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OCTOBER 10, 1972

A regular meeting of the Municipal Councli| was held in the Councll
Chambers, Municipal Hall, 4949 Canada Way, Burnaby 2, B. C. on
Tuesday, October 10, 1972 at 7:00 p.m.

PRESENT: :
Acting Mayor T. W, Constable;
Alderman W. A. Blalr;
Alderman W. R. Clark;
Alderman G. M. Dowding (7:40 p.m.);
Alderman J. D. Drummond
Alderman H. G. Ladner;
Atderman D. A. Lawson;
Alderman J. Dallly;

ABSENT: Mayor R. W. Prittle;

STAFF PRESENT: Mr. M, J. Shelley - Municipal Manager;

Mr. J. H. Shaw = Municipal Clerk;

Mr. E. A. J. Ward - Deputy Municipal Clerk;
Mr. A. L. Parr - Planning Director;

Mr. E. E. Olson = Municipal Engineer;

MOVED BY ALDERMAN DAJLLY, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN LADNER:
"That the Minutes of the Council Meeting held on October 2, 1972
be adopted as written and confirmed."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

L 2K 3K 3R 2R

PROCLAMATION

Actling Mayor Constable proclaimed the period between October 14th and
21, 1972 as Single Parents' Week.
* % ¥ X %
ELEGATIONS

——

The followlng wrote requesting an audience with Councit:

(a) Mr. Arnold F. C. Hean, Q.C. re proposed rezoning of
properties known as 4225, 4249, 427| and 4291 Marine
Orive to Comprehensive Development District (CD).

(b) Mr. D. V. Bennett re the same matter

MO' =D BY ALDERMAN DAILLY, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN CLARK:
"That the delegations be heard."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
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(a) Mr. Hean then spoke and presented a Brief contalning the following
points In support of the rezoning proposal:

(1) The purpose .of his appearance this evening was to
. .ensure that Council, and the people. of Burnaby, are
correctly informed as to the situation in regard
to the development planned on the property.

The opponents to the rezoning application have
resorted to the wide circulation of incompilete,
but scare tactic, comment, which is misleading
In the extreme.

A lengthy: submission was also being presented
to complement the Brief being read at this time.

1+ has been ascertained that some of those who

wrote to Councll In opposition to the proposal
misunderstood the matter In that they felt "high-rise"
development was being planned on the site.

The letter circulated by the opponents does lead
the uninformed, by Its design and wording, to gain
an utterly incorrect impression about the entire matter.

The application Is to rezone, to Comprehensive Development
District (CD), the site, and the development planned

will have a floor area ratlo of no more than 0.525,

which Is identical to that in R6 zones.

Total underground parking will be provided, at the
highest ratio (1.51:1), which is the same as

any residentlal development In the municipallty.
There Is no such requirement under the R6 zone.

Addltional parking space Is avallable at roadside
on Marine Drive.

Access to and egress from the development Is permitted
at one location on Marine Drive, which road wifl
shortly be declassified as an arterial at that point.

The property is adjacent to a park and school site

and, within its boundaries, will provide approximately
74% of 1ts total area for ground level play and recreation
area. Additlionally, a section Is reserved on the
underground parking area for recreational and owner

use,

The topography is such that only the upper few feet
of some of the individual residences could possibly

be seen from the backyards of the homes on the South
slde of Boxer Street. The residences themselves are
approximately twenty feet high.

Each unit will be over 1,200 square feet in area and

will be sold upon completion. Because the development
is to be a condominlium, a Strata Corporation with

a Councl | to operate and manage-the project in perpetulty
is required by law to be established for such purposes.

The architectural design Is such as will ensure, through
proper use of materials and shape, a residential cluster
which wiil blend with the area and which wiil have an
upitfting effect on property values.
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(13) The applicant has met with every criteria demanded by 5
the Planning Department and the Council.

(14) The development will set a precedent only for the use
of Comprehensive Development zoning in Burnaby. It
will not dictate the kind of development within any
such comprehensive zone.

(15) The development will provide an alternative form of
family accommodation which Apartment Study '69 and
other Planning studies require.

(16) A letter signed by the applicant, Mr. N. Boxer, undertaking
to sell all ‘of the units planned as soon as is possible
after completion, was belng presented this evening.

