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SEPTEMBER 17. 1962

An Adjourned meeting of the Municipal Council was held in the 
Council Chambers, Municipal H a ll, 4-545 East Grandvtew-Douglas 
Highway, on Monday, September 17, 1962 at 7:30 p.m.

PRESENT: Reeve Emmott in the Chairj
Councillors B la ir ,  Edwards,
Harper, Hicks, Kalyk, MacSorley 
and P r it t ie

ABSENT: Councillor Clark

Reeve Emmott welcomed a number of members of the Burnaby 
Southvlew Scouts Troop and delivered a short address on the 
role of Government, p a rticu la r ly  at the local leve l, In our 
society.

Executive Secretary, Burnaby Chamber of Commerce, wrote 
forwarding a number or copies of a submission In regard to 
zoning procedures.

The Executive Secretary a lso  advised that, after due consid
eration, the Chamber has decided to not proceed further with 
i t s  submission in connection with the development of Burnaby 
Lake.

Reeve Emmott mentioned that a delegate from the Chamber was 
present to address Council on the matter of zoning procedures.

MOVED BY COUNCILLOR HARPER,
SECONDED BY COUNCILLOR HICKS:

"That the delegate from the Chamber 
of Commerce be heard."

i
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Mr. Arnold F. C. Hean appeared on behalf of the Burnaby 
Chamber of Commerce and read the Brief which accompanied the 
le tter of the Executive Secretary re la tive  to zoning procedures.

In the Brie f, it  was stressed that though the Chamber approves 
of the objective of the Planning Committee in attempting to 
c la r ify  rezoning procedures, the Chamber nevertheless fe lt that 
the report of the said  Committee, i f  implemented in toto, would 
u n fa ir ly  re str ic t  the ratepayer applicant.

The Brief also made reference to a recent amendment whereby 
Section 704(2) was deleted from the Municipal Act and the 
opinion was offered that th is  amendment merely means that 
Council is  not required to consider an application to rezone 
as one to amend. It  was further contended that the intent of 
the Provincial Government in removing th is  subsection was merely 
to sim p lify  the procedure for Council and not to remove the 
right of trie individual to apply for consideration of a possible 
zoning change or to remove from Council the responsib ility  of 
considering the desires and wishes of Individual ratepayers.
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CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY II 

Mr. Arnold F. C. Hean appeared on behalf of the Burnaby 
Chamber of Commerce and read the Orief which accompanied the 
letter of the Executive Secretary relative to zoning procedures, 

In the Brief, it was stressed that though the Chamber approves 
of the objective of the Planning Committee in attempting to 
clarify rezoning procedures, the Chamber nevertheless felt that 
the report of the said Committee, if implemented In toto, would 
unfairly restrict the.ratepayer applicant. 

The Brief also made reference to a recent amendment whereby 
Section 704(2) was deleted from the Municipal Act and the 
opinion was offered that this amendment merely means that 
Council is not required to consider an appl !cation to rezone 
as one to amend. It was further contended that the intent of 
the Provincial Government in removing this subsection was merely 
to simplify the procedure for Council and not to remove the 
right of the individual to apply for consideration of a possible 
zoning change or to remove from Council the responsibility of 
considering the desires and wishes of Individual ratepayers, 
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The follow ing recommendations were presented in the Brief:

(] )  That requests for rezoning be submitted to Council at the 
meeting immediately follow ing the date of submission when 
Council can either:

(a) summarily reject the request;
(b) refer it  to s ta ff  for report;
(c) refer it  to the next Public Hearing

as an application for rezoning.

It  was pointed out that, under th is  procedure, an 
applicant is  made aware Immediately of the d isposition  
of h is  request and further, s ta ff  would not be required 
to waste it s  time on requests which Council might, in 
any event, summarily reject. On the point made by the 
Planning Committee that most applicants seem to understand 
the u n d e sirab ility  of constant by-law amendments and the 
consequent need for numerous Public Hearings, the Chamber 
submitted that it s  recommendations w ill in no way compel 
Council to make constant amendments since these cannot be 
made until after a Public Hearings has been held.

(2) That Public Hearings be regu larly  scheduled, with the 
p o s s ib il i t y  (in  cases deemed to be special by Council) 
that additional Public Hearings may be held.

(3) That a ll persons, including the applicant, deemed by
Council to be involved with a possib le  rezoning be given 
fu ll information in su ffic ie n t time before the Public 
Hearing.

(4) That the applicant, i f  h is app lication should be rejected 
without benefit o f a Public Hearing, be given a ll 
Information and be granted the right of appeal to Council.

It  was submitted that an applicant may not be aware 
of a ll fac ts ava ilab le  to the Municipal employees 
and that therefore th is  information plus that which 
he may possess him self, may cause Council to place 
a d ifferent interpretation on the application.

(5) That the pamphlet recommended by the Committee be 
prepared and made availab le  for d istribu tion  to the 
general public.

