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' Thursdey, August 11,1965

‘ Public Hearing -"8urnsby Togn Planning _y-law 1948,
Amendment By-law No,3, {955'.

A Public Hearing was held into the prorosed amandments to By-law 1991 as contgined
in"Burnaby Town Planning By-law 1948, Améndment By-law No.3, 1955% rursuant to

Seotion 11 of the Town Planning Aet on August 11, 1965 at 7,30 p,m, at the
Munieipsl Hsl1,193) Kingsway, South Burn by,

Pregent: Reeve MacSorley 1in Chair; Crs. W.P,Philps,Charlton,)rummond; Hean,
Hughes, F.Philps anl Morr1ison,

The pRoposed smendments were eonsidered gs follows:

Paragraph 39 - "Schedule 3 is wmended by adiing the following theretc as
clause (qa):

(Q0) lots 5419 1nelusiveé, BRlook "G", 0,.L,34,"

J.Sager and others submitted & Petitfon aigned bf 331 persons protesting the
estabDlishment of & commercial zone in +he Centrel Park Gerden illege ares on

the above desoribed property, Mr, Seger appeared and spoke with reference to
the Petition end expressing the opinion of the resgidents that & shopping cen-

ter at ihe sout%:fst corner of the guibdivigion would no¢ efreetxv:&i serve the
ares, It was & inted out that the property owners in the Subdivision hed

urchaged their land on the understanding that the commeroisl ares would bDe
oceted in the censdre of the subdivision, Mr, Seger advised thut the residents
wore willing %0 ewait the installation of séwers to reoctify the drainage cone-
dition which would arjse Trom the extstence of s oommereis& area in theorigingl
loostion and requested that the proposed zone henot proceeded with, -
Mr, John Boultbee of the firm, Poultbse, Sweet gnd Gompany presented a sarfes
Bf letters indieating 6€ persons in favour of the propoged rmoning and 59 per-
sons sgeinst, Mr, “oultobee advised that the ¢riginal commereial ares planned
for the centre of the subdivision hed been turned down by the Sanitary Depart~
ment, Mr, Boultbee gdvised further thet it was agreed amongst the merehants
interested in the commercial development thut the new location was 8 potter
éres from an eccnomical and marketability point of view, Mr, Boultbee suggesg-

ted thet their firm was willing to hold the original ares for ccmmeroial aree
pending thHe installstion of sewers,

Mr,Villedge, resident property owner at 4070 Patterson Awenue, spokeiﬂ Pro-
test tcthe proposed rezoning,

Me, Browne, regsident property owner in the 3900 Blook Patterson Avegueobjeo~
ted to the prorosed rescning,

Mr, Donelly submitted that the area was already bein%fservod vy the Kingsway
Commeroial sone and suggeg;ed that da view of the differences of opinion
with regard to tge ropos rezoning and the fasot that the original ares
wus set aside in thd Subdivision areée was oonsidered unsuitable by the
merchants, thut neighter eres ve egtablishsd at this time,

Mr, Gilbest gnd Mr,MoReé Dboth spokein protést to the proposed rezoning,

Pearegreph 43 - Sechedule 7 13 amended by nddi;g the following thereto as olaus
(q "(q) The essterly 125 fest of Block 124, Jistriet Lot 86,"

A.P,W.Watkinscn and others submitted e retiticn in prrotest of the rroposed

ort ituated on Dougles-Grandview Highway and bdurri
§§§22%”guif %5%51553% gpgkg re;rcsOntihg %he objlecting resgdcnis and e;- ®
proanod the opinion of the resgidents that should a commerecial zone be
established on the gubjleot pr operty there would bs little to preveny {4
from spreading along the Highway end along Burris Street,

. Tho on resident property owner of the 2700 Blook Jouglas Rosd supgested
ggnt thgp:r:orwas aqugntOIy aerved at the present time, g8

Mr, Wetkinson gaeve someéstatistios #ith regard to the traffic flows on the
subjeet Highway and pointed out thut the oreéation of a gasoline gervige

station on the gubieot property would inorease +he hasard due to 14g 1location
at the base of a hill,

Mr,Rrajdwood spoke on behalf of the asppliocant, Mr.W.S,Turner, pointing out

en examination of the Petition had revealed the nemes of the persons who

hed signed 1+ were residents some iistance emay and that the Petition wes not
Mr, Praidwood pointed out thut the surroundn srea

B ey ey el 1aon a1 1h " that Toxrens1ve groonhonges s5oy exiseing

scrose the street and to the rewur of the propérty and further that a Ssddle
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. ifor buffer 2z0ne, A Corraction of this 1m?rossicn wes givon bK the Clerk
n alft L]

w

1 - ‘ T Tt b
, Club and Riding ring and metel gere lccatéd to the west along the High- ]
way, With regard to the traffic hezard 1t was suggestel thet thers i
had been no objection reised from traffiec offiejals of the Munieipslity, i

Mr,.Rraidwaod gave comparative gssessments showing non-deprecistion
of vslues owing to surrounding commércisl dsvelopment,

Mr. Felston- spoke in rebuttsl to Mr, BruidwoOd's remsrks snd again ex-
pressed the fesr of commeroiasl spread in the area,

Mr, D.Reid spoke and disagreed #f+h the remakks re the mixed commercial
davelopment and suggested that the residents d1d not agres thut the
présent agricultural green house develorment were detrimentgl t¢ the ares,

Paragraph 45 - Sehedule 7 i3 further amended by edding the following thereto
' ag clause (s) -

i "(s) All that portion of lot+ 1, Bloek 4, J.L,91South psrt, Plan 4210

' huving e’frontage of 180 feet on grenivies Jouglas Highmay and

110 faet on Elwell Straeg,

1
! .
I
'

‘A Petition was received from Cornelius Hiebert expressing fevour to the
fp:oposal t0 rezone this property to gssoline gervice gstation zone,

iMr, Porteous, resident property owner of the 2400 block Douglas rosd sucges-
ited thet the ares uetween Formdy end emonds Street glong Jouglas Read
[should o6 rezoned commereisl, Mr, Portecus opposed the arplication to
;rezone the subjeet preperty until & later date,

‘Mg, Brandon, resident property cener of the 2400 bleck, suprortsd the
isuggestions advanced by Mr .Portecus,

|

| .
:Psragruph 34 (ssotion 12) dealing with the establishment of.s landscaped
;ouffer zone where Hewvy Inlustrial zcnes meet residential zones,

ivr. Claen spoke on behelf of the Ganadian Manufseturers' issociation ob-
Jeoting to theproposed ouffer zone and requested that the proposed

emendment #¢ withheld rending conaiderstion by the Association,

Mr . HBughes objected tothe foreseesble relinquishment of any of his land

‘whe sdvised thet the proposed buffer =zc would not oot the residential

proeperties but rather would bs provided out of the Heavy Indussrial zoned
isres,

e e e e e

No representations were mede to any other of the proposed amendments ° !
within the by-law, ot ‘

The Hesring Then gd Journed,

gonfirmed: . -
/é&ﬂl% - S

. Clerk, . Reeave N