Letters were also recelved from Mr. Edward R. Snider and Mr, A,
Englund expressing support for the rezoning proposal mentioned In
the address by Mr. Hean.

| (b} Mr. Bennett then spoke and made the following comments:
s

(1) The letter that was circulated made no reference whatsoever
to "high-rise" development so it was difficult to understand
why some people felt this was being proposed.

P (2) In the beginning, those he represents were opposed to
Lo the rezoning proposal on the grounds that the development
P had too high a density factor.

(3) Some of his group met with Mr. A. L. Parr, Planning Director,
to discuss the situation and to study the proposal in
detail,

(4) One of the things learned at the meeting was the policy
of Council that apartment development was not to take
place on land South of Imperial Street; hence, this Is
why all those owning property in the area South of Imperial
Street were canvassed for opinions on the rezoning proposal.

(5) Each person was asked, In the circular, to provide his
considered response on the matter.

(6) Mr, Parr stated at the meeting that, im his view, there
was no housing or apartment shortage in the municipality.

(7) Though it is appreciated that the development proposal
at hand is classified as a condominium (townhouse), it
has a great number of characteristics which are similar

: to apartment development, one of which is the provision

{ of underground parking facilities.

(8) On Page 22 of the Report "Apartment Study '69", It Indicates
that apariment density development should be confined to
4 . multiple family zones.

! (9) The subject development proposal does mot comply with
) the requirements advocated in a report of the Planning
‘ Department dealing with Group Housing and, if I+ was
presented now or after Council accepts the guidetines
: for Group Housing, the Planning Department would reject
, the application. 1

(10) Land on Marine Drive at Patterson Avenue has been, and is
; : still being, developed for single family purposes as a
part of an established pattern - therefore, the subject
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property should be developed in the same fashion since
it lies nearby.

Many property owners in the Big Bend Area have been told
over the past few years when enquiring as to the possibility
of developing their land to wait until a then pending

study regarding land use in the area was compieted. The
subject property, which is adjecent to the Big Bend Area,
should be treated in the same way.

At a Burnaby Chamber of Commerce Seminar, Mr. Parr stated
that the Interest of his Department was to preserve present
single family zoning in low density areas and expounded other
similar philosophies. The development proposal at hand

Is Inconsistent with these comments by Mr. Parr.

Once muitiple family development is allowed in an area,
there is a trend to extend such deveiopment. An examp le
of this Is attempts to rezone 1and South of Imperial ~
Street to Multiple Family use.

The subject properties were to be sold at the 1972 Tax
Sale because the owner had not paid his taxes for
three years. The group Mr. Bennett represents were
contemplating purchasing the land at the Tax Sale but
discovered that the owner, Mr. N. Boxer, had paid his
taxes a short time before the Tax Sale began. Because
of the situation in regard to the unpaid taxes, many
people in the area have lost confidence in Mr. Boxer's
Interest In the municipality.

The entire South Slope Area Is a well-maintained prime
residential area and should remain thus.

It has been stated in Council that the proposed Willlingdon-
Patterson Diversion would be disruptive. The same applies
to the rezoning proposal under consideration at this time.

In view of the foregoing and the fact that many people
have written to Council to express opposition to the
rezoning proposal, the Counci! should not proceed with
the matter.

(a) Mr. Hean was allowed to speak again and he made the following

remarks:

)

(2)

Mr. Parr had written a letter to Mr. Bemmett recently
clarifying his position with respect to the .subject
rezoning proposal and basic planning philosophy In
regard to multiple family development. Mr. Bennett
has taken some of Mr. Parr's points out of context.

Mr. Bennett also seems to have attempted to assassinate
the character of Mr. Parr by questioning whether Mr.
Parr has the interest of the municipallty at hdart.

It is Important to remember that the zoming being sought
Is Comprehensive Development (CD), which allows the
Counci | .complete control.

ALDERMAN DOWDING ARRIVED AT THE MEETING.

(3) Perhaps Mr. Boxer should conduct a canvass of his own

to determine how many of those who wrote fo Council expressing
opposition to the rezoning proposal thowght the development
planned was to be "high-rise".
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Mayor Prittie submitted a memo. in which he offered his opinion
on the rezoning proposal under consideration. In that regard,

Mr. Prittie indicated that there was a need for the type of
development proposed to be built on the land.

