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Hildebrandt, Tina

From: Correspondence Group, City Clerk's Office
Sent: Thursday, October 18, 2012 2:19 PM
To: Strathcona Residents' Association
Subject: RE: 955 Hastings re-zoning

Thank you for your comments. 
 
All public comments submitted for the public hearing that are received not more than 15 minutes after the close of the 
speakers list for that public hearing will be distributed to members of Council for their consideration. The public 
comments must include the name of the writer. 

In addition, these public comments will also be posted on the City's website 
(http://vancouver.ca/ctyclerk/councilmeetings/meeting_schedule.cfm).  

Please note that your contact information will be removed from the comments, with the exception of the writer's 
name. Comments received after the start of the public hearing should not exceed 1500 words. 
 
Public comments submitted for the public hearing that are received more than 15 minutes after the close of the 
speakers list, will not be distributed until after Council has made a decision regarding the public hearing application 
and the related bylaw is enacted, if applicable.  

For more information regarding Public Hearings, please visit vancouver.ca/publichearings. 
 
Thank you.  
 
 
 

From: Strathcona Residents' Association [mailto:chair@strathcona-residents.org]  
Sent: Thursday, October 18, 2012 2:11 PM 
To: Correspondence Group, City Clerk's Office 
Cc: Ballem, Penny; McNaney, Kevin 
Subject: 955 Hastings re-zoning 
 
hello,  

Regarding the application for this development, I'm of the assumption that this is already a "done deal". The 
Strathcona Residents' Association have not had an opportunity to discuss the specifics of the Wall proposal, 
however there are some existing community planning documents that would inform our general position 
(specifically our 2010 Vision document, a collaborative effort between the Residents' Association, the BIA, the 
RayCam and Strathcona Community Cnetres and memebrs of the Chinese community). Some of the agreed 
upon principals include: 
 
No Displacement of Existing Residents - at a recent open house, we heard concerns that this development 
(dubbed by the Carnegie Community Activist Project as "Woodwards East")  would exacerbate displacement of 
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low income SRO residents. We'd like to reaffirm Strathcona's commitment to a no-displacemnet policy and 
support of the one-for-one SRO replacement policy. 
 
Revitalize East Hastings, Our Shopping Street - while we appreciate the developers intent to support light 
industry in their proposal (although, I suspect the sqft rates will preclude most of the existing local 
manufacturers) the lack of any retail on street level does very little to further the goal of revitalizing Hastings. 
For a start, the area needs a low-cost grocery store that caters to a local population. 
 
Build on Strathcona's History as a diverse neighbourhood - this community has a critical need for affordable 
rental housing. It is hoped that any future development will accommodate that need. Further, in the interest of 
diversity - the premises of segregated social housing as part of this development is not acceptable or desireable.
 
Nurture Existing non-market housing developments - at the risk of stating the obvious, the area around 955 
is RayCam / Strathcona turf, NOT Carnegie. The needs that the Carnegie activists claim to represent are not the 
same as the needs in our community. A simple scan of the demographic profiles would reveal we have a lot 
more families and children in need. We have heard how many of the housing units in Stamps Place are sub-
standard. It is hoped that any development at 955 will engage the immediate community, and that Ray Cam 
specifically take an active role in determining the amenities contributions and housing providers as they will be 
most impacted by any social housing decisions (for instance, if the City decided that low barrier addicted SRO 
housing would be an appropriate choice for across the street from a community centre and vulnerable children).
 
Further to non-market housing developments, according to recent city stats - some 37% of the Strathcona 
Community is considered low-income. In the interest of preserving our diversity - we feel that the formula for 
20% non-market is inadequate, and should not be the precedent for future developer contributions. 
 
thanks! 
 
regards 
Pete Fry, 
Chair - Strathcona Residents' Association 
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Hildebrandt, Tina

From: Correspondence Group, City Clerk's Office
Sent: Thursday, October 18, 2012 2:18 PM
To: kate murray
Subject: RE: Rezoning application 955 E. Hastings

Thank you for your comments. 
 
All public comments submitted for the public hearing that are received not more than 15 minutes after the close of the 
speakers list for that public hearing will be distributed to members of Council for their consideration. The public 
comments must include the name of the writer. 

In addition, these public comments will also be posted on the City's website 
(http://vancouver.ca/ctyclerk/councilmeetings/meeting_schedule.cfm).  

Please note that your contact information will be removed from the comments, with the exception of the writer's 
name. Comments received after the start of the public hearing should not exceed 1500 words. 
 
Public comments submitted for the public hearing that are received more than 15 minutes after the close of the 
speakers list, will not be distributed until after Council has made a decision regarding the public hearing application 
and the related bylaw is enacted, if applicable.  

For more information regarding Public Hearings, please visit vancouver.ca/publichearings. 
 
Thank you.  
 
 
 
From: kate murray   
Sent: Thursday, October 18, 2012 12:38 PM 
To: Correspondence Group, City Clerk's Office 
Subject: Rezoning application 955 E. Hastings 
 
I am a resident of Grandview-Woodland neighbourhood and am writing to express my opposition to the 
proposed rezoning and development at 955 E. Hastings.  
  
This development includes insufficient community benefit and amentities relative to the impact it will have on 
neighbouring communities. The plan includes far too few units that will rent at welfare and pension rates. 
Calling units 'social housing' when they will rent at, or close to, market rents is, in my view, disengenous. Plans 
for separate entrances and amenities for different classes of tenants is also extremely problematic. 
(Incidentally, when I tell friends and neighbours that this is the case at Woodwards they are shocked.) 
  
This development flies in the face of the 2005 Housing Plan for the DTES which states that "The pace of 
development of new market and low-income housing should be similar. If there is a quick upswing in 
market development, extra efforts may be required on the low-income housing side." (p. 6) and 
further, "There is concern that market development in and around the [DEOD] area could push up 
land values even faster, making it more difficult." (p. 30) 
  
It is plain there has been a quick upswing in development within the area, and this very large 
development does not contain what could be called 'extra efforts' at providing actually-affordable 
(shelter and pension rate) units. Further, as your report suggests, it is likely to make future 
development of affordable units even harder.  
  
Finally, the same report "calls for careful monitoring and reporting back on the rate of change in the 
Downtown Eastside housing stock, and reporting back on mechanisms for managing the rate of 
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change is a key recommendation in the implementation of the Plan." (p. 3) To my knowledge, the city 
has not undertaken any monitoring of this sort, yet Council continues to consider approval 
of extremely large market developments with no apparent plan to secure the promosed one-for-one 
replacement of SRA units. 
  
Please do not approve this rezoning and development as-is, and without a plan for securing existing affordable 
units.   
  
Sincerely, 
Kate Murray 
Vancouver 
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