MOVED BY COUNCILLOR MacSORLEY,
SECONDED BY COUNCILLOR BLAIR:

"That the submission of the Burnaby 
Chamber of Commerce be received ana 
a decision on the recommendations 
contained therein be deferred pending 
consideration of the report of the 
Planning Committee on rezoning 
procedures."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

,, 
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MOVED BY COUNCILLOR PRITTIE,
SECONDED BY COUNCILLOR EDWARDS:

"That a ll o f the below lis te d  cor
respondence be received."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Secretary. Lower Mainland Parks Advisory Association  
submitted a c ircu la r  le tter so l ic it in g  the opinion o 
Council on the question of whether or not it  favours 
the establishment of a Regional Park Authority.

t

MOVED BY COUNCILLOR KALYK,
SECONDED BY COUNCILLOR PRITTIE:

"That th is  question be referred to the 
Parks and Recreation Commission for it s  
comment."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Chairman. Industria l Development Comm ission of Greater 
Vancouver, submitted a c ircu la r  le tter ou tlin in g  the 
industria l growth that has taken place in the Lower Mainland 
area and in v it in g  enquiries from in d u s tr ia lis t s  as to the 
prospects in e stab lish ing  in th is  region.

A tab was a lso  attached asking for comment as to the 
effectiveness of the le tte r.

The only comment offered by Council was that the term 
"M u n ic ipa lity  of Burnaby" rather than the "D is t r ic t  of 
Burnaby" be used to describe our area in any lite ra tu re  the 
Commission may d istribu te .

MOVED BY COUNCILLOR HICKS,
SECONDED BY COUNCILLOR HARPER:

"That the Council now resolve It s e l f  
into Committee o f the Whole."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

MUNICIPAL MANAGER —  REPORT NO. kS, 1962.

( l ) Easement - Portion of Lot 1. Parcel "A ", D. L. 149 S.E.i. 
Plan 33i>3 (Spratt) „

The Manager recommended that Council authorize the acquisition 
of an easement over that portion of the above described Lot I 
shown outlined in Red on Plan No. Zkk27 for a consideration of 
$1.00.

He added that th is  easement is  required in connection with 
Phase 3 of the South Slope Sewer Project and a lso  recommended 
that Council authorize the execution of the necessary 
documents.

MOVED BY COUNCILLOR EDWARDS,
SECONDED BV COUNCILLOR HARPER:

"That the recommendations of the Manager
be adoDted."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
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MOVED BY COUNClLLOR PRITTIE, 
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MUNICIPAL MANAGER -- REPO~T NO. 49 1 1962. 

(I) Parcel 11 A11 D. L. 149 s.E. 

The Manager recommended that Council authorize the acquisition 
of an easement over that portion of the above desert bed Lot I 
shown outlined in Red on Plan No. 24427 for a consideration of 
$1.00. 

He added that this easement Is required In connection wfth 
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MOVED 13Y COUMC I LLOR EDWARDS, 
SECONDED B1 COUNCILLOR HARPER: 

11That the rP.co1111"le!1dations of the Manager 
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(2) 5088 S t i l l  Creek Avenue.

The Manager reported that the bu ild ings on the above noted Munici
pal property should be demolished due to the deteriorated condition  

of the wooden foundation, obsolete w iring, incomplete plumbing, 
deterioration  of the chimneys, and the general run-down 
condition.

He recommended that the bu ild ings on the subject property be 
demolished by the F ire Department.

MOVED BY COUNCILLOR KALYK,
SECONDED BY COUNCILLOR BLAIR:

"That the recommendation of the Manager 
be adopted."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

(3) Conference of B. C. Association  of Assessors and also  
Assessment com m issioners School tor Assessors.

The Manager recommended that two members of the Assessment 
Department be authorized to attend both the above noted 
Conference and the School mentioned in Kamloops, B. C. between 
September 18th and September 21st, 1962.

MOVED BY COUNCILLOR HARPER,
SECONDED BY COUNCILLOR BLAIR:

"That the recommendation of the Manager 
be adopted."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

(A) Lane - Richmond Park (Burnett).

The Manager reported that a petition  has been received from the 
above noted person and five  other residents of Holly Street 
adjacent Richmond Park requesting that Council abandon the lane 
allowance at the rear of the ir properties and return It  to them.

The Manager pointed out that th is  is  a matter which has been the 
subject of correspondence from these owners for two years. He 
advised that, o r ig in a lly ,  a petition  was received from most of 
the owners requesting permission to fence and use the subject 
lane allowance, which had been acquired by the normal subdivision  
process. He added that one property at tne east end was not 
included in the subdivision and therefore the lane allowance 
was not constructed through to Humphries Avenue.

The Manager advised that Council had denied the request on the 
grounds that:

(a) the land to be fenced was a dedicated 
1 ane;

(b) the Parks and Recreation Commission 
had seeded the land and constructed 
a ditch to prevent the private lands 
from receiving drainage from the Park.

- .i 
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He continued by advising that the owners then requested In 
February 1961 that the Tane allowance be cancelled and the 
land returned to the owners but Council had ruled that It  
would not oppose an application by the affected property 
owners to cancel the lane allowance, under the Plans 
Cancellation Act, provided an easement was granted across 
the west end of the allowance to extend the easement previously 
acquired along the west side of Mr. Burnett's property.

He advised that a second request was made in August 1961 for 
Council to cancel the lane allowance and return it  to the 
owners, the decision taken by Council then being to reaffirm  
I t s  previous position  to not oppose an application to cancel 
the lane.

The Manager reported that follow ing th is ,  the property owners 
included the lane allowance with tne ir respective properties 
by extending the ir fences. He pointed out that the original 
ditch constructed by the Parks and Recreation Commission was 
destroyed by th is  action and it  became necessary for the 
Corporation to build another ditch on the new line  to prevent 
flooding of private  lands. He reported that Individual notice 
was mailed to each property owner informing them that even 
though the fences had been extended the lane s t i l l  existed and 
was Crown land.

