
 

 
 
Date: May 29, 2026 
To: City of Vancouver Mayor Sim and Councillors 
Re: Vancouver General Hospital Campus Rezoning ApplicaEon and Planning Process 
 
 
 
POSITION OF THE HEATHER HERITAGE SOCIETY 

• The Heather Heritage Society opposes the removal of the Heather Pavilion designaEon bylaw.  
 
Dear Mayor Sim and Councillors; 
We are wri6ng to express our strongest possible opposi6on to the proposed demoli6on of the municipally-
designated Heather Pavilion, one of the most significant heritage buildings in the City of Vancouver. 
 
Since 1994, the Heather Heritage Society has been engaged in promo6ng the historical importance and 
adap6ve re-use of Heather Pavilion. The founding President of our Society was former Vancouver City 
Councillor Marguerite Ford, and we were very involved in the planning process that resulted in the heritage 
designa6on of the 1906 por6ons of the Heather Pavilion, the first structure built on the Vancouver General 
Hospital campus. Since that 6me, addi6onal protec6on for the Heather Pavilion was nego6ated through a 
Heritage Revitaliza6on Agreement. 
 
In over fiRy years of heritage planning, the City of Vancouver has never approved the demoli6on of a heritage-
designated building as part of a rezoning applica6on. Approval of this rezoning would set the most dangerous 
possible precedent for the City of Vancouver Heritage Program, and throw into ques6on the validity of all 
previous heritage protec6ons. 
 
The heritage value of the building is well understood, and has been thoroughly documented. VGH accepted 
the designa6on willingly as a public benefit nego6ated with the community and the city at large. To willfully 
abrogate this responsibility to the city is unacceptable, as VGH has other opportuni6es to pursue expansion on 
the site.  
 



We request that you please consider the following: 
 

• The de-designa6on and demoli6on of one of Vancouver’s best examples of early ins6tu6onal 
architecture would be a tragic loss of the City’s cultural history, and would set a very dangerous 
precedent for the stability of the City’s long-established Heritage Program. 

 
• The current scheme forecloses on opportuni6es to phase the project in a way that would provide 

beVer public benefits and maintain the heritage structure. The current site plan proposes to demolish 
the Heather Pavilion and relocate open space to the busy and noisy Oak Street frontage, rather on 10th 
Avenue in front of the Heather Pavilion, a street that has already received traffic-calming measures. 

 
• The proposed Campus Plan is vague and does not indicate the necessity of having to demolish the 

Heather Pavilion rather than work around it. The request to demolish appears to be an act of 
convenience, rather than necessity.  

 
• As stated in the applica6on, there is no business plan to accomplish any VGH expansion, and given the 

lack of a realis6c 6meframe, it appears that there is no need to rush approval of a demoli6on which 
may never be necessary. 

 
• Further, not all of the exis6ng structure is designated, only the 1906 por6ons as stated in the Heritage 

Designa6on Bylaw and the Heritage Revitaliza6on Agreement. As has been discussed with VGH many 
6mes, this allows ample opportunity to link the long, linear designated por6ons of the pavilion 
structure to a new building. In fact, previous schemes developed for the VGH site included adap6ve re-
use of Heather Pavilion for ancillary hospital uses. It is now rou6ne in Vancouver to incorporate 
heritage structures into new development. 

 
• We are also concerned that the ‘seVler’/colonial architecture is being used as an excuse to demolish 

the Heather Pavilion. Due to a federal government mandate, Indigenous Persons in Vancouver were 
treated at St. Paul’s Hospital and generally not at VGH un6l the 1960s. The Heather Heritage Society 
acknowledges that treatment of Indigenous popula6ons was shameful in many ways and supports 
reconcilia6on and acknowledgement where appropriate and meaningful. However, current global best 
heritage prac6ce asks us to ‘retain and explain’ and there are no UNDRIP or TRC protocols that 
mandates the removal of any culture’s heritage to achieve reconcilia6on. This ac6on will, once again, 
destabilize the City of Vancouver Heritage Program, which has already been extended to include a 
broader range of cultural heritage. 

 
Our opposi6on to this demoli6on is clearly stated on our website: 
hQps://www.heatherheritagesociety.com/ 
 
Thank you for your aVen6on to these concerns. 
 
Yours Truly, 
Kathleen Murphy, President 
On behalf of the Board of Directors 
Heather Heritage Society 
855 West 12th Avenue 
Vancouver B.C. V5Z 1M9 
K_murphy@telus.net 


