*

THE CORVORATION OF HE DISTRICT OF BURNADY

July 26

MANAGER'S REPORY NO, 47, 1971.

ilis Worship, the Mayor,
~and Members of the Council.

~ Gentlemen:

Your Mhnager reports as follows:

l. " Re:  Submission of Farris, Farris, Vaunhen, Wills & Murphy
' regarding 6557 Elgin Avenue, dated June 23, 1971.

’ej” 2._,Re:"Burning Permit RequcStI(Mr J.F. Friesen)

'Berkley - 6th ahd'7eh Streei ..

,*gPark Reserve - Rav1ne East of Gilley Avenue
’I»Report from Parhs and Recredtlon Comm1sglon.

k_j“Storm Sewer Easement )
.};*Re?onlng Reference #26/71 .
. iLots A, B & C,.Blk. 71, D.L. 33, Plan 3934
- Lot 1, Blk. ‘70, D.L. 33, Plan 8617,
+:5736, 5722 5708 Chafley Avenue, 4375. Grange,
7 (See Item 19 Manager s Report No. 43, Ccl. Mtg. June 28,

_v~xades Llcense,
onHnoon &: Franklln Wholesale DlSLrlbutOr" lelted
f7488 Grlfflths Avenue,

EjTenders for Ornamenral QtreeL nghtlnp Materlajs

‘~Lease - Blocks 4 to 7 1nclu31ve, D L° 212 Plan 3080
fBestwood Industrles L1m1ted

eEqueotrlan Complex"1

MEeGWLnLnr'C]ubs Agrcements

«Sign Bylaw;

’m  ,11§ Re: Complai“t by Mrs. I. Owens

on Lombardi Poplar Trees on Neighbour's Property.

12.  Re: House Demolition

Grange Street Extension - 5990 Sussex Avenue
Lot 3, Block 9 D.L. 32, Plan 2250,

13. Re: Fire Dept. Monthly Report

14. Re; Building Department Monthly Report

15. Re: ?Planner I (Transportation)

16, Re: TFuture UBCM Resolution on
Sub ject of Non-Conforming Uses,
District of Coquitlam,

17. Re: Englncer's Special Estimates.

18, Re: Medical llealth Monthly Report,

19, Re: Proposed Local Lmprovemg:t Projoect ==
Grange=Dover Jrom Kingswoy Lo Royal Ouale Avenuo.

Conlinaed, .,
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b’{ji(Item 45 Manager s Report No. 45, Council HLg. July 12/71)
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Page
20. Re: New Automobile Temporary Storage Yards : )
Recently Developed in Big Bend Area. 36
21. Re: Light Metal Product Manufacturing Shop and Office Bldg.
Preliminary Plan Approval Application #1555
Southerly portion of Lot 5, D.L. 42, Plan 3055. 39
§ f;.),‘ © 22, Re: “Personncl Dept. Monthly Report. 41
23. Re: Construction of Graham Avenue
DI 4th Street to 6th Street
Local Improvement Program. .- L4
. Re:’ Big Bend Area Study. : ‘ 47
;; n;iRe£  Proposed Local Improvement PrOJect -
v : Hazel Street from McKercher Avenue to McMurray Avenue.’ ‘ 57
é ebee}e{Burnaby Halfway Lodge Soc1ety Slte Lease Proposal. 58 .
%\ '[iRe:ffBoulevard Area,
1 © . 4300 Block Frances Street -- _ :
: ’i;fLetter from Mr. F. L. Wilson. -~ ~ , 6l
';i?rrlvate Walkway,, ‘ :
4200 Block Albert Street, o :
, 3Letter from Mrs. Vera E. Davies. ' ‘ 62
: ;Sewerage and Drarnage Easements,f o : .
aSubd1v131on Reference #86/71 el ‘ SRR K : 63
(i ;ffPlplng Watercourse -~ Lister Court , ’ , ‘ L
e ~Arma & Laurand Holdlngs lelted : - 66

:A'Rezonlng Appllcatlons 'g ﬂ ‘ e 1‘ - 67
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ITEM 1
MANAGER'S REPORT NO. 47

&
i
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Re: Submission of Farris, Farris, Vaughan, Wills & Murphy
" regarding 6557 Elgin Avenue, dated June 23, 1971.

Appearing as a communication of the July 26, 1971 Agenda is a letter

dated June 23, 1971, from Farris, Farris, Vaughan, Wills & Murphy

regardlng rezoning 6557 Elgin Avenue.

The Plannlng Department has examined the letter and reports that the

11nformat10n which has beea given in the submission is essentially
correct, namely, that the subject lot has not sufficient frentage to
“meet the requirements of P5 zoning. The lot has a frontage of 60"

" whereas the Bylaw requirement is 80'. The Planning Department has

been directed by Council that as a matter of policy no rezoning

‘application be considered for any property that does not meet the

Bylaw size requirements.

' ‘Therefore, the basic question for Council to consider seems to be
' .whether or not to accept an application from Mrs. Reeves for the
fiﬁrezonlng of: her property from R5 to P5.

COUNCIL MEETING  July 20/71
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