means for some changes seem out of reach to middle/lower income people. You could explore funding opportunities to 
support private implementation of certain sustainability tactics and specific limitations on funding use.  

I believe that the Corporate Operations goal should be moved from 2040 to 2030  

How about some small moves direct to current tax payers NOW. What's in it for me? 

There must be a balance between cost and benefit regarding all aspects of these initiatives. Increase cost to the business 
community means increased cost to the consumer, and higher taxes.  



          

you are moving in the wrong direction promoting public transit. Though it is required by some, now more than ever independent 
private travel is desirable over "public". Making roads easier to travel, reducing wait times and congestion will in itself help to 
reduce pollution while EV and newer technologies are phasing in. 

Needs more of a focus on commercial vehicles and heavy-duty engines.   

You need to factor in that mandating zero emission new buildings is going to add to the cost and hence price, driving down 
demand. And potentially pushing residents to other communities - this goal needs to be implemented in conjunction with 
neighboring municipalities.  
 
We don't know enough about our existing building stock to set a goal as high as 50% for conversion of existing buildings.... 

World is naturally warming because on the glaciers  been disappearing for millions of years all we can do is continue on have a 
bit greener where you’re living. We need a Fraser highway bypass around Alder Grove and Alder Grove should be made into its 
own community town site  

As a small farmer water is very important.  Longer dryer summers with little or no rainwater.   

Zero emission buildings are a wonderful goal, but not if they are unattainable to families building new or renovating their homes. 
Cost of living is already too high in Langley ( and B.C.), therefore substantial subsidies are imperative to this initiative.  

Incentives for no till farming. Tilling the soil releases carbon into the atmosphere.  The no till method, also known as the original 
way of planting, helps capture carbon rather than release it. You should be all over this! 

Very, very, very supportive  

Switching to EV's is only mildly sustainable, it is a band aid. It's a nice band aid, but still just a band aid. Our transportation must 
be actively focussed. This has huge impact on zoning. Bedroom communities are inherently unsustainable because you must 
drive in & out. Mixed use zoning has to be introduced into every neighbourhood. Combine that with the fact that we have to 
densify our low-density communities in order for neighbourhood walkable hubs to take hold and flourish. Rezoning to 
sustainable densities will have to be streamlined and even incentivized to help with that. Take a look at Portland's new zoning 
bylaw as helpful reference. 

Net Zero is a great goal, but Net Zero-ready would be more in-line with the provincial and national levels of GHG reduction 
targets 

REGENERATIVE AGRICULTURE 

I have concerns with the added requirements for residential building design and construction driving up costs that put the 
burden on renters and first time homebuyers.  

Resilient Natural Systems should have a numerical target like the other Big Moves 

Forcing owners to upgrade residential properties to be zero emission places an unfair financial burden on homeowners in the 
township and will only drive up the cost of already high housing  

Would be nice to see the target for electrifying vehicle transportation separated from active transportation/transit - it will be too 
easy to let electric cars swallow up the improvements that are needed for cycling and transit in the township. 

are EV's really better. There are environmental risks manufacturing and recycling the large batteries required 

Making a shift towards a plant-based diet would have a huge impact on our carbon footprint and requires no additional budget 
funding, no new studies by consultants, and no new infrastructure - adopting a plant-based diet is simple, affordable and can be 
achieved right now.   

Question 20: Thinking about the Climate Action Strategy as a whole, what is your 

level of agreement with the following sentence: "I support the Climate Action 

Strategy, including the targets, actions, and projected investment required." 

I fully support that claim, although I would like to have more intense and fast changes regarding the Climate Action Strategy. 
The 2030 and 2050 goals are good, but research shows we don't really have 30 years to make an impact, we have way less. So 
it would be really great if there were closer deadlines, changes that can be achieved in the span of 1 to 5 years. 

The climate emergency affects every single one of us, despite the lack of awareness in some parts of our community. I am 
deeply passionate about sustainable agriculture and protecting and expanding green space which is why I think these initiatives 
are so important! 



          

I strongly agree because the threat of climate change is growing, and the only was we can solve the problem is with new plans 
like this! 

Climate action is necessary at all levels of government, starting with municipalities.  

It’s too dry in the summer for our cedar trees here in Brookswood  

I see this has a huge opportunity to take a leadership role in Metro Vancouver and beyond. It is an opportunity to educate 
citizens of Langley on how our collective footprint can be so much lighter than we might imagine. 

All must do our part for all our health and prosperity. 

I strongly agree with creating change for the better, and that climate action is an imperative topic. I did not tick strongly agree 
here, only because I have not spent enough time to look over the entire strategy in detail. I am leaning that way however, as 
this topic is of great importance and value to me.  

The pressure from communities to the west of us will seriously affect us if we do not react in thoughtful manner 

Climate change is an existential threat we must address head on at the community, provincial, national, and global level for our 

children's future. 

Too aggressive or fast to be implemented in a financially stable manner  

We are already seeing the impact of anthropogenic climate change and even is emission were cut dramatically, we have decades 
of "baked in" climate impacts.   

Ned to see budget numbers 

It's always good to look at better ways of doing things and improving efficiencies. It shouldn't just be a climate action thing. 

It is going to cost too much for too little gain. This will only work if the whole world adopts this. If our neighbours do not adopt, 
this will make us uncompetitive 

Net result is higher taxes, having to work more to pay for it, and higher carbon emissions.  

costs to much 

Man made climate change is insignificant. Taxes should be allocated towards low income housing.  

We can’t afford to push a climate action plan down the road anymore.  Give it as much attention we’ve given our current 
pandemic. 

Only have one earth  

Can not overlook the costs involved. Do not want to lose businesses operating here in Langley because we are demanding an 
output of money for improvements if the next city over isn't.  Also don't want to cause corporate rents to go up to our residents 
who run businesses due to the costs incurred by the building owners for retrofitting. Ultimately, those costs get passed down to 
the tenant through rising rents. Although I support NEW buildings NEW residences being held to a very high standard, the 
requirement to become compliant through retrofitting, could have other consequences.  

Real data indicates that the predictions you listed (such as extreme weather) are not happening. 

 
In any vase, only an idiot would believe they can affect their local climate by spending a fortune on something as silly as this. 
 
What improvements will result in this action. 

I do not know what specifically you intend to do.   

Global problems created by climate change.  We need to act quickly. 

We have to think about the future and what we are doing now to make that future sustainable.  

Usually this means more taxes. I’m not in support if increased taxes to fund climate strategy 

No data to support the impacts you have predicted. 
 

I base this on actual data. 

Don't know enough about the strategy to decide.  

it's a good way to protect our planet but there is always more we can do  

health is wealth, and that's a fact. 

It is good. 

its bad 

its a good statement  



          

Cause y not  

Green energy is usually not green at all. It just transfers the waste out of the public's eye, or kicks it down the road. 

Humans are not destroying the planet, we are destroying the ability for humans to exist on the planet. We need to take action 
now. 

for my children's children 

I feel there are more important things at this time to spend money on.  helping those hard hit by economic downturn, mental 
health and homelessness, living life affordably... 

There is no Climate Emergency.  And if there was, taking action in Canada would only destroy our economy while China and 
others continue to do so much damage that anything we do will not make one single improvement. 

Too much focus on EV and zero emissions and not enough recycle and reuse attention 

Crucial to make progress in this area.  

gotta start somewhere, the time is now. 

Climate action can only be successful if changes are made in the community level, the broad base of the country. The TOL 
outlines enough areas of opportunities for each citizen to find at least one area they can be part of and help reduce emissions in 
the TOL.  

I cannot afford more taxation and or user fees.  We are deep in debt and politicians seem to feel free to spend more. This 
country, province, and municipality, are taxing me to death.  We need to be conservative with spending and get back to basics.  
Stop living beyond our means!!!!!  And stop spending taxpayer money that isn't there.  

We have 9 years to get it right. 

Because it is something that needs to be put in place for future generations. 

Needs a mechanism of public input and review built in with reporting standards  

As a society we need to value and realise the importance of a healthy environment and take action to improve what we can.  

Crime and homelessness needs to be addressed first  

We have no choice if we want to preserve our community. 

The cost may be significant.  

Way too costly for local citizens to afford, for far too little return. Money better invested in things that really can improve the 
lives of citizens in the here and now. 

The future of our planet and population depends on it. 

Each community must do it's part to deduce climate change.  It is essential for the wellbeing of our community and the future of 
the planet.  We also need the township to promote easier ways for residents to make changes that positively impact climate 
change.  

I believe that the effects of Climate Change are a reality and we need to do all we can to help our environment. 

I was involved in the climate protests last year in front of the government building and am so heartened to see that there is 
positive change planned and underway. 

Getting tired of everything being about the climate. I’m all for fresh air & water but it has to be in balance with other issues that 
effect the average citizen everyday.  

Humans did not cause climate change and they will not stop it.  The earth has been warming since the ice age and will continue 
to do so regardless of what humans do.  Wake UP! 

There needs to be solid plan by other levels of government first. 

Can always be better  

Because idk 

37 million Canadians will not reduce any C02  at any significant amount to affect climate change we produce 2% of world C02.  
As for trees and planting them, Canada has more trees per person than any country in the world (9.74 Hectares per person) and 
not used when calculating our C02 emissions, this is 30% of the worlds forest. 

Climate change is a real issue nowadays, and it looks to be getting worse day by day. 

Because I like good air. I want the environment to be clean.  

To make the community a better place!  



          

We need to leave a better environment for our grankids 

Climate action at the municipal level will have zero impact if it is not supported on an international scale.   

A strategic plan to combat climate change, unsustainable practices and improve agriculture and local ecosystems is deeply 
important. It is one of the most critically important issues of our time and it warrants a response that will be informed and look 
to encouraging and supporting a transition to sustainable practices, renewable energy, and a goal of zero net emissions. 

Sometimes too much time, money and energy is spent on this issue, neglecting the immediate needs. I do feel it is important, 
but  there are other equally or even more important issues to be addressed. 

I believe that 'climate change' has been hyped beyond any reasonable level and that the supposed science behind it has been 
'cherry picked' and statistical manipulations  

Sounds expensive and the projection years are way too far away for me to have much buy in 

All municipalities should implement a strategy 

Far more important issues, lack of parking, roads not built to handle population, high taxes, township doesn't listen to the 

people 

Yes we need to make changes in all these areas BUT we must be careful not to make the "people" go broke doing this.  We don 
not need more "bike lanes" as the cost is too high and it is too dangerous for the bike rider. 

Its a waste of time and money and will only achieve a tiny amount of actual energy savings at a huge cost  

With the economic reality following COVID our priorities should be focused  on economic recovery/growth 

depends exactly what they are 

Implement strategies for sustainable living  

We only have 1 planet, and we are on course to destroy this planet. 