The Manager concluded by suggesting that the follow ing three 
courses of action are open to Council with respect to the 
subject matter:

(a) It  could either reaffirm  it s  previous stand to not oppose 
an application to cancel the lane allowance

(b) It  could accede to the request of the petitioners and the 
Corporation could make application under the Plans 
Cancel 1 at ion Act

(c) It  could close the lane by By-law and apply for an Order- 
in-Council to abandon the lane, in which case t i t le  could 
be vested in the Corporation or the property owners.

MOVED BY COUNCILLOR PRITTIE,
SECONDED BY COUNCILLOR BLAIR:

"That Council reaffirm  it s  previous 
position  to not oppose an application  
by the property owners involved, under 
the Plans Cancellation Act, to cancel 
the subject lane allowance and further,
I f  th is  action under the said  Act is  not 
completed within three months, the fences 
or any obstruction on the lane allowance 
be removed."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

(5) 1962 Local Improvement Paving Programme (Schedule B),

The Manager submitted a further l i s t  of Local Improvement Paving 
items selected from the o r ig in a l programme which was approved 
by both the property owners affected and Council, recommending 
tnat th is  l i s t  be approved.
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MOVED BY COUNCILLOR EDWARDS,
SECONDED BY COUNCILLOR BLAIR:

"That the recommendation of the Manager 
be adopted."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

(6) Street Lights.

The Manager submitted the follow ing l i s t  of proposed street 
l ig h t  in sta lla t io n s  recommending that these in sta lla t io n s  be 
approved:

- At dead-end of Dunlop north of Charles
- At intersection of H a lifax  and Ellesmere
- At intersection of H a lifax  and Howard
- At dead-end of Howard north of H a lifax
- At dead-end of Ellesmere north of H a lifax

MOVED BY COUNCILLOR PRITTIE,
SECONDED BY COUNCILLOR EDWARDS:

"That the recommendation of the Manager 
be adopted."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

(7) Estimates.

The Manager submitted a report of the Municipal Engineer 
covering estimates of work in the total amount of $23,163.00 
recommending that they be approved.

MOVED BY COUNCILLOR BLAIR,
SECONDED BY COUNCILLOR HICKS:

"That the recommendation of the Manager 
be adopted."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

(8) Easement - Portion of Lot 7. Block 33. D. L. 53. Plan 
3P?7~~n)av7esT7------------------  -------------^ ------------------------

The Manager recommended that Council authorize the acqu isition  
of an easement over that portion of the above described Lot 7 
shown outlined In Red on right-of-way plan number 23708 for a 
consideration of $1.00 plus restoration of the easement area.

He added that th is  easement was required in connection with the 
"S tr id e " drainage project and a lso  recommended that Council 
authorize the execution of the necessary documents.

MOVED BY COUNCILLOR EDWARDS,
SECONDED BY COUNCILLOR HARPER:

"That the recommendations of the Manager 
be adopted."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

i 
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MOVED BY COUNCILLOR EDWARDS, 
SECONDED BY COUNCILLOR BLAIR: 

11 That the recommendation of the Manager 
be adopted. 11 

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

(6) Street Lights. 

The Manager submitted the following list of proposed street 
light Installations recorrmending that these installations be 
approved: 

- At dead•end of Dunlop north of Charles 
• At Intersection of Halifax and Ellesmere 
- At Intersection of Halifax and Howard 
- At dead-end of Howard north of Halifax 
- At dead-end of Ellesmere north of Halifax 

MOVED BY COUNCILLOR PRITTIE, 
SECONDED BY COUNCILLOR EDWARDS: 

"That the recommendation of the Manager 
be adopted. 11 

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

(7) Est I mates. 

The Manager submitted a report of the Municipal Engineer 
covering estimates of work In the total amount of $23,163.00 
recommending that they be approved • 

(8) 

MOVED BY COUNCILLOR BLAIR, 
SECONDED BY COUNCILLOR HICKS: 

"That the recommendation of the Manager 
be adopted. 11 

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

[3Jock 3 D. L. 53 Plan 
av es • 

The Manager recommended that Council authorize the acquisition 
of an easement over that portion of the above described Lot 7 
shown outlined In Re~ on right-of-war plan number 23708 for a 
consideration of $1.00 plus restorat on of the easement area. 

He added that this easement was required In connection with the 
11 Stride11 drainage project and also recorrmended that Council 
authorize the execution of the necessary documents. 

MOVED BY COUNCILLOR EDWARDS, 
SECONDED BY COUNCILLOR HARPER: 

11 That the recommendations of the Manager 
be adopted. 11 

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 



(9) Lots 7. 8 and 9. Except Plan 15900. 
D. L. 2u/, Plan (MacMI11 an Mot

S.D.
o r s ) ,

1, Blocks 1 and 2t

The Manager advised that a truncation area of approximately 
150 square feet Is  desired In connection with a proposed 
sidewalk and that negotiations for th is  acquisition  have 
Indicated that the owner Is  prepared to accept $75.00 for It.

