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COUNCIL MEETING Aug. 29177 
Re: BURNABY HASTINGS STREET URBAN RENEWAL PROJECT _____________ ., 

CORRESPONDENCE DATED AUGUST 18, 1977 FROM MR. L. I. BELL, 
DEPUTY MINISTER, MINISTRY OF MUNICIPAL AFFAIRS & HOUSING 

Following is a report from the Director of Planning dated August 24, 
1977 which comments on the letter from the Deputy Minister of Municipal 
Affairs and Housing which appears as correspondence on the agenda for 
the August 29, 1977 meeting of Council. Since the Province is clearly 
not amenable to the proposals put forward for use of the money, there 
appears to be no option but to proceed with distribution of the funds. 

RECOHHENDAT ION: 

1. THAT Council lift Recommendation #1, Item 6, Manager's 
Report #25, Council Meeting April 4, 1977 from the table; and 

2. THAT Council approve the subject recommendation which reads 
as follows: 

THAT approval be given to distribute the $76,500 security 
.deposit that was fox,feited by the previous developer to the 
partnership; 50% to CMHC, 25% to the Provincial Government, 
and 25% to the Municipality. 
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT 
AUGUST 24, 1977 

TQ: MUNICIPAL MANAGER 

FROM: DIRECTOR OF PLANNING. 

SUBJECT: Burnaby Hastings Street Urban .RenewaL Project 
Correspondence dated August 18, 1977 ·from Mr;-
L. I. Bell, Deputy Minister, Ministry of 
Municipal Affairs & Ho\1sing 

The Planning Department has been requested to reply to a letter to 
Council from·Mr. L. I. Bell, Deputy Minister of the Ministry of 
Municipal Affairs and Housing. The letter addresses itself to two 
specific subjects: · · 

A, 

B. 

Beview of Community Planning Criteria for the Site 

In a report submitted on April 4, 1977, Council was informed that 
the Planning Department would be reexamining the development 
criteria for the overall Urban Ren0wal site within the context of 
the adopted Community Plan Area "H", The attached '.Proposal A 
sketch represents the current operational aeve!opment pattern, 
The attached Proposal C sketch represents the result, thus far, 
of tlie.staff reexamination of the urban renewal site, The approval 
of the Province to Proposal C noted in the subject letter will be 
kept under advisement at this time. we are still awaiting the 
staff comments on Proposal C from the federal partner, Central 
Mortgage and Housing Corporation. Once these comments are 
received, the Planning Department will prepare a complete 
explanatory report to Council for its consideration. 

This is for the informatkm of Council at this time. 

Forfeited $76,500 Secur~...t.L,Peposit 

In the report dated April 4, J.977, Council. was requested to 
approve the distribution of tho $76,500 security deposit that 
was forfeited by tho previous developer to the partnership: 
50% to CMUC, 25% to the P.rovinco, and :i5% to the Muntcipnl.ity, 
In discussin(f th:l.s report, it was proposed tn ConncU that tho 
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forfeited security deposit which is related to the Urban Renewal 
site, would be of most benefit if it were used to enhance the site 
rather than to simply disburse the funds to the urban renewal 
partnership. The recommendation to disburse the $76,500 to the 
partnership was tabled at that time. The attached correspondence 
of 3 letters - our letter dated May 3, 1977, the Provincial reply 
of May 18, 1977, and a further let.ter of July 8, 1977 - indicates 
the pursuance to date of Council's direction. 

With Mr. Bell's letter of ~August 18, 1977 it \IPUld appear .that 
the strong preference of-the Province in this matter is to 
disburse the $76,500 forfeited deposit to .the ~rtnership.as. 
soon as possible. rn li1ht _of the r.iscussion ... o ~ate an:. the . . 
position of the Province, .the Planning Department would. recommend 
that the $76,500 de~sit be disbursep to the partnership. 

. . 

•·.RECOMMENDATION: 

.It is'r~co~ended .THAT Council li:ft Recommendation #1, Ite,m 6~ ;?tia.nager's 
Report #25, Council Mee.ting April 4, 1977. fr.om .the table a.nd appl'ove· ... 
the·subject recommendatfonwhich reads as.follows: 

..... THAT .app~ova:i be _iiven to distribute the $76, 500 security depo_e;~t . 
.. that was' ,forfeited by the previous developer to the partnf3rs_hip: ·. 

• :
0
>'50% ·to CMHC/.: 25% to. the Provincial GoverJllllent, and 25% to. the . . 

;,;_:./Municip_ality. . . . . . .•. . .. . . . . . 

- 3 letters 
2 sketches 
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

Ministrr of Municipal Affairs 

May 3, 1977 

Same Letter Sent To: 

294-7412 

and Housing, 
Dir~ctor of Community Services, 
810,Blansbard Street; 

Central Mortgage & Ho6sing Corpo~ation, 
B.c. Regional Office, 
Suite #240 - 2609 Granville Street, 
Vancouver, B.C. V6H 3H3 Victoria, e.c. VBW 3El 

·Attention: Mr. D. Osmond 

· Dear Sir: 
At tent ion: . Mr. L. Tye 

Re: Haati!f•·Street·urbanRenewal 
. ' 

•A status report on tbe,Ba• tinga Street Urban Renewal site was·sub-
:a1tted to Council in re•pon•e to the meeting of March 17,'1977. , 
with repre•entatives of the llinistij of Housing, C.M.H.C., and the,. 