Because it's necessary and the proper route to take for the future. 

We need to do something. Enough talk 

I am Appalled that it is put on the townships and consumers to deal with these problems! It’s the large corporate companies 
that should be changing. Not us!!!  

cost 

Township does not seem to be practical. Watching too much television news reports that may or may not be factual 

I don't see the projected investment numbers.  

To give a quality life for generations to come. 

I think we are doing a good job already 

I don’t know enough about this plan and what it will cost.  

Of course I support this because I'm not an ignorant right winger. 

The future generations rely on the decisions that we make.  Water will become scarce, the Earth will continue to heat if we 

cannot increase carbon sequestration and lower carbon productions.  Poor soil quality from old farming practices will affect 
vegetation growth.  We rely too heavily of non-renewable resources.  

Because without taking action, the future of our children, grandchildren and beyond will be a frightening place to live. If we 
continue down the path we are on, the earth will no longer be able to sustain human life.  

The very survival of human life on this planet requires a climate action strategy plan!   

Some feasible probabilities to improve, but am not fully apprised of costs incurred with potential action steps - thus only agree, 
rather than strongly agree. 

We have no time to waste and if we don't start better protecting our natural assets from rampant development NOW, (our 
streams, wetlands, aquifers, tree canopy), we will be at the point of no return. 

Future of my children  

it looks like a good plan 

Very important for the future  

Climate action and environmental sustainability are my #1 concerns for building a better future. 

Because I want my children to love on a healthy planet  

The financial implications and time increases and the rigid decisions where people are forced to do things that are more costly 
and/or time consuming to them 



          

Need to protect environment for future generations  

Climate change is becoming a problem that is getting more difficult to solve, so the earlier we take action, the better shape we 
will be in for the future. 

The single biggest issue to our future is climate change.  

Climate change is a serious issue that needs to be taken seriously. 

You need the whole nation’s support  we all do it 

I think battling climate change is one of the primary things Higher Income Countries should focus on. 

Climate change is the biggest threat to humanity  

Because with the way the world is now, we need to make sure that the climate we live in is healthy. 

Climate change is an important issue but we should be careful not to through too much money into it and not have enough for 
other important issues 

You should add the caveat “without increasing property taxes” and you would have my full support. Alternatively become more 

efficient and/or measure against clear objective targets. 

Because we need to encourage everyone to do their part in our community and they will be encouraged if they see the township 
also doing their best to bring CO2 levels down and reduce emissions.  

It’s good for the planet 

To help preserve our way of life for later generations like mine, we need to collectively take action to help the environment.  

We are way behind in our global struggle to contain the climate crisis. We need aggressive actions to be taken to make up for 
lost time spent arguing about whether there is a climate crisis (globally). Every level of government should be making climate 
actions their utmost priority. 

There's bigger problems to focus on before climate change. Money should be spent elsewhere. 

Township of Langley does not seem to have invested in strategies to make this area more livable. It is high time to move from 
talk to action. 

Why should taxpayers pay for the changes to such a small community when there is a big bad polluting world out there.? 

We need a solution before change can happen. Electric cars are not the answer. 

it results in more harassment of citizens, EVs for example are bad for the economy, the production of lithium batteries and water 
needed is horrible, the production of wind turbines is poisonous, it is not the solution. All farmers in the TOL support the 
environment but we need to be the owners of our land and not restricted to death.  

Too much of the strategy is aimed at putting more annual $ into the Engineering Department - appears to be nothing more than 
a budget/tax grab. Just stop allowing unfit buildings to be built and stop cutting trees down. 

This needs to be undertaken  

cuz its important to David Suzuki 

The existing data and history show no trend toward disaster, and many of the claims made such as increasing numbers and 
power of storms is not supported by the data. 

The target is to make Langley a better area for people to live in. The action is visible, not only on paper. Also, it doesn't hurt the 
environment or the economy. 

I believe in order to have a good future, we need to take care of the planet now. 

The worsening climate cannot be ignored, so it is expedient that we make the necessary sacrifices now in order to preserve our 
future. 

Becoming a sustainable community with reusable resources is one of the most urgent and important issues in the coming years 
as climate change and pollution majorly affect our way of living.  

Most pressing issue for survival of this planet is dealing with the climate crisis.  

Climate change is something that every city and township all over the world must work together in order to bring a bigger 
effect. 

because it is necessary and important for the well being of the community 

maybe be more accurate about what they would do to support 

The climate is changing whether we want it to or not so we as a town should do what we can to slow it down. 



          

This plan is indeed a good plan, however I feel as if the policy is targeting corporations more than the actual populace which is a 
problem 

I say go for it :D 

I believe the Climate Action Strategy is reasonable to be achieved and it is a great plan to go by overall as citizens. 

By supporting the Climate Action Strategy, climate changes due to carbon emission will be reduced drastically. 

The Climate Action Strategy in Langley would be a small, but meaningful contribution to global warming.  

It is important for the future.  

I'd like to leave a healthier world for my children and grandchildren to live in. I'd like them to appreciate the natural world we 
live in and know we did something to change it, especially in our community.  

We have to do it  

This is our future. If do not address it in whatever capacity it takes, there is no future. 

I believe the more we'd now collectively as a township the better off we will be as a whole. It is just as important for our 

municipality and city to take action as it is up to each individual resident.  

Because climate change should be top priority. 

I don’t think we have a choice if the planet is to survive  

It is needed to ensure our future community will have a clean, diverse ecosystem and eco-friendly infrastructure. 

I do not believe Climate Change is real. I believe the earth naturally cools and heats and I do not want my government forcing 
me or my fellow Canadians to buy into the idea and then forcing measures on us. I believe in taking care of our earth and being 
good stewards of it.  

It’s been put off too long! Sick of warehouses and roads taking over our communities.  I’d love to have each township 
community have a safe walking route to schools and shops.  Enforce the bylaws at schools so parents get ticketed for poor 
parking, rule breaking and forcing us all to drive our kids because we’re too scared to let them walk alone!  Someone do a study 
on safe schools- add sidewalks, no parking zones etc. 

I don't strongly agree solely because a lot of the goals and plans are very ambitious and I’m doubtful of the effectiveness of 
some. 

Climate action is a hype that needs some attention. Many activities satisfy the public opinion but are not effective enough. I only 
support the 20% of the strategies that result in 80% effectiveness. Likely that is not what most people want. 

I lived in the TOL and what has happened in the past few years is a great example of how now to expand. 

We need to adjust to the climate. Concern about jurisdiction...what are the Township's responsibilities when compared to 
provincial and federal. 

Only some 

I very much fear that this whole exercise is more for appearance than for any actual climate action 

For the sake of future generations & our planet we can no longer wait to take action to mitigate climate heating. 

children’s future 

Don’t know/understand enough 

2020 has shown us the need for action! The planet is screaming at us, however our response has been at a snails pace.  

There is so much more we can do. We are seeing first hand what the lack of initiative and action to date has caused.  Small 
actions from many is the key and it needs leadership to make it mandatory.  Humans will adapt to change.  

I do not believe the climate action strategy to be adequate, and I think action must be implemented now, not by 2030! 

Climate is more important now than ever. I think it is a no-brainer that this needs to be a priority.  

Because you’re trying to play god with specious climate science that few ppl even understand to the degree of how we cause it 
or what is the potential fallout  

The warming of our planet is unequivocal. This warming changes Earth's climate and negatively affects its flora and fauna. 
Because Global Warming results mainly from human activities, it is only fair that humans (which include the Township of 
Langley) take appropriate actions to mitigate the negative effects of climate change. After all, even the most selfish human 
being will want to ensure his/her own survival! 

based on bad science. 

I don't believe climate change is man made.  Reducing carbon is the wrong way.  Carbon is live giving!! 



          

See my previous comment box 

Limited feasible alternatives to current reality. 

its not the responsibility of Langley township. It should be federal or provincial 

With the current pandemic how are people going to afford any  more taxes.  this is not the time to be spending money.   

We have no choice. 

The world is not going to be saved by the Township of Langley doing anything.  Not while countries like China and India, which 
have several times the population of Canada, let alone one municipality, don't implement similar ideas.  We're going to have to 
compromise our lives and it will accomplish nothing at all, so why ruin our lives? 

We need to get off the pot and get this started. 

Climate affects us all continuously. The climate in place that designed our current buildings and vehicles no longer exists. 
 
All new infrastructure and transit and transportation needs to be designed for the second half of the is decade. 

I support it because our world is producing way too much co2 nowadays, a 5 minutes walk can be rejected and most likely it 
would be a 1 minute car ride with produces lot more co2 than it would if you walked 

these goals sound good but also sort of vague. Is reducing carbon emissions enough? I think we should be focusing more on 
biodiversity and small scale community development, like businesses and local foods. 

Protecting and preserving our environment is the single biggest responsibility we have to ensure our children's future and 
humanity's survival.  We must take significant and meaningful steps to accomplish this.  

We have to do it. Now is the time. 

stop building high density residential building. leave the old large lot, farm lots!!!!! the infrastructure can’t handle what we have. 
stop go bottle neck traffic creates lots of pollution. ev vehicles don’t run with power outages 

The sooner we start, the high return the city will experience of their investment. It will also pose the Township as a progressive 
leader among its peers. 

save the planet 

We have to start now and not leave this for future generations.  

Costs. 

The TOL should be providing leadership through action, especially with our agricultural history and roots. 

I have kids I want their future to be viable.  

This is stupid and expensive.  Nobody who works for the township knows anything about science and they would only support 
this for corrupt or gullible reasons.   

We are in a Climate Cycle that can change either way. Your "strategy" sounds very expensive. 

Now is not the right time to start spending large amounts of money for dubious results. We need to recover from this pandemic 

and then begin to move forward with new housing and commercial developments being held to a higher standard. Existing 
residential and commercial cannot be  held to the same standards as new construction, nor should they be. Efforts can and 
should be made to move to better performance on the climate front in older structures but they cannot be expected to meet 
standards for new structures. 

It is extremely important that we move towards zero emissions and climate recovery before the damage is irreparable 

We have to look to the future for our children and generations to come. 

I honestly don't think you can do this.  

Because climate change needs to be addressed as soon as possible. 

In general, gradual moves in this direction are great.  However, goals and plans should be realistic and not contingent on tax 
increases.  New buildings could be made energy efficient but I don't know if it is realistic to expect businesses to retrofit existing 
buildings.  Simple goals such as improved recycling, community gardens, etc. should be a starting point.  I also think TOL should 
work to ensure we get a Skytrain extension to Langley (with parking at the station).  Next, TOL should lobby for provincial and 
federal funding for light rail around the community. 

I think they are too aggressive and therefore will be too costly given Langley's relatively small contribution to climate problems. 