The Manager recommended that the said  truncation, which is 
shown more p a rticu la r ly  on Engineering Drawing L-180, be 
acquired for $75.00,

MOVED BY COUNCILLOR BLAjR,
SECONDED BY COUNCILLOR KALYK;

"That the recommendation of the Manager 
be adopted,"

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

(10) License Agreement - Dandy Caterers (1958) Ltd, 
(Centennial Pav ilion ).

The Manager reported that on September 5th, the Parks and 
Recreation Commission accepted the tender of the above noted 
Company for the provision of a catering service at the 
Centennial Pavilion.

He advised "that the Agreement Isj.ln the form of a License and 
that the e ffective  date of It  Is  August 1, 1962 to December 
r3 I . 196A, with the consideration payable to the Corporation 
ibelng $350.00 per month.

•He (added that the Agreement contains a one month cancellation 
clause by the Corporation and, in addition to the monthly 
payment of $350.00, the Caterer IsTequ ired  to assume the cost 
of heating and ligh t in g  the Pavilion , which has been valued 
by the Commission at $100.00 per month.

The Manager recommended that Council authorize the execution 
of th is  Agreement.

MOVED BY COUNCILLOR HARPER,
SECONDED BY COUNCILLOR BLAIR:

"That the recommendation of the Manager 
be adopted."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

( l I ) Lots "A11 and 5. Blocks 35/36. D. L. 35 (Armstrong).

The Manager reported that a Mr. George Armstrong owns the above 
described Lot i"A", which is  located on the north side of 
Moscrop Street between Smith Avenue and Inman Avenue and that 
th is  -property is  poorly drained at the rear. He added that the 
Corporation owns adjacent property to the north and that Mr. 
Armstrong Is  prepared to convey a "redundant" 62.41 foot strip 
at the rear of h is property to the Corporation for $1.00.

He advised that the necessary documents and plans have been 
prepared and signed by the Armstrongs and, since It  Is
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(9) Blocks 1 and 2 

The Manager advised that a truncatJon area of approximately 
150 square feet Is desired in connection with a proposed 
sidewalk and that negotiations for this acquisition have 
Indicated that the owner Is prepared to accept $75.00 for It. 

The Manager recommended that the said truncation, which Is 
shown more particularly on Engineering Drawing L-180, be 
acquired for $75.00, 

( 1 O) 

MOVED BY COUNCILLOR BLAlrl, 
SECONDED BY COUNCILLOR KALYK: 

"That the reconmendatlon of the Manager 
be adopted, 11 

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

1958 td. 

The Manager reported that on September 5th, the Parks and 
Recreation Commission accepted the tender of the above noted 
Company for the provision of a catering service at the 

,c~ntennlal Pavilion. 

He a~t:Sed -that the Agreement ,~.Jn th~ for!ll of a License and 
that the effective date of It ts August 1, 1962 to December 

:.J.l f, .1964, with the consideration payable to the Corporation 
ibe ng $350,00 per month, 

iHe 1added that the Agreement cont al ns a one month cance11 aUon 
clause by the Corporation and, In addition to the monthly 
··payment of $350.00, the Caterer Is ;required to assume the cost 
of heating and lighting the Pavilion, which has been valued 
by the Commission at $100.00 per month. 

' 
The Manager recommended that Council authorize the execution 
of this Agreement. 

MOVED BY COUNCILLOR HARPER, 
SECONDED BY COUNCILLOR BLAIR: 

11 That the reconmendation of the Manager 
be adopted. 11 

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

(,l 1) Lots 11 A11 and 5, Blocks 35/36, D. L. 35 (Armstrong), 

The Manager reported that a Mr. George Armstrong owns the above 
described Lot ,11 A11 , which is located on the north side of 
Moscrop Street between Smith Avenue and Inman Avenue and that 
this .property is poorly drained at the rear. He added that the 
Corporation owns adjacent property to the north and that Mr, 
Armstrong Is prepared to convey a "redundant" 62.41 foot strip 
at the rear of his property to the Corporation for $1.00, 

He advised that the necessary documents and plans have been 
prepared and s I gned by the Armst rongs and, s I nee It .f s 

I 
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considered that it  is  in the Interest of the Corporation to 
obtain the subject 62.^1 foot s t r ip ,  he recommended that 
Council authorize it s  acqu isition  for $1.00.

He a lso  recommended that Council authorize the execution of 
any documents which may be required to complete th is  trans
action.

MOVED BY COUNCILLOR HARPER,
SECONDED BY COUNCILLOR HICKS:

"That the recommendations of the Manager 
be adopted."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

(12) Estimates.

The Manager submitted a report of the Municipal Engineer 
covering Special Estimates of Work in the total amount of 
$16,000.00 recommending that they be approved.

MOVED BY COUNCILLOR HICKS,
SECONDED BY COUNCILLOR EDWARDS:

"That the recommendation of the Manager 
be adopted."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

THE REEVE DECLARED A RECESS AT 9:10 P.M. 

THE COUNCIL RECONVENED AT 9:25 P.M.

The Manager reported that he had received a submission from 
the Municipal S o lic ito r  in connection with the operation of 
the Parks and Recreation Commission in which the opinion was 
expressed that Council, having created the Commission and 
given it  wide powers, could not interfere with the Commission 
provided it  was acting within the scope of it s  delegated 
authority but Council could always make inquiries and request 
reports and information from the Commission since Council has 
the right and duty to see that it s  delegated powers are being 
properly carried out.