·· Burnaby Planning Danartment :.· In discussing this statua report, it 
;'':W&B' proposed in Council that tbe forfeited security deposit of 

· · $76, SOO whicb ia related to the Urban Renewal site, w.ould be of 
most benefit. if it ·.were used to enhance the site rather than to 
simply disburse the tund• ·to the urban renewal partnership. A few .. 

· ot the suggested uses of the $76, SOO included a) the clean up of ... 
·thi• ,vacant site • ince it has been the subject of occasional ~cm­
plaint by surrounding residents and businessmen tor its claimed 

·unsightly appearance, b) the landscape development of tile publicly 
, .controlled open space/plaza proposed within the developnent, or c) 
·the enhancement ot the overall two block site by, for example, or-
namental streets, trees, decorative paving, etc. 

Thia appears to be a constructive approach to assist the renewal 
process and is one which unfortunately was not thought of earlier • 

. Could you give consideration to this proposal. You may also have 
further suggestions along this line. 

For your information, Council has approved the pursuance of a pub­
lic proposal call for the Hastings Street Urban Ronewal site. The 
Planning Department is pursuing this proposal call and will be in· 
contact with you at a staff level in tho near future. 

It you require further clarification, do not hesitate to contact us. 

Yours truly, 

~ 
KI:cm A. L. Parr, 

DI HECTOR OF PLANNING. 
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Province or 
British Columbia 

Ministry of 
Municipal Affairs 
and Housing 
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/l.P1;{.l 
,~ Parliament Buildings Victoria ' · 

Brihsh Columbia 
VBW 3E1 

HOUSING 

VOURFILE E.02.~.:001 ... 
OURFILE ... 

May·ia, 1977 

Mr·. A.t.Parr 
· / Director of Planning 
c}The Corporation of the District of Burnaby 

Municipal Hall 
, 4949 Canada' Way 
1 Burnaby,')3. c; · 
;'.VSG, 1M2' :· . -

Your:letter 

, 

·. ·.. ,, {.':if .. i.t<seem's d~sir.abie to•put ·moneY intc>,this\vacant>land . 
-,~::·:;]iioli;._:::ftie,i/,tfie· Co-ordiriatingi Committee:,_·should }be.·•_in\~\.pos·~·. 

:.:c,:;{tibn to. consider· the dif_ferent courses of ·action,'.the·.· .. 
. /reasons/ arid::the cost estimates... . .... 

~ ,' •.' ;. ' ,. . " . , ;; . . ·. " . . . . ' 

:How~~er/ si~ce Council. has approved' .the pursuance of a 
. public proposal call for this .property, it does not seem 

· reasonable to pump money into the vacant land. . ·,·· . . 

. We would like to see the $76,500.00 disbursed to the 
Partners without ariy further delay. 

We.look forward to hearing further on the proposal call 
pl.ans. · 

HS/jb 
cc. Mr. C.L.Tye 

<.:~--~:~~~t~ruly, . 
• •-.. I 

' .,, -~ 
ougAusman 

Director of Community Housing Programs 

Assistant Manager - Programs 
C.M.H.C. 

',..,,.,_\~'"' .,. __ , ..... - ... '--••··· .. 
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lfr. D.·Au111nao, 
ntrector of Ccaauniiy Housing Proerua, 
•. · ..,t.atr,. of ltuntcipal Attalra • Bowainc, 
Pal..·-.laeilt Buildiqs, 
Vlctorla, B.C. '8W 3Bl 

Vear Sir: 

Re: Ba•t1ac• Street Urban Jtenowal 
Fortoited Security Depoait 

Jul18, 1977 

f 

•• are npl:,lng to jour -:.o of IIQ 11, 1977 with respect to the 
forfeited socurltJ d•poalt of $76, soo. The ;point that ia atreaaed · 

· '.wl.tb .ft•J18c.t .to tlai• dep:,ait la tba& ·tile .• 76, 800 waa cenerated 
tbi'oqburban nnewalproeedur•• relatlagtothta.epec1t1ca1te, 

·· aar.c1:a11ould ··t,e ·•oet·appropriate11 utilise~ to :•Dhanc_~:uae ··~d•'.'.,. 
, lc,~nt of .the •ite, · which ••• one of tho basic _1n1t1al reaaona 
• tor entering into tho . Urball, renewal process. . . Perhaps the:rcf:'le:·. a 
. • lllUDdentanding in. that tile nc1oatt.OD la not to: pwap aoneJ into 
,tlie vacuit land or an7·other alteniatlve·wh1ch·iiaay be .waateful 111· 
t•ril• ot tb• ultillate developaeat of the a1t.• •. 1•or. eaaaple, tb• 

· ·depo• lt of tbe $76,500. ln an 1ntereat bearing trust account to be 
uNd tor tho final development of tho des11nated public.square 

. · (Lot 38 · 1n the registered le1al plans) may be appropriate. IJev•• 
· lopient ot the public 11quare aay include NUcb specific 1te11s •• 

decorat:lvo pavinc, fountain••· benches, planters, and trees. 

·•• would rcquost that you boar with u• and givo further conaidera­
. tioD to this proposal. Pleaao do not hesitate to contact ue, · 
ahou.ld :further diacusaion be do sired. 

Yours tru11, 

KJ:ca 
c,a. Mr. C.L, Tyo, 

.uaintant !tana"or - Proiramu. 
Central Mortin«~• Bouain; Corporation, 
B.c. 1teaior1nl ott1co, 
Suite #240 - 2609. Oranvill.o Stroot, 
Vancouver, e.c. vou 3113 

.. ,,.., 
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