I would prefer to see a stepped approach to the budget.   

some parts of it are questionable  



          

We need to live a more sustainable life. 

because, I've lived through many 'opinions/scientific facts' of climate concern and don't agree to spend much time and money 
and disruption on something that will change in a few years. Waste control is the big issue! 

Sustainability 

Need more information regarding allowing telecommuting. 

It's our future - and our children's future. We must make changes. 

There is a lot to implement. This is a great starting plan but there will be many adjustments as successes and failures arise 
along the way. 

Because there already are so many bylaws that restrict economic growth and development. There has to be a balance between 
the environment and economies. There are so many restrictions on ALR that it prevents investments and financial growth. 
Climate is important but education is required for farmers such as "till free farming" and prevention of using poisons. It is also 
very expensive to go 'electric'. I wanted to put in electrical solar roof panels but it is too expensive. Going Green is expensive. 
Also, the mental process in "green" buildings is not logical. I had to implement so many codes that in real life is not practical or 
economical.  

Because it’s our responsibility to protect our environment, and so that the generations to come can live in a world where there is 
still clean air and trees. 

It is imperative we act if there is to be a future for this planet! 

Because it is extremely important for our survival.  

Because we need to take action now. 

Climate change is not something government spending and increased taxes can stop nor should it seek to. The focus should be 
on clean water across Canada. EV vehicles run on mined lithium batteries, not clean energy. Drastically lower immigration, less 
people less pollution. 

I plan on living here for a while and I want our community to remain healthy. 

we are at a critical point worldwide to slow climate change and its negative effects. Langley Township has many resources that 
can be used to make significant changes and improve the quality of life for us and the generations that follow us.  

This is too big of a question to research in a five minute survey. 

Impact of daily life 

Taking action against climate change is critical at ALL levels. Adequate and measurable outcomes are necessary IMMEDIATELY. 

We can not continue to use fossil fuels and thus degrade and pollute our atmosphere. 

Climate action goes far beyond the borders of Langley. This is asinine to think that our communities has any control over the 
climate. Just asinine... 

Again, more critical issues to Langley residents include: traffic congestion, inadequate access to highways, increasing housing 
density (contributing to congestion), limited to no transit options for the entirety of rural Langley. Any funds spent on climate 
change initiatives would be much better spent solving the existing issues. Fix the current issues please! 

So much worry about "climate change" is a myth 

I am not familiar enough to comment 

I believe most of people is underestimating the damage from not doing to change. 

We need to set an example. I don’t want to live in wasteful or reckless environment  



          

its propaganda, we are not feed the truth, look at NASA for CO2 levels .04% of the air!!! 
 
building new homes with 2x8 not only increases the cost to build and therefore the cost to consumers it also will take 3x the 
forest to get that size of timber( so lets cut down the forest to save $100 a year in energy cost!!) there is no economic benefit or 
climate benefit. 
 
I understand most people are on board because its the " political" right thing to do but most people are so under educated on 
the climate its frightening. " we" are being feed made up numbers not facts and until people wake up, we are going to push 
ourselves into an economic down turn.  sadly, the big picture is life won’t be better because of all this non sense that we are 
being feed about climate change.  
 
P.S. the earth is getting COLDER not warmer. 
 
we have been told for decades that the world would end and its still going the 7 year time clock in NY is a joke-- yet politicians 
all over the world are agreeing because they think it will get them voted in again-- sad 

Often, when an action plan contains too many targets, it becomes more difficult to achieve any of them. Perhaps the handful of 
targets that would be most impactful in terms of mitigating climate change and improving quality of life should be prioritized. 

Allergies in our household have increased in proportion to increase of pollutants in our air.  People out here still heat their homes 
with wood fire and burn green waste from their yards. 

Our house is burning, we need to mitigate the impacts for our very own survival, and the quality of life of our children. We need 
to take bold actions now, don't let this crisis side-track all the great job that has been done at TOL, use it to redesign, the most 
resilient community in BC. 

it will turn into another TAX grab. 

It is well developed, considers the biggest local contributors to climate change, and outlines steps to mitigate further climate 
change impact. I am particularly fond of the green canopy idea.  

Climate change is not a crisis....there are more important issues in our community worthy of support. 
 
The climate action strategy is a lot of time and money spent for very little effect 

It falls short on action plans on some key area while being strong in other area 

I think it’s not a choice of “if” but “when” we spend the money. We have to do right by our children, and start the process now.  

Langley Township will continue to become more expensive and the middle class will be forced to leave. Small businesses and 
farming will suffer financially. 

To extreme . To many costs for not enough gain.  Canada is being taxed to death while money is wasted.  I have no faith in our 
government.  

The SDGs are mandates by the UN Agenda 21 that penalize & severely lower any standard of living for humanity. It's not about 
what is best for Langley residents, but meeting a political agenda that is not in the best interest of human beings. This whole 
Agenda is brainwashing. I, for one do not consent to this travesty against human beings.  

I do not know enough about each area to knows if any of this is realistic and how it might impact residents and builders. 
 
Lots of ideas cause great cost with little net gain in the intended area. 

Unrealistic and too expensive.  There are already too many regulations on the use of private property.  Everyone worldwide 
would have to do the same to have any effect.  This issue has become too political.  There needs to be a comprehensive 
discussion with all points of view being heard and non silenced. 

We are making a mess of our environment.  EDUCATION in schools, online, sending info with our tax bill etc. needs to be done.  
Videos of people PROPERLY composting, recycling would be helpful. 

I’ve grown up in Langley and see how much the city life is encroaching into our agricultural lands and green spaces. We need to 
salvage what is here and work with nature. Langley is horse country and home to many animals and parks. Let’s keep it as 
beautiful and safe as we can.  

We need to act now to slow the damage to our climate. The more radii I cal the measures we take the more we slow the 
damage we are doing 

There are more important priorities! 



          

We need to look at current and future generations and how we are effecting change at a drastic pace 

Focus on proper density and livable communities. 
 

Not urban sprawl! Condos, town houses and no amenities or infrastructure seems to be the mandate. 

The TOL must take strident action to minimize its contribution to climate change, and to be resilient to it. I do, though recognize 
there are many demands on TOL resources.  

Climate has always been in flux.  In the 1970's there was talk about a coming Ice Age.  Climate will always fluctuate.  The 
proposed Action Strategy is very controlled top down and too expensive to implement.  It proposes controlling every aspect of 
our lives.  Not ideal!  A less controlling approach will garner more support. 

Sounds like a bunch of U.N. propaganda to me.  They are using their spin on climate change to take over the world, quite 
literally.  If you don't believe it, read Agenda 21 and consider all the rights and freedoms they plan to remove from us.  I agree 
that we should be good stewards of our planet, but this should always be an individual decision.  No government should be 
telling people what to do in regards to climate change.  What it comes down to is this: Do your plans for climate action bring in 
more rules and regulations or less?  Bigger government or smaller?  The bigger the government, the more corrupt it becomes, 
with the U.N, at the very top, calling the shots.  Don't sacrifice Canadian sovereignty and freedom for an evil global agenda. 

There needs to be way to offset all costs here and not simply charge the residential clients. Businesses can pay as they make 
profit from destroying the environment in some way. 

The new building of  new zero emission facilities will have just as much of  an environmental impact as leaving the buildings as 
they are. As well the resource to build new facilities can be put to use managing our streams and green space. 

Only hesitation is on projected investment requirements 

Why is climate change a municipal decision and goal? Focus on fixing things now. Roads in Willoughby/Yorkson are horrendous. 
208 is a joke. Street parking becoming packed and residents have to park blocks away. Stop trying to fix the future especially 
when the present is broken. Climate change is crucial, yes, but have the provincial and federal government set goals and action 
plans. Township should focus on the Township.  

we have flooding problems, Pandemic shows natural resources (food) can be very limited, oil/gas is soon to deplete and is 
always a pollutant, prices will only go up so we got to hunker down now so that our future will be more bearable 

Langley has the best opportunity to lead all of Metro Vancouver. 
 
Langley has open land mass and with thoughtful development of community based neighbourhoods, to allow for affordable 
housing and open productive agricultural land. 

We are in the midst of a climate emergency. We must act as such 

We need a leading community in BC to forefront the green initiative. As someone who is going to still be around to see climate 
change negatively impact humanity I want to know that my community is doing the most it can  

Too much focus on changing science 

We are at a critical point in the global climate crisis. Action needs to begin immediately and it starts with each of us! 

Climate action is an invention of a socio-political faction. In time there will be no positive returns from this deviation and the 
whole movement will fall into disrepute. This collapse will result in a worse outcome than having no "climate action plan."  

I've already answered this. It's junk science at its finest. Upon what SCIENCE are we basing these decisions? 

Plans and actions need to be taken at a higher level, prov & fed to have any meaningful impact.  Waste of municipal budget.   

Most of this is a waste of taxpayer money.  We don't need studies on studies on studies. 

We have little time left to turn back climate change. Remediation must happen across all these areas if there is to be success. 

Langley local authority should build right awareness sooner. The goal should be to develop sustainable knowledge instead of big 
talks. 

Still not sure about Electric vehicles and LEDs and whether they are just a short-term solution that looks good on paper but with 
a larger long-term risk to our health and environment. 

Far too general and all encompassing. 
 
Anyone can commit to the next 15-20 goals. Meaningless 



          

I feel there are so many other more urgent and pressing needs in our city that need to be addressed before climate change.  

from what I have read about electric vehicles the waste we will be left with after their life span, I  don't feel has been addressed 
or advertised.   

Without some environmental planning, we will lose our chance to reduce the loss of green spaces and health of the population 
that needs these areas to regenerate mind and body. 

Climate change is today's largest crisis. We need to take it seriously and consider it in all of our decisions. Local government 
plays a critical role in helping to incorporate climate change actions into development and daily actions.  

I do not believe it is an adequately strong statement, and its implementation should be now, not ten years later. 

touches many different sides of climate change, it's a good start 

It is a crucial step to preventing a climate disaster. 

We need to make a change and do our best to help where we can.  

 Incorporated in 1873? Langley is so far behind they think they are first. 
 
Get on with it! 

My children are growing up in this township. I would love to help them and the coming generations to live a happy, healthy, 
green life, in a bio diverse world. 

This can’t wait.  

We need to be proactive to protect our climate for future generations. We are already behind on this objective.  

Don't waste tax money on fighting climate change in a largely rural municipality, Langley has many other more pressing issues  
that need to be dealt with before you all start trying to save the world. 

what are the economic benefits . no cost analysis 
 

what are the costs associated with this plan ?  no mention 

While I am absolutely glad that we have this strategy, there is so much more direct action we could be doing. Township has for 
long been worried about stepping on the toes of business, but the reality is that this crisis is existential. If anything, more 
investment, more aggressive targets, more stringent penalties and stronger regulation will be needed to get us through this 
crisis. 