The S o lic ito r  further reported that he fe lt  Councillor Kalyk 
should have f i r s t  directed her questions to the Commission and, 
i f  d is sa t is f ie d  with the answers, could have reported the 
matter to Council.

The S o lic ito r  repeated that so long as the Commission is  acting 
within the scope of it s  delegated authority, Council could not 
direct i t s  p o lic ie s  even i f  individual members, or Council as 
a whole, did not agree with these po lic ie s.

Councillor Kalyk then rose and stated that she fe lt  every 
Councillor should be able to question any member of a body 
duly appointed by Council on any facet pertaining to the 
operation of that body. Sne reiterated that her previous 
remarks to Council were not improper, emphasizing that it  is  
the elected representatives who must answer to the people and 
not the appointed ones.

• 
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considered that it Is in the Interest of the Corporation to 
obtain the subject 62.41 foot strip, he recommended that 
Council authorize its acquisition for $1.00. 

He also recommended that Council authorize the execution of 
any documents which may be required to complete this trans
action. 

MOVED BY COUNCILLOR HARPEi~, 
SECOi~DED BY COUNCILLOR HICKS: 

11 That the recommendations of the Manager 
be adopted. 11 

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

( 1 2) Est I mat es • 

The Manager submitted a report of the Municipal Engineer 
covering Special Estimates of Work in the total amount of 
$16,000.00 recommending that they be approved. 

MOVED BY COUNCILLOR HICKS, 
SECONDED BY COUNCILLOR EDWARDS: 

11 That the recommendation of the Manager 
be adopted. 11 

THE REEVE DECLARED A RECESS AT 9:10 P.M. 

THE COUNCIL RECONVENED AT 9:25 P.M • 

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

The Manager report€d that he had rQceived a submission from 
the Municipal Solicitor in connection with the operation of 
the Parks and Recreation Commission in which the opinion was 
expressed that Council, having created the Commission and 
given it wide powers, could not interfere with the Commission 
provided it was acting within the scope of its delegated 
authority but Council could always make inquiries and request 
reports and information from the Commission since Council has 
the right and duty to see that its delegated powers are being 
properly carried out. 

The Solicitor further reported that he felt Councillor Kalyk 
should have first directed her questions to the Commission and, 
if dissatisfied with the answers, could have reported the 
matter to Council. 

The Solicitor repeated that so Jong as the Commission is acting 
within the scope of its delegated authority, Council could not 
direct its policies even if individual members, or Council as 
a whole, did not agree with these policies. 

Councillor Kalyk then rose and stated that she felt every 
Councillor should be able to question any member of a body 
duly appointed by Council 0n any facet pertaining to the 
operation of that body. Sne reiterated that her previous 
remarks to Council were not improper, emphasizing that it is 
the elected representatives who must answer to the people and 
not the appointed ones. 
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Councillor Kalyk a lso  stated that she had further questions In 
connection with the summer camp at Cultus Lake which she would 
be submitting to the Parks and Recreation Commission. She 
added that she did not plan to attend the meeting of the 
Commission when her submission was received.

MOVED BY COUNCILLOR EDWARDS,
SECONDED BY COUNCILLOR PRITTIE:

"That the report of the S o lic ito r  be 
received and copies of It  be circu lated  
to each Councillo r."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

The report of the Planning Committee on:

(a) A s in g le  authority proposal for Burnaby
Lake

(b) Zoning procedures

was then lif te d  from the table for further consideration.

(a) Single  Authority Proposal for Burnaby Lake.

The Committee reported that it  had met with a delegation from 
the Burnaby Chamber of Commerce to consider i t s  proposal that 
Burnaby Lake and surrounding lands be placed under a single  
authority for the purpose of laying a foundation for the 
eventual development of the Lake.

The Committee pointed out that the Chamber had submitted Its 
proposal in the interests of e lim inating what they feel Is a 
t r ip le  authority having ju r isd ic t io n  over the Lake and because, 
in the interest of fostering the use and development of the 
Lake, there should be one authority in which a ll lands 
surrounding the Lake would be vested and to which any interested 
groups could apply for use of the Lake.

The Committee a lso  pointed out that the Chamber did not 
suggest that th is  proposed authority have ju r isd ic t io n  over 
the development of the Lake but that such development proceed 
as pub lic resources and demand warranted.

The Committee advised that the delegation from the Chamber was 
Informed of the position  of th is  Corporation In regard to the 
lands surrounding the Lake and, in th is  connection, it  was 
pointed out to the delegation that concerted e ffo rts have been 
made over past years to obtain the remaining private lands 
around the Lake. The Committee reported that the delegation 
was a lso  advised that with the exception of a f a ir ly  large 
private  holding at the east end o f the Lake and another 
forming part of the George Derby Health and Occupational 
Centre, p ra c t ic a lly  a ll  lands were now under Municipal 
ownership.

The Committee reported that, pursuant to the report of the 
Lower Mainland Regional Planning Board entitled; "Land for 
Leisure", consideration was being given to the formation of 
a regional park authority which would be responsible for 
major parks in the Lower Mainland and Fraser Valley regions, 
i t  suggested that th is  s in g le  authority for Burnaby Lake would
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Councillor Kalyk also stated that she had further questions In 
connection with the summer camp at Cultus Lake which she would 
be submitting to the Parks and Recreation Conmlsslon. She 
added that she did not plen to attend the meeting of the 
Conmlssfon when her submission was received. 

