
ITEM 20 
MANAGER'S REPORT NO. 52 
COUNCIL MEETING 1978 07 17 

Re: LETTER DATED 1978 JULY 11 FROM MR. P. NAIRN McCONNACHIE, 
LANDON LEASING LTD. 97 RENFREW STREET VANCOUVER B. C. 
REGARDING 1978 TAXES AND PROGRESS ON j800 AND 3900 BLOCK 
EAST HASTINGS STREET - HASTINGS URBAN RENEWAL SITE 

Appearing on the agenda for the Council meeting of July 17 is a letter 
dated July 11 from Mr. P. Nairn McConnachie, Landon Leasing Ltd., 97 
Renfrew Street, Vancouver, B. C. regarding his 1978 taxes and progress 
of the 3809 and 3900 Block East Hastings Street. Following is a report 
from the Director of Planning dated 1978 July 13 in this connection. 

'.he ~unicipality cannot act unilaterally on this project, as the Munic-
1pal1ty has only a 25% interest in it. In other words, there must be 
agreement between the three levels of government on whatever we do. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

1. THAT a copy of this report be forwarded to Mr. P. Nairn 
McConnachie, Landon Leasing Ltd., 97 Renfrew Street, 
Vancouver, B. c. 

* * * * * * * 

PLANNING DEPcARTMENT 
1978 JULY 13 . , 

TO: MUNICIPAL MANAGER 

FROM: DIRECTOR OF PLANNING 

RE: COt+1ENT OF MR. P. NAIRN McCONNACHIE 
HASTINGS STREET URBAN RENEWAL SITE 
3800 AND 3900 BLOCK EAST HASTINGS STREET 

.. 
' I 

This is in response to a letter dated 1978 July 11 from Mr. P. Nairn McConnachie 
comnenting on the Hastings Street Urban Renewal site. · , 

The Planning Department would note that the urban renewal site is owned by a 
partnership consisting of the Federal (50%), Provincial (25%) and Municipal (25%) 
Governments and has been intensively promoted by the Municipality for appropriate 
development on virtually a continuous basis over the past years. The urban 
renewal site has been the subject of two well publicized proposal calls which 
offered the property to interested private developers. The response to these 
two proposal calls was limited. Arising out of the second proposal call, a 
selected applicant initiated a rezoning proposal but declined to pursue the 
completion of his proposal at an advanced design and rezoning stage. In the 
light of the lack of acceptable submissions by the private sector and the 
inefficient narrow attenuated shape of the original urban renewal site, a study 
was undertaken to re-examine the development criteria for the urban renewal 
site. Council on 1978 January 23 approved the attached revised community plan 
in order to create the most viable economic development pattern for the urban 
renewal precinct. Council also authorized the pursuance of a proposal call 
for Site 4. The detailed terms of reference for the proposal call have been 
submitted to the Provincial and Federal partners. It is expected that the 
proposal call for Site 4 will be released within 6 weeks. 

In line with the revised community plan for this precinct, the Municipality has 
pursued further property acquisitions and has now acquired three additional lots 
which will enable Site 3 (attached sketch) to be created. Site 3 will also be 
offered in the near future through a public proposal call. 
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MANAGER'S ~EPORT NO. 52 
COUNCIL MEETING 1978 07 17 

The preceding information indicates the efforts that the Municipality has made 
to promote the development of the urban renewal site. But it is reiterated that 
to date the partnership has not received an acceptable proposal for the urban 
renewal site from a private developer, except for the one rezoning proposal 
which was subsequently abandoned by the applicant. 225 
This is for the information of Council. 

b 
KI:ad 
Atts. 

&/_~· 
A. L. Parr, 
DIRECTOR OF PLANNING 
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CORRESPONDENCE AND l'ET ITIONS 
Regular Council Meeting 
1978 July 17 ______________ _ 

LANDON LEASING LTD. 
97 NORTH RENFHEW STREET 

VANCOUVER, BRITISH COLUMEIIA 

CANADA V5K 3N6 

July Jl,19'/cJ. 
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251-4-t54 

251-4353 

. ~,, 
• I,> ~ .... i, ""' ~ l. 

I : I 1978 JUL I 12 

The Mayor & Cound J, 
The Corporation of the :Jh;trict of Bunmby, 
/ICJ/1~ Can,,dR \v';iy' 
Burnaby,B.C. 

Dear Councillors: re 21:300 IlougJa;3 !'.oad, Burnabv,D.C. 

Thanlwou for having your· Clerk'!:', ofJ:ice forv/iH'd tow; a copy of Jtcm 
18 of filr::,Q Munici;1a1 f,bnai.:ci·'s H,p•)ri:. 

your apology. 

\tJe,however,can not accept your- con·,:,:,l.uted reasoning w.i th rcsr,r!ct Lo 
what changct:; l13ve taken place i.n u1u· tax bilJ for Lhc proi,cr·Ly. 

HegarcLlf:s~_, of wliaL you rnir.ht think ,1hout the rernovaJ. of the Bw,inc:,s 
Tax~plea,;c bear jn m:ind U1at lh.:1t th,.: nbolition of Lhc bu~;inc:;c, tax 

has nothing to do wi.lh Lh~.• pot3iUon of the owner of the propcrl.y unless 
it is own(•r occupj cd. The owner duf~s not realize any or tltf; removal of Llw 
business tax and in ou1' si Luation ouc laxes have [;one up by 3El% not 9 .89'/,. 

r 
As you will recall in our previous letter of June c'Gth we mc1dc reference 

, to the :isoo & 3U00 b.l ock East llc1stings Stree L arid wished to know what 
' was the loss .tr, U1x revenue from these properties not bei.ne developed. 

r-
: Wll.:it we real!;/ wic;h to know i.c, what arc you doing about U1i.r; silualion? 

Do you not thi11k thaL this iG a clas~;ic cxampJ<: of rnlsm~u1;1gc111cnt of Public 
money? Surely after a lrnos L ten year·s some Uling more sliou ·1 d be happ•:ning 
on tli:is project:. Lf the lo,;:; of t3x revenue for 197B w,ts $:JB,11G8.?3 
on the land alone , thi.ril~ what the additional 1 osscs in tc1.x revcnueE arc 

now from the bu:i1dings tl1at. would 1w1·rn;1lly h~1vc be,m dcvc1op 0 d on thcr<: 
j f f;ovcrnrnen LG had no L been i nvoJ ved, and think abou L tile e111p l oy1cen l: wh i cl 1 

would have been created i.f thii, property wn:.:; not permitted tu ,;Lar:nato, 
t.._?nd Lh:ink whot the rc>cleV('loprnent \•;ou]d clo for the oUwr prop(Tties in the: ;iron. 

( We ,incjdcr:tally,clo noL have any renJ estate inLerer;tf; in Lh1) area.) 
We cannot expect. lcndcrship fr·orn ei Lher the Federal nor the l'rov.inci<1l 
Govcrnrncnl.,; :in gct:ting Uiir; w.:i,,U: 
for l e;1clcn;l1 i p. 
You1·,; tl'li1y, /"' 

:'}~~<Jo~ _Lcnr:d ng : · t.)y~; .. 
,Y ) ) . ) / /. ( ( . "'' I I~. ~ ,: 
per P. M1irh McCc1hnh2:l1.i e 

of puh] ic money rcv<,r:,cd nnd look to you 

I,} >Ac;t:NDA(l978 07 

CoP'f- /V}AiJAGt:rt 

- / fl C: A .S IJ R_ i:: ~ (FOR. RE p OR. T\ 
/ Pl,..AtJiv£R.. ( i:-oR. R 2Por?.,) 
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