I think the projected investment required is almost certainly insufficient. I support more investment even if it means higher 
taxation, as long as the additional taxes go directly to climate action initiatives. 

Because science shows we need to take action to preserve the future of our kids. 

Everyone should do their part to take care of the world we live in, not just the government and rules. If you can give people the 
vision to want to take care of things rather then forcing it on them you'll have more success. For example, motivate someone 
that has a really ecofriendly and friendly city garden so that it becomes popular and then people just want to do it. 

At least its moving forward.  The accessibility of public transit is absolutely shameful considering the amount of people. It is 88% 
because of the lack of option  

Not sure if climate action is a municipal issue 

It is the most critical issue to tackle for society. 

There is too much development and not enough green spaces  

Of course, the big factor is how much is our area affected by all the surrounding areas.  If the rest of the world is on the same 
wave-length, we should proceed with out minor contribution.  If not, no matter what we do, it will not make much difference 
over all. 

I don't support calling the situation a climate emergency, but I do love the natural beauty of Langley, conserving species, 
waterways, and encouraging non-wasteful modes of transportation like walking, biking and public transit (including developing 
SkyTrain to Langley) 

For continuation of the healthy lifestyle we all enjoy in TOL, including my grandchildren who live and attend schools in the TOL. 

Taxes have gone up more than the rate of inflation every year I have been a homeowner 14 years. How much cost will this incur 



          

I agree with the goals and sentiment. However, property taxes are already too high.  

We have a responsibility to reduce our emissions as quickly as possible, so that the climate emergency doesn't spiral out of 
control.  

Climate change is important to me  

There is no climate emergency!!!!!   Listen to good sources of information -- NOT the UN!  Dr. John Robson of Climate 
Discussion Nexus and Patrick Moore are excellent.  Read "Resisting the Green Dragon" by Dr. James Wanliss.  CO2 is NOT a 
pollutant.  Green houses pump CO2 into the green house to help the plants grow.  All plant life will die if CO2 is less than 
150ppm.  Right now it is about 400ppm but if it was 800ppm there would be a 35% increase in plant growth.  Ideally it should 
be 1600ppm!!  Polar Bears used to be a Global Warming icon -- only 500 living bears who will be extinct soon!!  That was 30 
years ago and there are now about 20,000 bears.  There is no Climate Emergency.  Do your research.  Clean air, clean water, 
garbage disposed of properly -- those should be the goals (remembering that CO2 is crucial for life; not a pollutant!). 

Necessary for future generations  

Why not? I'm not stupid and I understand science. 

We must eliminate the use of petroleum based products in all sectors of the food and beverage industry. That would be a good 
start. Eliminating straws and bags only is a drop in the bucket.  

If we as a municipality don't start acting on this now, what will be left for future generations? As a taxpayer it is important that 
we plan and budget for these initiatives now instead of getting caught have to pay more to rectify the damage in the future. The 
buck stops here. 

We have to be prepared for the advancing climate change. We have too long ignored the need for protective preparations to 
offset Ft. Langley's 50-yr. Floodplain issues. The new community now built on the dredged Bedford Channel silt demands this 
attention. Federal money would not support the proposal for a new museum on that floodplain, as you may recall. 

Would love my children to live and work in a vibrant, sustainable community.  

It will cost taxpayers too much.  I cannot afford more taxation and fees. 

This is the opportunity to be proactive in mitigation and adaptation and forward think for the benefit of future generations. 

How much it costs me? 

There is no simple solution to climate change. Everyone needs to do their part including at the Federal, Provincial, and Local 
Government level. 

It is worth it to invest now and prevent increased costs from climate change in the future 

climate action is critical for the future-- 

It seems like it’ll cost a lot of money for little payoff.  

It seems to be lip service, as the Township seems content to plow green space and mature trees for the sake of density. 

We cannot continue to take whatever we want from the planet, giving nothing back. Our survival and thriving depends on a 
reciprocal relationship.  

Climate action is not the only priority and if we manage other things in conjunction with climate action, we come out with 
somewhat of a balance 

It is absolutely necessary that we enforce the CAS.  We are approaching the point where our planet is so destroyed, we will not 
be able to fix it.  This means that our elected officials need to stop pandering to corporations and, instead, listen to the public 
who voted them in to try to reverse the damage already done by big business/factory farming. 

trying to be energy efficient seems to cause more emissions and effort and without a good transit system or SkyTrain out this 
way you are fighting a losing battle 

Everyone needs to do their part 

Let focus on better schools and less density in housing so that families can have room to play. 

Nice goals, but too aggressive unless significant incentives are provided as grants to builders/homeowners to upgrade or exceed 
targets. 

I find TOL pays lip service to climate action, with no real follow through to protect our water, eco systems, or green spaces. Too 
much talk, not enough action.  

We need to make changes, start small, local move to big, provincial, then federal 



          

We have to be an example of how to do things right in regards to climate change. 

Focus on immediate problems such as homelessness, property crime  

We need to change our ways. We need sustainable development. We need to slow down development. Quite taking away green 
spaces with all the new development. We don't have the infrastructure to support it.  

The options presented will all be very expensive to the residents and there is nothing in here that talk about offsetting the cost 
to residents’, step one should be to build supply....before increasing demand,  if electricity was very cheap then of course 
everyone would be onboard,  

Tell china and India to stop polluting the planet. Were fine.  

It has to happen and should have been a priority years ago. 

Let's do our part - but keep costs to existing structures, businesses and other systems to a minimum. Focus on new where 
developers will know costs before proceeding - do NOT punish existing by forcing retro fits. 

Because current building starts are opposite of what the desired plans are.  

The financial burden of some actions increases the cost of living, perhaps more than the perceived benefits.  

We must act now to curb the negative cumulative effects of climate change. 

We need to save the world for our kids 

Talking green is easy; doing is not. 

I fully support it but don’t necessarily trust the bloated staffing costs and ridiculous processes at tol to accomplish it efficiently  

If you truly want to control Climate Action you would make a far greater change spending that money by either giving it to 
India, S Korea or China to reduce the pollution there or make us manufacture our own castings, etc. in Canada to cut down 
emissions there meeting our emission standards here. Don't complain about our emissions here when we support highly 
polluting countries by buying their products.  

The climate has lasting effects on personal and public health, economics, geopolitics, and development. Investing in our future 
as a township, province, nation, and planet is not a question of if but when. The sooner, the better.  

Worried about the cost and many other things should be a higher priority.  I would like to see better use of green waste 
however. 

Waste of money Waste  

Climate action will only increase in costs. It will not reduce global reductions. 

Its important that we are taking more aggressive steps to mitigate climate change 

Our future is at risk and we cannot undo the damage that has already been done. Therefore, if those who are not doing so 
already, need to start to make an effort in their everyday lives or business practices that will help mitigate further damage to our 
climate. 

This is the single biggest responsibility we have and we are moving too slowly. 

The climate is changing, it has always changed. to think we can stop it is crazy 

Because we can do better. 

Climate action is a long-term commitment; prevention and action sooner than later will protect against worse problems in the 
future. Being proactive will save us from doing damage control.  

While the directive of the initiative is on point, the mode of implementation is errant.  

I think climate action is very important for a safer place to live for future generations. Our current systems of how our societies 
operate are not sustainable for the long term. 

For future generations, for our environment, to survive. To stop cutting down trees to reduce the warming effect, to prevent our 
lands from becoming a dessert. To have more options for recycling EVERYTHING, including soft plastics, and all other materials 
and packaging easier. Recycling should be free and not cost money. Reducing emissions is a must, it should have been long 

ago. We need people in leadership that understand the importance and care about our future generations. Langley could be 
even more beautiful, we could be role model to others, there is so much potential. We could do all this and still build and have 
enough space for everyone to live in. It is possible.  

Focus should be shifted to more immediate solutions. Cars and construction is a long process. Their are changes we can make 
faster. 



          

Proactive climate action is much cheaper than reactive. Health outcomes from fossil fuel emissions are just as  detrimental as 
climate change. Hits 2 birds, so to speak  

I'm tired of everyone telling me how to live my life. I recycle and do what I can to conserve and reuse but this is getting 
ridiculous.  

At $130/household (correct?) that is a bargain.   It is an essential step to a sustainable future.  To do nothing would be so 
irresponsible! 

It has been proven that humans have little impact on climate change. Spending money fund studies, implement strategies 
and/or actions will have little or no result. Try to stop volcanoes from erupting - they cause more damage to the atmosphere 
than anything we can produce in a thousand lifetimes.  Your actions will be just as successful. 

Investments expected from households will be hard to get as most people are surviving paycheque to paycheque in the Lower 
Mainland. 

Carbon dioxide is plant food, not pollution. I support decreasing pollution. "Climate change" is a political movement I am not in 
the least supportive of. All climate models have been proven wildly inaccurate by the experience of the last 20 years. TOL needs 

to follow the science not the politics. 

It is important that we move forward in reducing our carbon footprint and building a sustainable city. 

we need to try to use less energy and or move to renewable energy where feasible.  I would look to other areas that have 
figured out ways to do this rather than spend a lot of money doing "studies" that start from scratch. 

Environment is important  

Because it’s necessary.  

I didn't read them.   

I believe we all should do our part to accept that climate change is real and act upon ourselves to reduce carbon emissions 
against our planet. I see potential in the Township of Langley to discuss and implement actions based on the information I 
reviewed in this survey 

I don’t know your strategy and have little trust in local governments to do anything except vote to raise their wages, salaries 
and pensions and tax the constituents more to pay for it. 

Climate action is essential for the survival of human civilization as we know it where there is the potential for all humans to have 
a good quality of life. It is also essential for maintaining the diversity of life on the planet. Climate actions will also provide a 
more healthy and naturally beautiful community with better air quality and with greater resilience. 

There is no clear wording to include clean burning natural gas in future Climate Action Initiatives. 

I would also like to understand the cost of this to occur before moving forward, especially with a locked deadline 

The survival of the planet’s eco system depends on it. All other plan do not matter if we don’t deal with climate change and blo 
diversity  

Action needs to be taken now. 

Because to not support climate action is to support slow suicide of the human race. But I would amend that my support is for 
the correct action, not half baked ideas that protect certain backers of government but do nothing.  

we can't ignore it 

I want my kids to have a city and planet to live in 

The ideas are strong and relevant. Further community engagement should be used to tailor initiatives to suit the changing needs 
of our citizens 

Because climate change is real. 

It is clear that the climate is changing and without action the world could become uninhabitable. TOL seems to be a leader in 
taking action and is setting ambitious goals that must be met in order to have a chance. 

