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GAIL Y. DAVIDSON 
 

3220 West 13
th

 Avenue, Vancouver, B.C. 

CANADA V6K 2V5 

Tel: +1-604-738-0338 

Fax: +1-604-736-1175 

email: justgail@portal.ca 
 

Tuesday, November 19, 2013 

Lizette Berdahl 

Project Coordinator 

Planning and Development Services 

City of Vancouver 

Processing Centre – Development 

453 W 12
th
 Ave 

Vancouver, BC V5Y 1V4       

VIA EMAIL to   lizette.berdahl.@vancouver.ca 

VIA FACSIMILE to  604 873 7100 

 

Dear Ms Berdahl 

 

RE:  The Hollywood Theatre (Hollywood) 

3123 West Broadway, Development Application Number DE417226  

 

I write to register my objection to the Development Application Number DE417226 (application) 

and to request that that the application be rejected in its entirety.    

 

First I note, the application was wrongly posted before the terms of the temporary protection 

imposed by Council on 6 November 2013 have been satisfied. In my view, action on the 

application cannot properly be taken until the occurrence of two events: a/ the expiration of 75 

days; and, b/ receipt and consideration by Council of the reports ordered.  

 

As part of the temporary protection order, Council requested the City Manager to provide:  

 

o “a memo to council setting out the changes proposed by the owner and their possible 

heritage impact”  

and  

o “the report sought in May 2013 so that Council can take steps it deems necessary to 

ensure appropriate protection of all the city’s heritage assets.”   

 

The first time that Council could consider the memo and report (requested reports) would be at 

the 21 January 2014 meeting. It appears that the temporary protection order must be in place until 

Council has completed its review of the requested reports. Part of that review will entail Council 

considering submissions from Save the Hollywood Coalition (Coalition) and other parties 

interested in preserved the Hollywood as a community theatre.  Following that review, Council 

must then have the opportunity to decide if an extension of the protection order is necessary.  On 

6 November 2013 Council was aware that an extension of the temporary protection order would 

probably be necessary to enable the City to be properly informed and the Coalition and others to 



RE:  The Hollywood Theatre         2 

 

develop a viable plan to preserve the Hollywood. The process to consider the application must be 

halted until completion of the review set in place by Council’s 6 November 2013 resolution.  

 

The necessity for time to consider more information and reports is further highlighted by the 

application. It appears from a review of the application that Council and staff of the City of 

Vancouver (City) during two years of communications with the current owner (owner) have:  

 

1. Entertained the application on the basis of incomplete and inaccurate information; 

2. Conducted communications with the owner in secret and not sought information or advice 

from affected residents or businesses;  

3. Failed to fully investigate and properly consider the architectural, social and cultural heritage 

value of the Hollywood,  

4. Failed to understand or consider the demonstrated potential and social, cultural and economic 

value of the Hollywood as a theatre and performance space,    

5. Failed to consider any of the factors limiting reasonable expectations regarding commercial 

use of the Hollywood arising from its: structure, Heritage B status, and 75+ year history as a 

community theatre.  

6. Failed to consider the carbon impact of the application. 

7. Failed to attempt to comply with the City mandate to provide more cultural, community and 

arts spaces in the City. 

 

Missing from the Design Rationale is any reference to the heritage value of the Hollywood. As 

you are aware from other communications, the Hollywood was built in 1935-36 by the Fairleigh 

family and has been a community theatre for 78 years (not since 2010 as indicated in the Design 

Rationale). The only period during which the Hollywood was not operated as a theatre was 

between the sale in May 2011 and rental to the Church at the Hollywood (current tenant) in 

August or September 2012.  

 

Also missing from the Design Rationale is any reference to investigation of the current potential 

of the Hollywood. The City’s Design Rationale erroneously states, “Numerous attempts to find 

new tenants for the building during the last two years have been unsuccessful.” According to 

information received (third hand), this is not true.  

 

After the sale the owner received and rejected three offers from eminently experienced cinema 

operators:  from Vince Fairleigh to manage operation of the Hollywood as a cinema; from Vince 

Fairleigh to lease the Hollywood and operate it as a cinema; from Leonard Schein to manage and 

operate the Hollywood as a cinema. These offers were rejected by the owner and were either not 

disclosed to, or not reported by, the City. The third hand source also advises that prior to the sale, 

the owner promised to continue to operate the Hollywood as a cinema and that this representation 

influenced acceptance of his offer to purchase the Hollywood.   

 

The current tenant made known to the owner its desire to operate the Hollywood as a mixed use 

community performance, cinema and meeting space. The current tenant offered to enter into a 

long term lease for that purpose and also expressed interest in buying the Hollywood.  Both the 

offer to lease and expression of interest to purchase were rejected by the owner. Again the 

existence of these offers was either not known to, or not reported by, the City. There may well 

have been other offers from parties interested in preserving the function and structure of the 

Hollywood. More investigation is required to enable a proper consideration of the application 

based on full and accurate information.   
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The owner’s rejections of these offers to lease, manage and purchase the Hollywood are difficult 

to rationalize given the factors limiting commercial use that were known to the owner prior to 

purchase. Some known limitations were: the Heritage B status, “the theatre building configuration 

that is not conducive to many commercial activities” (Design Rationale), the 75+ years of 

operation as a community theatre, the good condition of the building and, if it is true, the owner’s 

representation to preserve the Hollywood’s function as a theatre.   

 

I trust the City will now work with the Coalition and others to lift to veil of secrecy that appears 

to have so badly hampered past consideration of the application.   

 

I urge the City to take steps to ensure that the Hollywood—like the Orpheum and the Stanley—is 

not only saved but enhanced as cultural resource for the whole community.  

 

Thank you.  

 

 
Sincerely, 

 

 
 
Gail Davidson 

 

 

 

 

 

 