The 

was 

MOVED BY COUNCILLOR EDWARDS, 
SECONDED BY COUNCILLOR PRITTIE: 

"That the report of the Solicitor be 
received and copies of ft be circulated 
to each Counc f 11 or. 11 

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

report of the Planning Conmittee on: 

( a) A single authority proposal for Burnaby 
Lake 

( b) Zoning procedures 

then lifted from the table for further consideration. 

(a) Single Authority Proposal for Burnaby Lake. 

The Committee reported that It had met with a delegation from 
the Burnaby Chamber of Commerce to consider Its proposal that 
Burnaby Lake and surrounding lands be placed under a single 
authority for the purpose of laying a foundation for the 
eventual development of t~e Lake. 

The Conmittee pointed out that the Chamber had submitted Its 
proposal in the interests of eliminating what they feel is a 
triple authority having jurisdiction over the Lake and because, 
in the interest of fostering the use and development of the 
Lake, there should be one authority in which all lands 
surrounding the Lake would be vested and to which any interested 
groups could apply for use of the Lake. 

The Conmittee also pointed out that the Chamber did not 
suggest that this proposed authority have jurisdiction over 
the development of the Lake but that such development proceed 
as public resources and demand warranted. 

The Corrmittee advised that the delegation from the Chamber was 
Informed of the position of this Corporation In regard to the 
lands surrounding the Lake and, in this connection, It was 
pointed out to the delegation that concerted efforts have been 
made over past years to obtain the remaining private lands 
around the Lake. The Conmittee reported that the delegation 
was also advised that with the exception of a fairly large 
private holding at the east end of the Lake and another 
forming part of the George Derby He~lth and Occupational 
Centre, practically all lands were now under Municipal 
ownership. 

The Conmlttee reported that, pursuant to the report of the 
Lower Mainland Regional Planning Board entitled: "Land for 
Leisure", consideration was being given to the formation of 
a regional park authority which would be responslble for 
major parks In the Lower Mainland and Fraser Valley regions, 
It suggested that this single authority for Burnaby Lake would 
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somewhat jeopardize the function of the proposed regional 
authority.

The Committee reported that it  fe lt  there should be no 
divergence from the proposals set out in the "Land for Leisure" 
report re la tive  to the establishment of a regional park 
authority.

They recommended:

(a) That Council go on record as endorsing the proposal 
of the Lower Mainland Regional Planning Board to 
estab lish  a regional park authority for the purpose 
of foste ring  the development of regional parks within  
the Fraser Valley - Lower Mainland region (including  
Burnaby Lake), and that the proposal of the Burnaby 
Chamber of Commerce to estab lish  a separate authority  
for the Lake area be not entertained.

(b) That app lication  be made to the Federal Government for 
the desired land, being the s ite  occupied by the George 
Derby Health and Occupational Centre, as a further major 
step toward completion by the Corporation of land 
ownership around the Lake.

Since Council received a le tte r th is  evening from the Lower 
Mainland Parks Advisory Commission re la tive  to the creation  
of a regional park authority, it  was fe lt  that a decision on 
the recommendations of the Committee should be deferred pending 
receipt of an expression of opinion from the Parks and 
Recreation Commission, as was directed at th is  meeting.

MOVED BY COUNCILLOR BLAIR,
SECONDED BY COUNCILLOR MacSORLEY:

"That the Federal Government be requested 
to contact the M un ic ipality  in the event 
a proposal is  being contemplated to dispose 
of that land occupied by the George Derby 
Health and Occupational Centre."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

(b) Zoning Procedures.

The Committee reported that it  had conducted a review of the 
current procedures in respect of rezoning as a result of:

( i )  D issa t is fa c tio n  occasionally  expressed by
applicants over the present practice of 
"grouping" app lications for periodic review.

( i i )  Previous remarks by individual Councillors
that applicants do not have adequate 
opportunity to piesent their case, 
particu la r ly  when the Planning Department's 
recommendation is  opposed to the 
appli cation.
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somewhat jeopardize the function of the proposed regional 
authority. 

The Committee reported that it felt there should be no 
divergence from the proposals set out in the "Land for Leisure" 
report relative to the establishment of a regional park 
authority. 

They recommended: 

(a} That Council go on record as endorsing the proposal 
of the Lower Mainland Regional Planning Board to 
establish a regional park authority for the purpose 
of fostering the development of regional parks within 
the Fraser Valley - Lower Mainland region (including 
Burnaby Lake}, and that the proposal of the Burnaby 
Chamber of Commerce to establish a separate authority 
for the Lake area be not entertained. 

(b) That application be made to the Federal Government for 
the desired land, being the site occupied by the George 
Derby Health and Occupational Centre, as a further major 
step toward completion by the Corporation of land 
ownership around the Lake. 

Since Council received a letter this evening from the Lower 
Mainland Parks Advisory Commission relative to the creation 
of a regional park authority, it was felt that a decision on 
the recommendations of the Committee should be deferred pending 
receipt of an expression of opinion from the Parks and 
Recreation Commission, as was directed at this meeting. 

MOVED C3Y COUNCILLOR C3LAllt, 
SECONDED C3Y COUNCILLOR MacSORLEY: 

"That the Federal Government be requested 
to contact the Municipality in the event 
a proposal is being contemplated to dispose 
of that land occupied by the George Derby 
Health and Occupational Centre." 