Local government has a very limited mandate to provide basic services in a fiscal responsible manner. Let’s not over extend this 
mandate for personal glory and just stick to the core functions of local government 

We can't wait any longer, we need to take action now.  

there is NO climate change 
 
and we cannot control it beyond the obvious stuff 
 
It is a big lie that is only built to cost us more time money and fear 



          

We need to recognize there is an issue with how we are living on our planet and take the steps to improve the situation or it will 
be devastating for future generations 

We need to plan for the future  

We need to take climate change seriously and make changes in our own community.  

Needs to be done... 

Financial reasons 

I feel that some of the actions will yield meaningful benefits, while others won't. And there's no clarity on the investment, so it's 
not possible to support the statement.  

All this means is taxes. Figure it out with the money you already take from tax payers 

ongoing and increasing smoky summers, hot summers, and loss of biodiversity are happening right here and right now. Action is 
needed now.  

I agree while balancing green initiatives with costs  

Increasing consumer cost and decreasing energy choices should not be thrusted upon the electorate without firm buy in from a 
majority of constituents, not just pandering from lobby groups.  

Because some of the policies have huge price tags, and there is a gap between the policies and cost effective technologies. 
 
Also, while Canada busts there ass to address climate change most of the world is not doing there share, especially the USA.   

things need to change, it starts with us. Its been too long big oil has been rolling everything. There will always be a requirement 
for oil until plastic alternatives are developed,  but there is no efficiency to its use as it will hinder profits.  

Has to be done.  Cost per home is not great 

It will benefit the place we live in 

It’s the right thing to do. 

We should be reducing energy consumption on all levels and areas. 

Don’t know enough about it  

Wanting there to be a livable Community after I am long gone 

Has to be done 

We will pay one way or another. 

Take care of people first, climate will follow. 

Because "climate change" is a natural occurring event or series of events. In the late 1970's through into the early 1980's, the 
environmentalists were claiming the next "ice age" was forthcoming. In 1988, the first "global warming" doomsday report was 
issued. Strange that the solution to both, ice age & warming, is the curtailment of Western industrialization. It is no coincidence 
that the phraseology shifted from "global warming" to "climate change" - THIS IS A LIE.  

I do not trust that local government will follow through. The strategy is great - on paper. 

The risks due to the impact of changing climate on health and economy are too great and if we can mitigate those risks now it 
will only benefit future generations.  

I have not read the draft document, but based on this strategy, there are some actions I STRONGLY disagree with (e.g., WTE). 

Not familiar enough - unintended consequences tend to dominate even if well intended, well framed and well executed. 

Waste of money 

It’s about our life quality  

The Township MUST take the lead. But needs to demonstrate leadership through action - you need to shift all staff mentalities 
(good luck!). If you lead the community will follow - it will be slow but there won't be a Township left if we do nothing. As Sir 

David Attenborough just said, "The Earth is finite". 

You can see the climate changes happening locally.  Water is important to survival.  Change is necessary. 

Life quality includes good air, and water. Less waste, and more recycling. 

We need to be living proactively and making decisions for the future. 

Correct focus 



          

I support and agree with the strategy very much but I am doubtful that it is being taken serious enough and considered a real 
emergency!! 

Because we’re all going to be dead if we don’t do something now! 

I agree because it's a no-brainer. I would strongly agree if the ToL displayed more convincing evidence that their love-affair with 
single vehicles is over. 

Paying more now to ensure a liveable environment for our children is worth it. 

Climate change is the biggest threat to our future and we need to fund significant and impactful moves immediately.  

We have a climate emergency, and council has declared it officially. It's time to do the real work to reduce the township's 
contribution to our carbon footprint. And not just the corporate footprint, but the impacts of policies on building, development, 
transportation on decisions/behaviour of township residents and visitors. 

I support the goals, actions and owners identified in the strategy 

I am not entirely convinced there is a long term climate issue. The earth changes and will change again. 

The strategy does not address the animal agriculture industry as a key driver of climate change and ignores the plant-based diet 
as an step we can take today can greatly reduce our impact on the environment.  Without addressing this issue, the strategy is 
incomplete and short-sighted. 

We should've had this ball rolling years ago when David Suzuki warned us then that we need to act now before we are close to 
the point of no return. Hate to say it, but that was roughly 20 years ago. BUT very glad to see that a municipal effort is being 
made so we can get this ball rolling now and encourage those within the township to take the steps to support this strategy for 
a better future. 

The solutions are, in many cases, not as climate / environmentally friendly as hoped once you look at the solution from start to 
finish. Look at electric vehicles as an example - the rare metals needed for batteries and the mining needs for them, the upfront 
environmental impact in EV manufacturing is too high compared to conventional vehicles.  

We have to act now 

 

  



          

Question 21: Of the following, which do you think will be most critical to ensure the 

Climate Action Strategy’s goals and targets are met? Other… 

Science & Technology 

Too much money is being put into climate change  

Doing nothing will have the same result. But much cheaper. 

Funding from building development, infrastructure upgrade fees and greenspace requirements 

Considering the work of LEPS, LSAF, the Small Farm Network and other community groups, it would be wise to connect with 
them and find ways to increase their impact on lowering carbon emissions in the Township. A lot of good actions are already 
happening in the Township and supporting those would widen the path to meet the goals of the climate action plan 

Another way to get  more tax money and get nothing but increased living costs. 

New plan no new tax dollars from any angle 

Please don't do this  

Funding from corporations 

Bill corporations! They are producing the waste gave them pay for the clean up!  

I don't trust enough local government to make these major choices. 

Stop approving the building of more condos and townhomes!!!!!!! 

federal government wont help , they are in debt from covid. Tax the rich more 

No property tax increases. Do more with less. Become more efficient. 

Your proposed committee is too small. 

We need to slow down until a solution is found. 

Change current TOL building bylaws to stop unfit buildings from being built and to stop excessive and unnecessary clear cutting 

of trees for the sake of developers 

Presuming the "education" can be based on reality and not scare presumptions based on pure speculation. 

corporate support 

All of the above. Everyone should have access to participate in funding this.  

Charge the developers a fee  

Stop causing traffic congestion with poor urban design and an unquenchable thirst for tax dollars at the expense of living 
conditions here   

You need larger countries to buy in.  As a global issue it needs global action.  Canada is a drop in a bucket in terms of affecting 
climate change.  Langley should wait for other larger areas to act first and follow their lead. 

Should not proceed due to costs at this point 

Support from countries which create a larger share of the problem. 

Identifying and Taxing the unsustainable corporations 

school collab 

support our natural gas and oil industry  IT is the industry carrying the freight for all the socialist B S in this country 

funding from all levels of government and commitment from the private business sector as well. 

We don't want to pay for this. Taxes, insurance, home maintenance costs. Its getting outrageous. 

Any of these options ultimately cost Langley residents money through taxes. I can't support any of the above options. 

you guys are looking at tis all wrong-- all this is a TAX GRAB which will just cost people more 

Training and workshops for Council members and special committee to support the implementation. 

Consistency 

When talking about public education, it is important to involve local community members that are knowledgeable in the area. 
Youth, Adults, and Elderly all have valuable input towards these projects and would benefit from learning about climate change 
and the township’s efforts to mitigate it.  

Proper tie-in with other ToL strategies, plans, actions, etc etc. Need to ensure things like zoning aren't working against climate 
change mitigation. 



          

Full discussion of both sides of every question 

Developers removing trees should not only pay for replacement trees, they should also pay for the ecological losses, such as bird 
and other animal habitat, water attenuation, and oxygen generation losses. 

martial law? communism? (that's a joke, but probably what it will take) 

If you need more taxes don't do it.  

mobility pricing 

Limited municipal funding 

Make it Mandatory, time for buy- in is over. 

maybe make more realistic goals.  

The  world has to believe that whatever humans do toward reducing climate change is going to have some impact.  The planet 
seems to have its own idea of when it is time to develop a feavor or when its time to get a chill. 

Pls do not try to fund through property tax increases. Residents are already paying too much. Many people, such as myself, 

can't afford more. 

A critical look at retention of green space/ALR. 

Getting Businesses to cooperate 

Businesses that run and omit the most pollution should pay penalties to fund the change and incentivize them to upgrade  

Access to cheap and high quality electricity In large volume, 

No money 

Stop this craziness 

Work and support program must be done without additional taxes 

Waste of money. We are over taxed now. 

above 

Still, a waste of money.  

It will require continued ignorance of science, even more lies by politicians, and ongoing willful blindness of the population. 

Ensuring it is not just the individuals but also big business 

No contributions from private corporations and private interest associations, please. 

No more tax increases for this feel good project 

do not use my tax dollars for made up fears 

Countries around the world also need to do their part. 

Revenue from single stream recycling. Educate people on how their recycling and composted can be turned into revenue for the 
township. 

Stop the neo-Marxist propaganda 

Funding from developers 

Business leadership too 

Public education on health impacts of their transportation decisions 

Please do not add the burden of these actions to the taxpaying residents of the Township. 

 

  



          

Question 22: Is there anything else you'd like to say about the Climate Action 

Strategy? 

I think education is so important! If students can connect to nature (having green space available for them) it promotes caring 
for creating and passion for preserving a healthy climate because these students feel genuine care for nature. 

Taxpayers pay enough cut some of the deadwood as well as salaries and use this as funding and never mind taxing the common 
man more 

It is an exciting plan, and I am hoping the conversation will spread in our community, and am myself involved in trying to get to 
animate the conversation. 

I hope it doesn't get tied up in too much red-tape, and that it is made clear that this is imperative to incorporate in all future 
work municipally, whether everyone agrees or not. I don't always agree with "incentives" as I don't always think we should 
incentivize or reward people for doing what is essentially the right thing, but I understand that some incentives are helpful, 
especially right now, with finances challenged, businesses struggling, etc. I would like to see a shift from big developers & big 
business with money to where decisions are being made to invest in our social fabric and global climate.  

time is short to engage in actions 

Leave the rural properties out of the climate strategy 

Priority should be placed on initiatives that result in net lower carbon emissions, evaluating both carbon required to achieve 
results, as well as the end results. Sometimes making changes requires significant carbon, time, and financial inputs that can 
offset their potential benefits. Financial commitments need to focus on the changes that can deliver the most tangible results 
quickly, and efficiently.  

If council is look warm on this and doesn't Actively champion putting this strategy into action, it might as well join all the other 
feel good plans gathering dust on the shelf. 

Residential is not as concerning for me as the commercial, farming. The volume of consumption for farms and commercial 

properties is huge and shouldn’t be ignored. Chemical use, water use, emissions. the impact from farms opening up the faucet 
and flooding fields far out way my families use of the sprinkler. Please review farms, their practices and impact. What chemicals 
are they spraying into our air that our children are inhaling as they play?  

