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. . : MARNGES REPOIT 10
LLCBHEE MEETING :

. 20. Re: Propusicd Subdivision - Cameron Streect,
TN —Noel Drive and Sullivan

Following is a report dated August 27, 1971, rrom the
Planning Director regavding  the above,

RECOMMENDATION ;

THAT if preliminavy approval is granted to the
subdivision application and it is decided that the
existing houses are to remain, connection to

the sewer is mandatory within 30 dayvs of the
issuance of such approval; and '

THAT Mr. Butler be advised ot the contents of

this report item.
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/ August 27, 1971
MR, M, J. SHELLEY
" MUNICIPAL MANAGER :
DEAR SIR:
' RE: PROPOSED SUBDIVISION ~ CAMERON STREET,
NOEL DRIVE ‘AND SULLIVAN
: On;AUgust 23rd, Council received a letter dated August 19th
from Mr, James E. Butler regarding the above described property
and ‘directed that the Department submit a report on this matter,
We have reviewed our files on this property and would submit
the following comments on each of the points raised in Mr. Butler's
~letter, '
. S ']’ ““§¢atement:

"The owner, therefore, wishes to present to the Mayor

and Council a petition requesting a decision of the proposad
new road and permission to proceed with the subhdivision
proposed, and further respectlfully requests that since

this and otThey relating matters  have heon under negotiation
for four years without reaching a satislactory, or any
conclusion, Thal THis matior He §iven Colnoil™s carliest
attention,™

Comment

On November 27th, 1967, an application to subdivide this
property was roeceived by the Planning Dopartment, The
application was examincd and on January 9th, 1068, the reply
set oout helow was lorwarded to Lhe applicant:
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sy M, J, Shelley - Aupuvst 27, 1971

Proposcd subdivision - Cameron Streocet,
Noel Drive and Sullivan

Planning Depavtment
January 9, 1968

Mr. K. Lundstiom

Simon Fraser Realty Ltd,
1111-C Austin Avenue
Coquitlam, B. C,

Dear Sixr:

Re: Lot "B, S.D. 1, i1ock 19 DI, &
S.D, Reference £279/67

In reply to your application for subdivision of the
subject property, we can now provide further infor-
mation, :

There is a proposal for a collector road to run west
into Noel Drive from the interioyr :of the properties
fronting on Sullivan and Cameron Streets. Although
the exact alignment of this road has not yet becn
determined by survey, its approximate location will
be as indicated on the attached sketch,

Our recent Apartment Study which has bheen approved
in principle designates the area between the new
collector road and Cameron Street for future low
density multiple family development. For This
reason, we would encourage subdivision that would
ultimately be suitable for garden apartments or
other low density multiple family uses.

The attached sketch with Lot "B" outlined in red,
indicates a possible layout for the area hased on
that portion. south of the new road becoming an RML
low density multiple family zone and that portion
north remaining R2 single family, It would seem
that development of several properties at once would
be preferable to subdivision of a single property
with the parcels south of the new road being con-
solidated into as large holdings as possible,.

If you wish to proceed with subdivision on this basis
or if you require further information, plecasc contact
this Department,

Yours truly,
"A, L, Parnr"

A. L. Parr,
APPROVING OFFICER

On February 16th, 1968, an application to rezonce the subjoect
property and the propeyty to the cast was received by the
Planning Deparviment, Council on February 26Lh, 1968 considered
this application and declined Lo rozonc,
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Mr, M. J, Sheliey -3 Auguast 27, 1971

Re: Proposed subdivision - Comeron Streot,
" Noel Drive and Sullivan

P

A comment on the subdivision and revzoning application was made
in the Planning Departments lcetter of December 10, 1968 to the
Municipal Managery which is roproduced below:

“"Further to your memo of November 20, 1968, we have examinad
our files with regarl to the {wo items raised by Mr, Morris
and would comment as follows:

(1) A rezoning application (RZ Ref. #21/68) was received
from Simon Fraser Realty Limitced on February 16, 1968
for the rezoning of two parcels of land extending
from Cameron Street to Noel Drive (9237 and 9211
Cameron Street) from R2 Residential to RM2 Multiple
Family., These properties cover a total arca of
approximately 1,94 acres and straddle the projected
gast-west collector road bhetween Sullivan and Cameron,

This was one of the reasons for the application being

: ‘ turned down by the Council on February 26, 1968, In
S A addition, the arca had been designated for Stage II

S apartment development and was thus considered to have
a future, rather than an immediate, potential for
apartment use, The rezoning rcport went on to state
that at such time as the Stage I area south of Cameron
Street begins to fill up, adequate services are avail-
~able to the north side of Cameron, the major road
through the area is tied down and recasonable parcelling:
has taken place, this area .could then be considered
for apartment development,

(2) The most recent subdivision application in this area
was made on November 27, 1967 by Simon Fraser Realtly
Limited. A copy of a letter of January 9, 1968,
which was sent as a result of this application, is
attached for your information, No reply has, as yet,
been received to this letter,

; o While Mr, Morris is correct in stating that a recent rezoning
R S ' request has been denied, this is not the case with the sub-
; division application, Although, as stated in our memo of
November 14, 1968, {he provision of the collector road is
the first step which should be taken in the "opening up"
of the area for development, this department would be pre-
pared to proceed with the subdivision of the area based
on the pattern set out on Drawing #B2009, which shows the
approximate route of this road.