CARRIED UNANJMOUSLY 

(b) Zoning Procedures. 

The Committee reported that it had conducted a review of the 
current procedures in respect of rezoning as a result of: 

( i} 

( i i ) 

Dissatisfaction occasionally expressed by 
applicants over the present practice of 
11 grouping" applications for periodic review. 

Previous remarks by individual Councillors 
that applicants do not have adequate 
opportunity to p1esent their case, 
particularly when the Planning Department's 
recommendation is opposed to the 
app I i cation. 
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( I I I )  The view of the Planning Department that Public 
Hearingsf as conducted, do not adequately a ir  
a rezoning matter. The Committee amplified th is 
point by adding that it  is  fe lt  the public Is  not 
given a su ff ic ie n t understanding o f the subject 
rezoning and sometimes persons attending Public 
Hearings could gain the impression that Council has 
brought a rezoning to the Hearing on the basis of 
an unsubstantiated application or a recommendation 
from the Planning Department.

( iv )  An amendment to the Municipal Act in 1961 whereby
Section 704(2) was deleted. The Committee suggested 
that the intention of th is  amendment was to remove 
the inference that there was an implied right to 
apply for rezoning. The Committee stressed that the 
Department of Municipal A ffa ir s  has on occasion 
expressed opposition to the view that rezoning 
requests should be entertained and, though the 
Committee does not en tire ly  share th is  view, It  
nevertheless substantiates the fee ling of the 
Planning Department that zontng changes, In most 
instances, should be in it ia te d  by Council. The 
Committee further submitted that any representation 
for zoning changes should be regarded as a symptom 
of the possib le  need for such change.

The Committee advised that the "grouping" arrangement has beep 
practiced for some time and, though there has been some dis
sa t is fa c t io n  expressed, th is  situation  has occurred quite 
infrequently.

The Committee added that it  fe lt  some improvement in the 
amount of information being supplied to those affected by a 
proposed rezoning may be warranted so that a better under
standing is  portrayed and persons interested who attend the 
Hearing w ill be able to appreciate and discuss the proposals 
more fu lly .

The Committee suggested that persons no tified  of rezoning 
changes should receive a copy of the report of the Planning 
Department or an outline  of arguments for the change, and both 
of these should be restated at the Public Hearing.

The Committee further advised that it  fe lt  handling of 
app lications upon which a negative recommendation from the 
Planning Department is  adopted, suggests a d ifferent approach, 
The Committee expressed the view that, because of the foregoing 
le g is la t iv e  amendment and the attitude  of the Department or 
Municipal A ffa ir s ,  opportunity for rebuttal need not necessarily 
be given since any party Interested in a zoning change has the 
opportunity to make h is case at the outset. Tne Committee 
suggested, however, that i f  there is  incorrect information 
or a misstatement of the case, possib ly  rebuttal might be In 
order.

In conclusion, the Committee recommended:

(1) That the grouping of rezoning app lications be adopted
as a formal procedure and that such groupings be scheduled 
for presentation to Council at the f i r s t  meeting during 
February, May, August, and November.

( 11 I) 

(iv) 

Page 122 

The view of the Planning Department that Public 
Hearings, as conducted, do not adequately air 
a rezoning matter. The Committee amplified this 
point by adding that It Is felt the public Is not 
given a sufficient understanding of the subject 
rezoning and sometimes persons attending Public 
Hearings could gain the Impression that Council has 
brought a rezoning to the Hearing on the basis of 
an unsubstantiated appllcatlon or a recommendation 
from the Planning Department. 

An amendment to the Municipal Act in 1961 whereby 
Section 704(2) was deleted. The Committee suggested 
that the Intention of this amendment was to remove 
the inference that there was an implied right to 
apply for rezonin~. The Committee stressed that the 
Department of Municipal Affairs has on occasion 
expressed opposition to the view that rezoning 
requests should be entertained and, though the 
Committee does not entirety share this view, It 
nevertheless substantiates the feeling of the 
Planning Department that zoning changes, In most 
Instances, should be initiated by Council. The 
Committee further submitted that any representation 
for zoning changes should be regarded as a symptom 
of the possible need for such change. 

The Committee advised that the "grouping" arrangement has been 
practiced for some time and, though there has been some dis• 
satisfaction expressed, this situation has occurred quite 
Infrequently. 

The Committee added that it ·felt some improvement In the 
amount of information being supplied to those affected by a 
proposed rezoning may be warranted so that a better under• 
standing Is portrayed and persons interested who attend the 
Hearing will be able to appreciate and discuss the proposals 
more fully. 

The Committee suggested that persons notified of rezoning 
changes should receive a CO?Y of the report of the Planning 
Department or an outline of arguments for the change, and~~ 
of these should be restated at the Public Hearing. 

The Committee furthei advised that ft felt handling of 
applications upon which a negative recommendation from the 
Planning Department is adopted, suggests a different approach, 
The Cammi ttee expressed the view that, because of the foregoing 
legislative amendment and the attitude of the Department of 
Municipal Affairs, opportunity for rebuttal need not necessarily 
be g lven s I nee any party Interested in a zon Ing change has the 
opportunity to make his case at the outset. The Committee 
suggested, however, that If there Is incorrect information 
or a misstatement of the case, possibly rebuttal might be In 
order. 