With the amount of new multi family buildings going up roads and transportation seems to be a last thought. How do you move 
that many people  

Think long term. Grave-to-grave. No quick fixes that are trendy. Do a lot of research and study the problems before committing 
to expensive half-solutions. 

Generally, I am not in favour. Focus on other priorities like paying off debt, reducing taxes, supporting conventional families that 
are raising the next generation, and keeping us safe from war, terrorism and crime 

I would like to see more rail options for transit. 100 years ago, it was possible to commute via rail from Chilliwack to Vancouver. 
Now that would be very useful to have that option. I am not saying sky train, just rails of some kind. Link the communities south 
of the Fraser and get people out of their cars for the daily commute. Give people the option to use transit. No one likes the bus, 

everyone likes trains 

Canada has the 2nd lowest carbon footprint per hectare in the world. Northern climate with vast distances between 
communities. Ultimate result of this climate plan will be lower standard of living in a region that is already almost impossible for 
young persons and families to live & work in.   

A strategy is important. I think it's important to make the changes needed and investments to be put towards new policies, 
buildings and infrastructure BEFORE investing in old buildings and infrastructure. The old infrastructure upgrades could be a 
financial and time drain on limited resources. Make our policies and investments for new and future first priority and then look to 
current and past to remediate those as needed and as able. I don't think it's fair to put the burden on the Langley residents 
financially so the biggest impact with the least amount of financial burden is to change policy and strategies for new buildings 
and development. The new development going throughout Langley lacks greenspaces and infrastructure. That's a much less 
costly fix for the current Langley taxpayer to fix policy so at least what is going up today and in the future will have the proper 

greenspaces and hopefully zero carbon footprint. New neighbourhoods can have water saving systems. New neighbourhoods 
can be designed with better transportation infrastructure to allow cycling and walking paths. Let's start making a better future 
before trying to fix what is broken and likely more costly to fix that will be beneficial in the long term. 



          

Amalgamate Langley city and the Township of Langley to reduce the size of local government. One office one government is 
sufficient. Many dollars saved for the tax payers! 

Waste of time  

A big discussion over the past 5 or more years has been development in the Brookswood Fernridge area. Moving forward into 
developing other OCP's - the value of higher density should be encouraged to control the urban "sprawl". This will require a 
better design of higher density with shared green space/growing gardens/shared vehicles to connect to other forms of 
transportation/geothermal/solar/higher quality building materials etc. This will win people over. It has to look very different than 
what has been seen in the past in order to get "buy-in". This is a compromise which developers won't like, but residents will. 
Higher density, but not so high that it looks like everything that has come before. If property owners/developers get to build on 
their larger parcels it provides balance in our economy and much needed housing. People opposed to this development can be 
encouraged to support the plan if it feels like it is the right thing to do for our planet and our children and grandchildren. The 
reason people get scared by development is because the plans presented are still very "cookie cutter" once you propose a move 
to higher density.  

Unless you can provide the cost and resulting climate benefit (the benefits are unquantifiable), this is nothing more than a tax 

grab. 

In these trying times, proceeding with this strategy is utter madness. 

CO2 is not a poison; it is needed for vegetation. 

Please don’t think we continually want our taxes going up.  I live within my means and would love to see the township do the 
same. 

Be mindful of keeping our water ways, lakes and streams clean.  Reduce or eliminate harmful pesticides that are the real threat 
to our environment.  CO2 is actual good for the growth of plants. 

No more tax increases, to much money now. 

Thanks for your work leading up to formulating this strategy.  

its lacking any mention of creating resilient farms and ecosystems to impacts of climate change. 

I cannot afford more taxation and or user fees.  We are deep in debt and politicians seem to feel free to spend more. This 
country, province, and municipality, are taxing me to death.  We need to be conservative with spending and get back to basics.  
Stop living beyond our means!!!!!  And stop spending taxpayer money that isn't there.  

It needs to be done soon. 

Waste of money, time, energy. 

It makes me so happy to see my local government taking action against the climate change problem humanity is facing. 

Thank you for taking this initiative.  So important! 

I'm pleased that the TOL is exploring and advancing strategies to support positive policies and actions to address Climate 
Change. 

Sheep Following Sheep.  Wake up folks. 

Great way to raise taxes, produce nothing tangible and not  have any responsibility for the outcome as you can blame the IPPC 
if their results are wrong. We live in a sub artic climate, if we warm up to California's temperature great. 

It is critically important that the Climate Action Strategy and the Township of Langley involves Indigenous Katzie and Kwantlen 
peoples in decisions regarding the land and how best to manage it. Additionally, incentives for people to participate 
(development of local urban agriculture, community gardens), investment in renewable energy industries and local innovation 
are very important. 

Focus on educating businesses to develop and implement waste reduction strategies.  With covid every business sector had to 
present a plan to how they would meet covid restrictions and they did it and did it quickly.  I would like to see the township 
develop the waste reduction requirements and then each business sector in consultation with their business people present how 
they will meet the requirements and then inspectors funded to ensure compliance.  Reduction of waste and wasteful 
consumption is key to reducing emissions. We can have sustainable economic activity in Langley. 

Time and money better spent on supporting and enhancing the local business climate and working with the Province to extend 
and spread SkyTrain through the valley 

Take money out of special interest groups and focus that spending on some action towards your goals. 

Be careful what you are trying to achieve and also the length of time implemented. 

Its stupid 



          

Great initiative but poor timing, focus on economic growth 

Bike lanes should be taken out. They are a waste and are not used sufficiently. 

Again, a huge part of the problem is population- moving more people into areas without the capacity just induces a lot of 
unnecessary problems- traffic being the most significant.  In order to minimize the impact of car emissions, which is the most 
current problem, the most effective way is to not to have so many cars on the road. 

This should not be the cost of the tax payers!!!! We are struggling to make ends meet why is our taxes paying for the mistakes 
of the corporate business that creates the problem! It should be part of their business model to reduce there use and production 
of plastic waste!  

The changes need to be manageable for families, businesses and the local economy, to garner public support. The acceptance 
of the changes is dependent on, and needs to incorporate the current lifestyles and how residents go about their daily lives. 
Behavioural changes are slow as people adjust their approach to their specific challenges. An incremental approach with 
forewarning will allow for the majority of residents  to make adjustments over time. It will allow them to digest the changes to 
become accustomed to the new normal.     

I can't even get a much needed sidewalk on 52nd avenue to walk to get daily basics and you're talking about spending money 
on grand ideas. A person needs a meal before dessert! 

Don't give it lip service and do not put the financial burden of funding to the middle class.  It's time to actually tax big business.  

The to take action is NOW! Our future depends on it.  

Thank you for taking the time to create this survey. I hope the people of Langley come together and do their part to contribute 
to a hopefully sustainable Future. 

Challenging times; thank you for seeking to address this issue amidst a myriad of others. 

I’m glad TOL are taking these steps 

Stop reducing ALR!  Incentivize local growing of crops not animals.   

Before you go ahead with new strategies, perhaps the Township should spend more time improving existing services. There is 
no waste removal services in rural parts of Langley. Additionally, recycled material routinely gets the 
 
Town in the garbage. Fix this first. 

Talk to young people in schools many have ideas about how we can reduce our impact on the environment.  

Langley was good to live in once. Not anymore.  

I expect to see concrete action taken on this strategy before the next municipal election. 

You are wasting your time and our resources. Put the resources towards infrastructure projects that help the community.  

Stop wasting money on things that won't stand the test of time. We need to slow down and wait for a solid answer to our 
energy problem. 

we have bigger problems, we need more good doctors and control, more hospitals and improve health care significantly, the 
wait times are ridiculous and often deadly. Make an initiative to stop buying products from the world‘s biggest polluters and 
promote local and HELP the locals and fight the ALC 

Is this really going to amount to anything useful? 

Please keep Langley green and beautiful  

Yes, I think you need to read more science history, and shy away from politicized "science".  Look up what has happened in the 
legal arena with one Michael Mann from Penn State.  Look up "climategate". 

It is something that needs to be implemented immediately. 

Go for it today - tomorrow is too late!  

Thank you for asking for our opinions :) 

Healthy soil will create a healthy world. Support farming that creates healthy soil.  

Forget about "green" energy (doesn't exist) and work on reduction of energy use. Let's focus on problems like waste 
management and recycling of plastics. 

You wouldn’t need it if you would slow down development  

I am a student from Walnut Grove Secondary that strongly supports the Climate Action Strategy. 

Don't do it. Don't force it on us.  



          

Stop talking and implement your strategy- we’ve had education since the 80’s!  

Don't take to many actions. Consider what is most effective. Educate the public: not on what you want them to believe to 
support your strategies but what is the truth.  

TOL needs to do better especially with preserving what little tree canopy is left. The excessive removal of mature forest is a 
stain and is a bad excuse for the housing that has been supplied. More parks and natural forest need to be preserved.  
 
Companies within the township need harsher recycling and disposal rules. They can throw everything in the trash if they want 
with no repercussion.  

Nobody ever mentions overpopulation  
 
None of this would be necessary if the world have only 1 or 2 billion people. 

The climate strategy you offer does not adequately consider maintaining/increasing the existing farmland, green space and 
wilderland areas. Housing and building "development" in Langley so far appears to have been allowed to run amok, destroying 
areas of agriculture and natural landscape. 

India and China are the fastest growing economies and they use coal . I don’t trust you and frankly believe you just want an 
oxygen tax  

To answer question 21, I could only select up to 3 sources. However, I consider "public education on climate change" very 
important to make people realise the seriousness of the climate change crisis and its mitigation through planned activities like 
the Township's Climate Action Strategy. 

Go back to the drawing board. Or be more transparent. Everything cost money....from the Township's population 

I just do not believe in emissions and climate warming 

I think this is political posturing and a clever way to raise taxes and get some business for clean energy industries.  Langley's 
action on climate will not accomplish anything at a global level by itself so we're just going to spend money and compromise 
everyone's lives for no good reason. 

The Township only addresses itself in tis questionnaire. The Township must not develop its own solutions in isolation, but must 
ensure that a "West of Rockies" approach is taken to enable buy in from everyone from Alaska to Oregon 

I think that it should be put in place asap before it's too late, not for us, but for the future people that will live on the planet 
after we pass away 

While support and engagement is important at the individual level,  positive action must come from the bigger players i.e. 
developers committing to less density building to allow more green spaces, controlled and limited tree cutting, using 
environmentally friendly building practices.  This is particularly important in the township where tremendous amounts of building 
is taking place. Necessity drives innovation, and changing building codes to demand environmentally conscious products will 
force the technology to improve and therefore become more cost effective. For example making solar panels and grey water 
recycling mandatory on all new buildings. If the big players lead by example it will be easier and cost effective for the individual 
tax payer to follow suit. Thank you. 

again, quit building high density housing with all the problems that go along with it 

no 

There is no proof that our township's activity is having any effect on the climate.  Carbon dioxide in the atmosphere is currently 
at 400 parts per million.  This is only 220 points higher than in the ice age.  The earth has sustained levels that exceed out 
current level by ten fold such as the Cambrian and carboniferous periods.  Anyone who is concerned about our carbon dioxide 
output if ignorant of the facts.  It's not the township's job to change the atmosphere.  Better to spend it's time trying to find 
ways to lower our taxes.  I suggest that the councillors give up their salaries and become volunteers to save us some money. 