The following submitted letters expressing opposition to the
subject rezoning proposal and/or to the use of land South of
tmperial Street for apartment purposes:

Telegram:
A. L. Sabbe,
7225 Gray Avenue

H. and E. Tsuyuki,
4253 Boxer St.

Roy Lowé
4125 Irmin St.

E. H. Hanson
4656 Carson St.

Miss L. Blanche Johnson
4361 Greta Street
i, &

. - rs. Thomas H, Held,
7211 Charlford Avenue

Mr. Mike Reed,
‘7875 Patterson Avenue

Wilhelmina Grenfell,
4549 Rumble Street

May Y. and D. Gillis
3896 Southwood Street

P and S. P. Nocente
4080 Carson Street

Mr. and Mrs, H, Abrams,
4354 Hurst Street

Mr. and Mrs. R.C. McNeney,
4254 Boxer Street

- C. A. Green,
4566 Neville Street

Mr:VPeTer Wilson,
4242 Greta Street

J. L. Molyneux,
4576 Neville Street

Mr. and Mrs. G. F. Rustige
7969 Paf+erson Aven"e

Mr. and Mrs. D. M, Griffiths,
3745 Irmin Street :

John Vaton
6862 Sussex Avenue

Mr. and Mrs. W. L. Peter,
and T, F, Peter,
7942 Strathearn Avenue

John Tayior, ‘5 1 4

4361 Carson Street

lir. Marvin H. and lrs. Enid F. HMclend,

4520 McKee Street -

Mrs. Cons fance K. Nichels,

i

Mrs. Frances Pepper,

4528 Irmin Street

Mr. and Mrs. O. F. Gill,
7961 Edson Awenue

Henry and Kathieen Taunton,
4353 Carson Street

A. Pearl,
3736 Arbor Sfreef

Maybelle L. Wishart,
7265 Willingdon Avenue

G. S. Maars, .
7957 Strathearn Avenue

Fred C. and Joyce D. Ryan,
7640 McKay Avenue

Mr. T. J. Hollinshead and
Mrs. T. G. Hollinshead,
7969 Suncrest Drive

Mrs. E. Miller,
7968 Edson Avenue

Mr. William L. Edwards and
Mrs., Mary E. Edwards,
4263 Boxer Street

Mr. Arthur S. Evans,
3916 Rumble Street

Mr. H., J. Matthews,
4841 Clinton Street

H. R. Murdock and
Paul P, Fraser,
4363 Victory Street

Agnes Russell,
6950 Dow Avenue

Mrs. E. Gray,
4375 Winifred S#ree?

W. L, Worley,
5128 Sidley Strect

Mr, and ¥rs. C. W. Bressler,
6909 Villingdon Avenue

- Mr. Frank Schick,

4256 Greta Street

Mr. Lloyd S. Wiltiams and
lrs. Eva M, Williams,
4257 Greta Street

v, Peter and *‘rs. Maurcen Horchzmann,

4382 Creta Street

-

Mr Ronald A. and Mrs. Maraqueritc R. FO

ik
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g
HMr. W. R. Lavery, A. R. Carison, N 33!
4565 Portland Street 3735 Arbor Street _— i
Robert |. & Marian S. Haime, 6. J. and H. C. Baldwin, :
4264 Boxer Street 7959 Suncrest Drive : : . _{
R. E. Donaldson, : Robert J. T. and _ 1 B
4386 Winnifred Street - Edith L. Orr, ’

4179 Southwood Street <
Mr. and Mrs. W. B. Simmons,
7716 Patterson Avenue - Catherine J. Beattie,
. . 4339 Portland Street

BT 2 Bt e e T

Yvonne |. Vebster, -
( 7933 Suncrest Drive . Mr. A, L. and Mrs. A. Bingham,
' 7989 Patterson Avenue 5
R. L. Philtips, . : o
L 4695 Clinton Street Nell G. and Doreen Russell, . k!
| 4676 Clinton Street {1 N
, HMr. and Mrs. R. E, Hunter, 1
7707 McGregor Avenue : Mrs. J. R. Wilson, 1
. 8166 Patterson Avenue - .
| Mr. Harold K. Eagen, : . o @ !
‘ 4045 Rumble Street Bitl and Margaret Tomkow, ' }(