In conclusion, the Committee recotrmended: 

{ 1) That the grouping of rezoning applications be adopted 
as a formal procedur~ and that such groupings be scheduled 
for presentation to Council at the first meeting during 
February, May, August, and November. 
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(2) That In the case of a po sit ive  recommendation of the 
Planning Department which is  adopted by Council, the 
report of the sa id  Department be forwarded to a ll  
affected land owners who are notified  under the present 
po licy  or, i f  Council reverses a negative recommendation 
of the Planning Department, the reasons of Council and 
the report of the Planning Director be forwarded to the 
owners involved.

(3) That no further action be taken in regard to negative 
recommendations of the Planning Department adopted by 
Council, or the negation of a po sit ive  recommendation 
of that Department by Council except to inform the 
applicant of the decision made.

(*0 That a pamphlet be prepared by the Planning Department 
se tting out the zoning procedures followed by the 
Corporation, together with pertinent information on 
zoning le g is la t io n , to be availab le  for d istribu tion  to 
the public.

MOVED BY COUNCILLOR PRITT1E,
SECONDED BY COUNCILLOR BLAIR:

"That the grouping of rezoning 
app lications be adopted as a formal 
procedure and that such groupings be 
scheduled for presentation to Council 
at the f i r s t  meeting during February, 
May, August, and November."

MOVED BY COUNCILLOR EDWARDS,
SECONDED BY COUNCILLOR HARPER:

"That the motion be amended by deleting 
a ll the words after "Council" and 
In serting the words "every two months."

CARRIED
COUNCILLORS PRITT1E, 
BLAIR £■ HICKS -AGAINST

MOVED BY COUNCILLOR EDWARDS,
SECONDED BY COUNCILLOR KALYK:

"That the motion, as amended, be 
adopted."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

MOVED BY COUNCILLOR HICKS,
SECONDED BY COUNCILLOR HARPER:

"That recommendation Number (2) of the 
Committee be adopted."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

MOVED BY COUNCILLOR PRITTIE,
SECONDED BY COUNCILLOR HICKS:

" T h a t  recom m endation  Number (3 )  o f  the  
Com m ittee  be a d o p t e d . "

H CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

I 

.. 

l 

( 2) 

Page 123 

That In the case of a positive recommendation of the 
Planning Department which is adopted by Council, the 
report of the said Department be forwarded to a11 
affected land owners who are notified under the present 
policy or, if Council reverses a negative recommendation 
of the Planning Department, the reasons of Council and 
the report of the Planning Director be forwarded to the 
owners involved. 

(3) That no further action be taken In regard to negative 
recommendations of the Planning Department adopted by 
Council, or the negation of a positive recommendation 
of that Department by Council except to inform the 
applicant of the decision made. 

(4) That a pamphlet be prepared by the Planning Department 
setting out the zoning procedures followed by the 
Corporation, to~ether with pertinent information on 
zoning legislation, to be available for distribution to 
the public. 

MOVED BY COUNCILLOR PRITTIE, 
SECONDED BY COUNCILLOR BLAIR: 

11 That the grouping of rezoning 
applications be adopted as a formal 
procedure and that such groupings be 
scheduled for presentation to Council 
at the first meeting during February, 
May, August, and November. 11 

MOVED BY COUNCILLOR EDWARDS, 
SECONDED BY COUNCILLOR HARPER: 

"That the motion be amended by deleting 
al I the words after 11 Counci 111 and 
Inserting the words 11 every two months. 11 

CARRIED 
COUNCILLORS PRITTIE, 
BLAIR & HICKS •AGAINST 

MOVED BY COUNCILLOR EDWARDS, 
SECONDED BY COUNCILLOR KALYK: 

"That the motion, as amended, be 
adopted. 11 

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

MOVED BY COUNCILLOR HICKS, 
SECONDED BY COUNCILLOR HARPER: 

"That recommendation Number (2) of the 
Committee be adopted." 

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

MOVED BY COUNCILLOR PRITTIE, 
SECONDED BY COUNCILLOR HICKS: 

"That recommendation Number (3) of the 
Committee be adopted. 11 

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 
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MOVED BY COUNCILLOR PRITTIE,
SECONDED BY COUNCILLOR HARPER:

"That recommendation Number (A) of the 
Committee be adopted."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

MOVED BY COUNCILLOR EDWARDS,
SECONDED BY COUNCILLOR MacSORLEY:

"That the Committee now r ise  and report."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

THE COUNCIL RECONVENED.

MOVED BY COUNCILLOR EDWARDS,
SECONDED BY COUNCILLOR HICKS:

"That the report of the Committee be 
now adopted."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

The meeting then adjourned.

Confirmed: C e rtified  Correct:

iI
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MOVED BY COUNCILLOR PRITTIE, 
SECONDED BY COUNCILLOR HARPER: 

11That recommendation Number (4) of the 
Committee be adopted." 

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

MOVED BY COUNCILLOR EDWARDS, 
SECONDED BY COUNCILLOR MacSORLEY: 

"That the Committee now rise and report. 11 

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

THE COUNCIL RECONVENED. 

MOVED BY COUNCILLOR EDWARDS, 
SECONDED BY COUNCILLOR HICKS: 

"That the report of the Conmlttee be 
now adopted. 11 

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

The meeting then adjourned. 

Confirmed: Certified Correct: 
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