Insulation of buildings. 

We believe this current Council has good intentions and motivation to keep the Township on a green, safe direction. We wish 
you well and hope that succeeding Councils will carry on in the same vein. 

A worthwhile goal as long as it doesn’t dig into our pockets. 

are you really serious? 



          

Regarding improving the environment of TOL, Langley Rod and Gun Club should be immediately closed.  It creates noise 
pollution that is both highly irritating and possibly detrimental to health of residents in the sound corridor north of the club.  
Current science in this area indicates that noise pollution can create birth defects, learning disorders and cardiovascular disease. 

You need to broaden your sources of information on the issue. The IPCC is only one and not necessarily the best. 

The provincial and federal governments needs to buy in. How about an insurance rebate on efficient second vehicles and 
motorcycles? Impossible for one municipality to make a significant change.  

Congratulations on the initiative! I wish you all the best! 

Need more support for telecommuting. 

Engage businesses and corporations for funding support.  Banks, large retailers, etc. should be responsible for improving the 
community they operate in and should be engaged in this action as well.  

There is so much debate on climate change. And implementation is expensive for the individual. Bylaws etc. cost us more taxes  

Get going! 

Stop building so many town houses and condos. More parks and green spaces.  

It is truly a shame That the present Township council  didn’t think of the climate while decimating all the trees and land in the 
Willoughby area.   

It won’t go anywhere without the oil and gas industry to pay the bills In the meantime don’t run us into unrepayable  debt  
Thank God Municipalities can’t take on long term debt 

I think the Climate Action Strategy is a great start to making our community more sustainable and even providing leadership to 
other communities on how to pull together for positive changes that benefit people, the environment and the economy. Thanks 
you for taking this initiative 

This is never taken into consideration but would like to put it forward here. The space program it is disrupting the protection 
around the earths atmosphere and putting objects on the moon is what causes tsunamis as the moon controls the oceans. 

Actions speak louder than words. The Township should be informing the community through many channels of communication 
on what projects are underway and completed. This will demonstrate commitment to these initiatives and educate the public on 
the critical nature of these action. Again, immediate action is necessary. 
 
TOL should also be investigating what initiatives that adjacent municipalities are implementing. This will ensure our actions are 
complementary and that our practice standards are comparable or even one step ahead. TOL should be both a leader and a 
partner in these efforts. 

This is not needed for Langley. Provincial maybe, federally yes. But municipalities should be focused on infrastructure and 

community happiness.  

Probably said it all already, but I'd like to re-state that this entire initiative is costing Langley residents money which could be 
spent solving tangible, existing issues which affect every one of us. I don't understand why Langley would prioritize climate-
related initiatives when the township is largely rural, with already low climate impact and suffering from an aging road network 
and minimal transit options. 

I would like to know the total amount of recourses put into this plan and how much it really cost with employees and their 
benefits etc.  
 
** get the fact to the people and manage to them not the hear say of what is going on.  
 
I leave you with this final thought: don't you find it strange that the world ( a few very wealthy) people their solution to covid 19 
is the " great reset" which all about the climate. think about this.... 

I am not sure if the Climate Action Strategy includes prioritization of certain targets. Often, when an action plan contains too 
many targets, it becomes more difficult to achieve any of them. Perhaps the handful of targets that would be most impactful in 
terms of mitigating climate change and improving quality of life should be prioritized. 

Thank you! 

Keep leading the way toward a carbon neutral community, it will bring provide more long-term benefits than short-term costs for 
everyone. Make it happen. 



          

The TOL should have a similar policy, like Surrey has on tree removal. The cutting down of trees is getting out of hand. We need 
the trees for clean air. 

STOP talking about the plan start showing signs of implementation.   I witness this Council continue to approve wild scale 
DENSE development without any consideration of the impact of this on the climate or on well-balanced social residential 
development.  WiIloughby development is one example of Council supporting BIG developers without any regard for  the 
environment impact and what is being built - it will be the future Langley "slum" - houses built way too close together without 
ANY GREEN SPACES for parks, schools, community services or just good old green space - maybe a few lots left with old growth 
trees would be a good start on supporting the words written in the Climate Action Plan 

If Langley Township becomes more expensive because of this strategy more people will move east and have to commute and 
that will increase emissions. There won't be small stores, which will lead to driving to other towns and online purchasing  which 
will increase emissions from delivery vehicles and local cars as well. These emissions will offset the benefits of the strategy. 

We are all struggling to make ends meet.  We need more affordable housing for our young families. Lower cost of living.  We 

need to buy Canadian and support our western provinces.  We will be broke if we think green will dig us out of the debt we are 
wrong.   We will survive by not turning everything green overnight.   

It's wrong, wrong & wrong. It is proselytizing for the UN's political agenda wrapped up in the SDGs. They are not in the best 
interest of human beings and rather brow beat people into thinking we're "bad" people... guilting people living their lives as best 
& respectfully as they possibly can. This climate action strategy is diabolical based on lies perpetuated by 
Oligarchs/Technocrats/Plutocrats, etc. It's just plain wrong & I do not buy into this nonsense.  

The strategy appears to accept a set of assumptions as if they are the equivalent of "the world is round not flat."  Climate 
change may be a natural ongoing occurrence.  If so, then all these expensive proposals will amount to nothing but worldwide 
impoverishment.  On the other hand, our present course may destroy the earth.  We all need more information and fuller 
discussion of all opinions. 

Please support community rail. 

Again, where are these goals coming from? What greater goal do you have in place to ensure well being of our community? Our 
farms? Our livelihoods? Our small businesses?  

Please help change the damage by helping the local communities change for the better. Spend the money wisely! 

Get sky train to Langley ASAP, also build sky train north along 200th 

Surrey and Vancouver have great climate action strategies. Perhaps take some of their materials into consideration  

Too controlling - Too expensive. 

There are too many flaws to count.  For example, you mention green building, but don't thoroughly specify what green building 
is.  This is open for debate, as there can be vastly different ideas of what green building is.  I am keenly interested in this 
subject, so I have taken out dozens of library books and can see that there are two basically opposite camps, with many shades 
of grey in between.  Some green building concepts focus on making the building envelope as tight as possible, to increase 
energy efficiency, while disregarding the embodied energy of the building materials.  These buildings are often ridiculously 
complicated and use a lot of plastic and concrete - not at all environmentally friendly, in my opinion.  My idea of a green building 
is to make it as natural as possible - passive solar design, thick, monolithic walls of cobb or hempcrete to regulate temperature 
and humidity, earthen floors, wood heat, collection of rainwater for domestic and garden use (which you can't do with a green 
roof), composting toilets... things like that.  Would my building design be nixed by your many bylaws because it didn't agree 
with your perception of green building?  It concerns me that you are taking freedoms away from people.  Other things I noticed 
were the fact that you plan on changing to LED lighting, another technology with questionable benefit.  A book I highly 
recommend is Paul Wheaton's "Build a Better World in Your Back Yard," in which he makes a pretty strong case for good, old-
fashioned incandescent bulbs.  Also, in your waste management section, there is not a single mention of chickens.  The most 
obvious way to deal with compost is to feed it to your chickens, so why not allow everyone to have a few in their back yard?  It 
would also provide the most local source of protein - a win-win for people and the environment. 

Focus on operational businesses and agriculture. They are the biggest polluters. 

Great work. Happy to see we are not just talking about this but doing something 



          

Why is climate change a municipal decision and goal? Focus on fixing things now. Roads in Willoughby/Yorkson are horrendous. 
208 is a joke. Street parking becoming packed and residents have to park blocks away. Stop trying to fix the future especially 
when the present is broken. Climate change is crucial, yes, but have the provincial and federal government set goals and action 
plans. Township should focus on the Township.  

We need to give trustworthy(no fake news or exaggerations - just truths) education to the public that humans DO have an 
impact in Global Climate and that any action for the benefit of the environment is a SURE benefit to all RESIDENTS in all aspects 
($, living, health,...) 

Let's be a leader for BC, Canada and the world. Regenerative agriculture and the damage caused by animal agriculture should 
be introduced into the education system so that we are helping youth understand the importance of growing our food in a 
sustainable, local way. 

Langley is not viewed as a metropolitan city that is forward thinking. I love living here - and I live that you’ve sent out a survey 
such as this. I believe the challenge will be in the general mentality Langley residence have toward the importance of these 
Climate goals you’ve set forth. Buy in through education, along with building excitement by explaining the value it adds will be 
an important step.  

I am sorry to see time and money wasted in this direction.  

implementations is important 

Other than it's a waste of money and making the Township look foolish? Not really, except that I'm not happy as a taxpayer. 

I believe the climate is cyclical.  Of course, it changes, and of course humans affect it to some degree.  It's been changing 
forever and will continue to change.    
 
Electric cars are not clean.  The batteries are improving, but already the waste in landfills is disgraceful. What will it look like in 
50 years?    Proper forest management would eliminate many fires.   
 

Most important is to stop polluting our planet and the oceans.  All we do these days is waste and dispose.   In my parents day 
(which is supposedly so terrible), there was one car per household, we walked or rode our bikes, and we did not waste.  Clothes 
weren't thrown out every season.   
 
I think this "strategy" is a giant waste of taxpayers money.  New builds can be improved, and eventually most structures will be 
"green".  Don't make it more and more restrictive.  That just encourages people to ignore the rules. 

We are heading towards very grave situation on climate change. In my opinion, it is not about funding, budget etc. But a 
positive action for our existence in planet earth. 

Let's not go overboard! 

Sooner the better 

There are better ways to provide money to projects right now 

Our traffic issues are the joke of the Valley.   Disorganized unfettered development is a net Loss for our communities.  Maybe 
take a drive through Willoughby before the next election. Let’s get up front and leave the Dinosaurs behind. 

Focus on walk-able neighborhoods, and improving roadways and transportation infrastructure. Less Traffic congestion will 
reduce more carbon emissions per dollar spent then any of the initiatives mentioned above. You can’t convert municipal assets 
to zero emissions, convert to ev fleets, AND say we can’t fix 208th, or 80th, or 72nd because there is no money for that.  

the earth's climate has been in constant change for hundreds of millions of year ...live with it ... 

we have no time to waste 

It's too stringent. How will the homeless ever get a home? How will the single mother get to work? How are all these rules of 
what you are allowed to drive or build going to work for regular working people? Not everyone can afford this, and Canada is in 
debt. You need to find ways to motivate the people. 