A large scale proposal for low density apartment development
which complied with the recommended basic road and subdivision
pattern would also receive serious consideration, as in the
case of the arca south of Loughccd Highway which was also

, designated for Stage II development in the Apartment Study

In conclusion, we do not belicve that the propertics locatoed
between Cameron and Sullivan are frozen indefinitely in theiy
present state of development, Veonomic considerations may
have been a factor in slowing development in this particula

- arca, but the maintenance of the present "status quo'™ o
: ‘ an indefinite period Lias never been the policy of this
i depayvtment, "
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M, M. J. Shelley -y Asust 27, 1971

Re: DIroposed subdivision -~ Cancron Street,
N Nocl Drive and sullivan

Between the time of the above applications and the current application,
discussions were held in 1970 with an architect who proposed an

RM3 type scheme for the property., The schome was at variance with

the conceptual plan but did not materialize into an application.

To conclude the comment on this point, we have worked with the
applicants on each of the applications submitted ov proposals
made but these have never been pursuedor f{inalized by the
applicant. I

Statcment:
1.  That the owncr -is beiung reguired to conueet Co oa
sewer at his expense for property which may only

be located on this site for a period of six months."

Comment:

In accordance with Council policy, the owner of this

A property was directed to connect to the Sanitary Sewer,

I by letter dated September 3, 1970. As there was no reply

Y to this letter a registered letter was sent on November 12,

Dl ’ 1970. As there was no reply to this letter, an informa-
tion was sworn against the owneyr. This action prompted
~the reply reproduced below: ‘

May 12, 1971

Pollution Control Committee
Clerks Office
494 Canada Way

Burnaby 2, B. C.

Dear Sirs:

Sewer Connections at 9211 Cameron Street and 9237 Cameron Street

On May 13, 1971, I was served with a summons asking me to appcar
on May 20 to explain why the sewer had not been connected, We
would like to appeal for an extension as this property is in

an area proposed by the City for apartments. We have signed

an agreement with a Ken Rosencrous and he has made application
for rezoning to apartments, Present lines willi be removed and
new lines put in at that time, VWe would very much like to

avoid extra trouble and costs of putting in new lines thatl may
have to be removed in the near futurc,

We are asking if we could recelve some correspondence from you
to take to the Magistrate when I appear,

Yours truly

Abe Epp

The reply noted bhelow was forwarded the Tollowing duay:
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Mr, M, J. Shelley —~iy- Al

Re: DProposcd subdivision - Cameron Street,
Noel Durive and Sullbivan

May 18, 1971
Mr, A. Lpp
7469 Vivian Strccet
Vancouver, B, C,

Decar Sir:

Re: Scewer Connections--~9211 Cameron Street and
9237 Camcron Street, Burnaby, B. C.

This will acknowledge your letter dated May 17, 1971,
which concerned the above captioned subject.

- Unfortunately, at Lhas date, it is too late to apply
for an extension of time in this mattex,

We can only suggest that you explain to the Magistrate,
on May 20, 1971, the circumstances in this matter as explained
by you in your letter,

Yours truly

R, ¥. Norcliffe,
Secretary
POLLUTION COMMITTEE

. RFN:mbl
L ee .Municipal Engineer

‘At the appearance on May 20th, the Courts allowed an extension
until June 25th.  The Corporation asked for a remand for 30 days

when the applicant did not appear on this date, Evidence given at
this hearing revealed that there was no application before the

‘Planning Department for rezoning., Subsequently, the Engineering
“Department asked the Courts for an extension to August 27th, TFollow-

ing receipt of Nr, Butler's letter, arrangcments have been made with

“the Municipal Solicitor for the matter before the Courts concerning

connection to the Sanitary Sewer to be laid over until the total
matter brought before Council is resolved,

. STATEMENT:

" 2, That the owner has heen refused permission to develop
the land in accordance with the plan proposed by the
Municipality,"

COMMENT ;

On July 8th 1971, the letter reproduced below was submitted

by Mr, Butlcer in which he asked that we approve the creation
of four 50' lots in a zoning district which requires a minimum
of 60' [rontagc, - :

Projoect Designs,

1905, 750 Jervis,
Vancouver H, I3,C,
GHN 70490

3
July SEh, 1971,
Planning Depachuent,

Burna by Maniah pad finll,
Burnaby, O, ©

]

Doy i,
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Ners Proposvd subdivizion - Cameron
Nooldl irive and Swilivan

Feilowing our discussion on Tuesday, 1 1eft o reviscd
plan at the Reception Desk yesteoday,