I probably won't be around when any results materialize.  So you could progress with the GREEN BURIAL plan so I can 
contribute more that just driving an electric car some day. 

Unfortunately, we and the world need a Strategy. 

Nice idea but would someone thing about the taxpayer.  



          

Why not try to amalgamate with Langley to reduce administrative costs? The current division seems very wasteful and 
inefficient. 

The idea of "sustainable development" was introduced in the book, "Our Common Future" written by the Vice President of the 
World Socialist Party founded by Karl Marx.  Karl Marx - a wicked, lazy, drunken man who wrote (with Engels) "The Communist 
Manifesto" has inspired the deaths of more than 100,000,000 people in Communist countries.  God, the Creator of heaven and 
earth promised:  "While the earth remains, seedtime and harvest, cold and heat, summer and winter, day and night shall not 
cease."  Genesis 8:22. This earth will remain until the end of the 1000 year reign of Jesus Christ from Jerusalem and will then be 
" burned up" (2 Peter 3:10).  God will then create a new heaven and a new earth (Revelation 21:1) which will last for eternity. 

It's very timely that the Township has taken on this priority.  Good luck with your communication to inform everyone who lives 
in this community. 

Get going!! 

When changes are made, they should be gradual and predictable.  Change is good, but must be evaluated based on the impact 
of that change and the trickle down impacts.   

ToL needs to walk the talk. Housing development brings too many people into Langley and this has a negative effect on our 
environment.  Even with all the actions taken, they will be increasing pressure on the environment. Just think of the increase in 
sewer outflows, extra demand on water and congestion on our streets. Stop bringing more people into Langley! 

Keep up the great work and don't let anything stop your momentum. Change needs to happen so let's be leaders and not 
followers.  

As a retired taxpayer on fixed income I cannot afford to pay more in taxes and fees that I already pay. 

Recycling should be unlimited & all plastics should be separated from garbage so it doesn't end up in the ocean.  

Just slow down the crazy high density development in Willoughby  

Sooner is better  

It's very important that the climate emergency be taken seriously and changes are made.  

Provide grants for photovoltaic residential installations 

Stop clear cutting trees! Pretending to fence off old growth trees during the building of new developments, only to cut them 
down one by one when you think no one is paying attention. Shame on you all.  

Please get that dang tree bylaw to actually happen. So behind the times and other Municipalities. 
 
Please ban wood campfires at Regional parks and campgrounds ( Brae Island) I can’t have good air quality close by with these 

fires burning nightly. 😠 

Don't let this be something you do for show or for politics. Please make this a real priority. Do not let politics get in the way. 

Take it seriously and start with stopping rampant development. We have enough density already. Quit approving new high 
density development.  

No more changes. Our world is changing too fast and we do not want all these changes all the time. Most of all no SkyTrain in 
Langley. It will bring the crime, druggies, and poverty to the TOL. Really hard for people like me with a you g family to afford 
housing and we only rent. We will never be able to own in the tol due to insane prices and property tax. Sustainability wow 
great, but let’s make sure people who were born and raised in Langley can actually afford to live here! Don’t be passing in the 
bill for these climate changes to me! 

Less bureaucracy, more action - now. 

It appears to be an enormous program with associated costs, inconvenience, bylaws, rules, red tape, with little to no actual 
impact. Seems the Township is interested in becoming more green JUST for the sake of it. Township of Langley did not nor has 

it ever elected a GREEN party politician. Seems the township has lost sight of that and appears to have adopted that political 
position. 

No more taxes! 

Let's take action now! 



          

Money can only come from one source i.e. the taxpayer.  This plan seems to be too extreme, controlling and costly when right 
now the population is trying to survive. As far as electric cars go, what are people going to do with the old batteries? It is 
impossible to be against hydro dams and support electric cars unless we want to go nuclear power. If you want people to use 
transit put rapid transit in any form on the freeway and make the cloverleafs parking lots at 264 and other interchanges so it is 
useful.  How many people work in Surrey as opposed to Vancouver which would use transit? Where would you get the most for 
your dollar spent?        

Waste of money. There is not enough proof that man made climate change exists 

We need more recognition that every development and policy is connected. Right now many developments are rubber stamped 
without consideration of detrimental environmental and financial impacts on the Township. On the flip side, those who 
apparently oppose the needed developments don’t offer smart growth solutions. No one on council or staff seems to be stepping 
up for economically and environmentally sustainable leadership. These sort of Charters and Strategies fall by the wayside the 
moment that a developer doesn’t like it.  

You'll get more kids/people walking to school/do errands if you provide safe routes. Currently many of the routes in Upper 
Murrayville east to North Otter area have little to no side walks and as a result parents drive their kids everywhere. Put 
sidewalks in and kids can ride their bikes and walk to school/friends/corner shop. 

It's fear-mongering as there is no definitive proof of anything untoward occurring. 

This looks like a tax grab to me. 

Thank you about developing this strategy. Hopefully following through with it will be just as comprehensive as it's development - 
Your neighbour from Vancouver 

THANK YOU! 

In June 2019, Canada adopted California's stepped emissions reductions for sales of new light-duty vehicles to reach zero by 
2040. Meanwhile, motivated by summer wildfires and serious air quality problems, California recently shortened their target date 
to 2035. Also, California enacted parallel Compliance & Enforcement legislation to help ensure their goal is attainable. Canada 
did not. As a result, we have shops across our nation, including Langley, like "Dirty Diesel" in west Kelowna openly advertising 

modifications to factory emissions standards set in law for manufacturers. Our after-market industry caters mainly to owners of 
light trucks and muscle cars. "Fog checks" in California (the random use of exhaust emissions analyzers) by C&E officers, helps 
California to reach their goal, while our lack of C&E and no roadside fog checks will be problematic. The unwillingness of Env Min 
Catherine McKenna & our Federal Liberals to introduce a C&E program to the House illustrates the work needed to educate 
citizens in Langley and across Canada about serious consequences ahead brought inaction on CC. 

You are wasting tax payer dollars 

Overall, it is a step in the right direction.  

I hope all this actually happens. 

Waste, Water, Air. Then cars, corporate and construction  

How many ice ages has the earth been through? Don't you wonder if we are part of the next one and can't control it?   

There needs to be a connection between the township and the school district so that education is factored in to the younger 
generation  

I live in Willoughby Town Centre and am extremely concerned about the development that is going on. It does not appear that 
any greenspace/forest will be retained. This to me is not climate friendly at all. 

It is like the human race itself - fatally flawed. 

Please don't spend my money on junk science politics masquerading as virtue. 

I feel that money needs to be spend on real initiatives that are proven rather than on studying ideas and spending lots of money 
on studying and talking about what needs to be done.  I feel there must be lots of cities in the world who are ahead of us on 
this issue that have implemented ideas that have been proven to work. 

Thanks for the effort to create this survey and to have a heart for the citizens of the Township 
 
I highly encourage to continue to create more surveys like this for the public to take part in and have their voices heard 

Keep Langley as green as possible. No more condos or townhouses. Increase parks and park sizing please.  

I’m already taxed to death. No more. 

The proposed actions are of the utmost importance for our future, and must be undertaken not just by our community, but by 
all communities, in all countries. The Township needs to lead the way. 



          

Something we need to continue to work at, piece by piece. Not expect it to change overnight 

Good work. Let’s do it. Getting developers on board by bylaws. No choice. Need leadership  

Before we can stop the disintegration, we have to slow down. Stopping will take time but don’t let that be an excuse to not start 
to slow down. We have current policies that could be used to do so. Similar to the doctors’ motto ‘ do no harm’. Start by not 
doing further harm.  

The points listed in previous questions are ambitious goals that need to be met. People or companies that don't meet the goals 
in the set amount of time must be penalized in order to make them comply 

Its a near complete waste of considering global reality. One factory in the east will replace in one day all the pollutants  that all 
these inconvenient and expensive initiatives well reduce in a year 

The Climate Action Strategy gives me hope for a better future. Thank you for doing this! 

stop all this time and dollars wasted - what are you doing for the township currently ? today? for us tax payers and law abiding 
citizens today? 

I strongly believe we need to educate the public, especially in the school system, about climate change and how to help make 
changes in the way we live to better support our environment.  

About time. Unfortunately, we have so overdeveloped and all this is to late. Climate changes is not a new thing. 

Sounds expensive 

There are way too many actions being proposed; with this many, very few will get done.  
 
I suggest you focus on a top 10 list, and be very pragmatic at choosing those actions which meet all three of these criteria:  
 
- (a) for which there is a clear, direct line between action and outcomes,  
 
- (b) which drive the most significant or largest amount of benefits, and  
 

- (c) have a high likelihood of being successfully implemented.  

I think you are missing a big one: stop the insane development rate. Half the development and you will half the climate impact.  

Best left up to the country's government. 

you can't always take from the people to go on bender strategies. Review actions that are already being taken by the Township 
and try to give back to the people, or provide additional value in things citizens are already doing i.e. recycling. Look at places 
across Europe and how they process waste. Look at what poor people are doing to survive in middle east, working in land fills to 
salvage materials that can be reprocessed back into resalable materials.  

I think these questions are so high level that it is difficult to really say yes or no to many of them.  So, I think you will interpret 
the results in many ways. 

CO2 is beneficial to then environment and promotes health in ecosystems. It is not a toxin to the environment. Water vapour is 
decidedly a much more significant player as a greenhouse gas. 

Get going ASAP 

The township council is elected and funded by money from developers, so in reality it will be depended on how much developers 
want to cooperate or spend 

Fix the people first 

Quit spending tax-payers dollars unnecessarily. 

The focus should remain on GHG reductions.  Many climate action strategies focus instead on mitigation rather than avoidance, 
which is also important, but should be handled separately to avoid defeatism.   

Keep going - it will be an uphill struggle for 99% of the way! 

Do it. 

I am heartened by seeing this survey!  Well done and keep up the great work, you make me proud to live here! 

Combine this with public health. Bad buildings = mold. More cars = heart disease. More traffic congestion = poor mental health. 
 
Combine this with socio-economic impacts, i.e. the cost of living when you are forced to own a car rather than having options of 
biking and walking. 



          

I am excited to see the positive impacts this will bring about. 

Yes, it is too focused on undertaking new studies and building new infrastructure, and adding costs, rather than looking for 
creative solutions and diverting or reallocating existing resources towards climate action.  

Slow the growth in Willoughby.  The added population and development of condos creates added pollution to the area.   

 