As you will sce I have suggested four 500" lots
facing Noel Drive with the lane relocated as discussed,
I do not know whetheyr an exchange can be arranced with
the adjoining owner on Nocl Drive, but before approaching
him on this matter 1 think it would be appropriate to
obtain your approval, in principle, to the other proposals
indicated on the drawing,

I Fave indicated 50'0" lots instcad of 60'0" for
two reasons, Firstly, so as to allow the owner somne
compensation for the delay in future re-zoning, the
acquisition of the land for the new road and the re-
alignment of the lane. Secondly, because it scens to
me that the transition from existiug lots to low-uonsily
multiple family is better served by a strip of slightly
higher density,

Your comments and early consideration would be
appreciated because the Engineering Department require
the sewer conncction to be put in hand on, or before,
the 26th July, 1971, '

Yours truly

James E, Butler,

. This request was examined and it became appavent that a field

survey would be necessary to determine the alignment and the naturve

~and width of the right of way which would be determined by ficld
~conditions,  On July 22nd, this information wvas requested from

the Engineering Department and Mr, Butler was advised of this in
a letter dated July 27th, which is reproduced below,

July 27th, 1971

Project Designs,
2058 Highview,
College Park,
Port Moody, B. C.

Attention: Mr, J. Butler
Deaxr Sir: |
Re: Lot "B" L,P, 15372, S.D, 1 & 2

Blk, 19, D.L. 6, Plan 6105
Subdivision Reference #132/71

In connection with your application for approval to subdivide
the subject propexyty and rfurther to your discussion with Mers, Best
on July 20, 1971, we would advise that the Engineering Departmont;
has heen requested to establ ish the centre line of the proposed
road in the ficld and to determine whot width of yight=ofl-way will
he necessary,

Preliminary Approval ol the subdivision will nol he Nos=Ihlo
until the reoad requirencnts are osbablishod determining Ghe amount
of land availahle oy the 2 sang e family deve) opment, '

Yours truly,
Lya bl Arestorongy

Fene AL T, P,
ADPPROYVING OFFenn,
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My, oAl d. Sheldle, (7

Bes: Proposed subdivision - Cameron Streel ,
Noel Drive and Sailivan

The. Engincering Department examined (he yrequest and advised Thad

it would not Lo possible to provide the necessary information prior
to the next scheduled Court appearance, 3. Butlor was SO advisod
by telephone, : ‘

In conclusion, it is apparent from the forcgoing that the application
has not been refused, Basic information is not yet available which
will allow either an approval or a rejection,

STATEMENT:

"3. That the location of the road to the North of the site
has been indicated but that no definite ruling upon
its size, or exact location, is available, K"

COMMENT:

As noted in the previous point, this statement is correct,

In ordexr to finalize the current subdivision application, it
is necessary for the Engineering Department to carry out a
certain amount of work to define more accurately the location
of the proposcd road and itstie—-in with Beaverbrook Drive
west of Koel Drive, With the current heavy program of con-
struction and its requirements on their surveyors and
designers, the Engineering Department will be unable to
determine the required infermation until approximately
September 15th, 1971. As soon as the information is available;
the subdivision application will be processed in the normal
manner, '

_ STATEMENT:

"4, That the proposed road has not been agrecd to by

‘Council and though proposed by the Planning Department
is thought to be, by its location, too expensive hy
the Engineering Department."

. COMMENT:

The road was proposed by the Planning Department and adopted
in principle by Council as part of the overall road system
necessary for this area, The dedication of Beaverbroolk Drive,
the acquisition of two houses on Noel Drive and construction
of Beaverbrook Drive and bridge over Stoney Creek are 211 a
part of this road link,

The Engineering Department reports that they did not make a
statement that the proposcd road is deemed "too expensive',
but rather that information was supplied to the applicant
concerning the acquisition of property and construction of

the road as it appcars in our Six Year C.I.P, document. These
were simply statements of fact and no subjective opinions
wvere offcred,

STATEMNENT

"5, That because of Ttems 2, 3 and 4 above, TItem 1 cannot
Justifiably boe consideyred as fair or equiltahble, !

CONMENT

5 noted above, Court proccodines have beon delayed until
this matter has bheen deallt with hy Council,

MLEEA
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M, M, J, Shelley e Auguast 27, 1

Re Proposced subdivisicn - Camceron Street,
Noel Drive and Sullivan

/"\.

SUMMARY:

1. In accordance with Council direction, a sewer hook up was
requested and when no action was tnken, the matter was
placsd before the Courts,

2. An application to subdivide has not been refused., As
soon as the necessary physical data is available, an
approval or rejection will be forwarded to the applicant.

RECOMMENDATION:

1t is recommended that if a preliminary approval is granted

to the subdivision application and the existing housces are

to remain, that connectioa to the sewer Le mandatcry within

30 days of such approval,. ,}

FEU N
; : \
L. E. Armstrong )
i for A. L. Parr, “

DIRECTOR OF PLANNING.
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