1
i

1
&
i 4448 Hurst Street [ HE
Mr. Jack Wilson, ! !
8166 Patterson Avenue #r. T. Rudiand,
. 7362 McKay Avenue : l J

Mrs. E. Brown, ' ot d
4234 Boxer Street Mr. R. E. Johnson, : : i e

. . 4326 Rumble Street ) f f
Mrs. E. J. Crompton, . - N
4132 Boxer Street Mrs. Annie iead, A 1
* 4576 Portland Street ' N W
Mr. E. J. Crompton, ' . - R
4132 Boxer Street : Mr. H, J. Hardy, ) P
| 4566 Portland Street LR
Mr., K. D. Thom, .
4039 Rumbie Street Mr. and Mrs. E. ¥. Tunstall,

7955 Suncrest Orive 4 4
Mr. and Mrs. L. C. Davis, . &
4190 Watling Street Mr. John C. Rottliuff, .
8083 Gray Avenue ' ; |
Mr. Neil McKay, M
4622 Victory Street - v Mr. and krs. L. Long, i |
4167 Winnifred Street o
M. Dorothy Lesl!ie, ) 4
7090 Sussex Avenue Morman & Mar jorie Christie, ' &
' 562! Keith Street . KR )}
Lilllan E. Russell, 8
4264 Watling Street D. H. Olson, ) :
’ 8125 Gray Avenue

Mr. and ¥rs. F. Giffin - R
7027 Dow Avenue Ronald T. Fearn, . B
4123 Soxcr Street : .

'”"_ﬂﬂﬁ”anﬂ‘Mrs;“Uévfd‘M.'Pépoff, T T . ;
4235 Portland Strect ’ Joka B, Rohinzen,

0237 Fuyapt Cherzet

Vir. and t4rs. L. D. Butler,

4555 Clinton Street Bill and Lucille Waters, : : i
4353 Victory Strast . )
tir. Georqe & irs. Hertha Ferquson, ! ‘$
4655 Mclee Street drodilliz- Ho & Mrs. N, A. Kelly, -4
8049 McPaerson Avenue ; - By
Mr. g. L. Northorp and » b
Mr. 8 L. Northorp Ronald Paul and Shirley irene Drouin, !
4692 Clinton Street 7937 Suncrest Drive S
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M. Banford,

‘4168 Portland Street

E. Stanley,

7790 Sussex Avenue

R. B. Rains,
4309 Portland Street

M. & P. Kerluke
7656 McKay Avenue

Frank and Byrl Kalk,

- 8070 Sussex Avenue

Mrs. W. C. Kenworthy,
4075 Rumble Street

Maureen B. Rittinger,
7729 Patterson Avenue

P. and E. Andru,
5058 Carson Sireet

E. T. and B. J. Carniello
4393 Victory Street -

Mrs. M, C, Barr,

4638 Portland Street

Mr. and Mrs. R. Alexander,
4522 lrmin Street

Mr. and Mrs. C. L. James,
8069 Sussex Avenue

Mr. and tirs. C. L. Jomes,
8069 Sussex Avenue

W. L. and M. S. Wark,

4372 Victory Street

l. McWhinnie and F. E. McWhinnie,
4224 Boxer Street

Mrs. Lillian Johnson and
Mrs. Oliva Vaccher,
4210 Rumble Street

Frank J. P, DeVries,
4935 Portland Street

Mrs. E. Madge Mandy,
3880 Imperiat Street

J. P. Conlon,
5570 Carson Street

Yr. Kent. and tirs. Fleanor Yakel,
8161 liaclPherson Avenue

br. William Frank Kalk,
4335 Carson Street

A
3
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Mr. and Mrs. J. Silvester,
7876 Sussex Avenue

Walter & G. M. Hastie,
4322 Greta Street

Mr. & Mrs. S. M. Duff,
4975 vatling Street

‘Mrs. J. L. Veir,
7391 Gray Avenue

Mr. and Mrs. J. S. Badanic,
8112 McPherson Avenue

Mr. P. J. and Mrs. B. Teensma,
4607 Irmin Street

Mr. W. and Mrs. M. Hooton, _
8015 Strathearn Avenue

¥W. S. Hopper,
5105 Carson Street

Mr. John A. Rittinger,
7729 Patterson Avenue

Mr. and Mrs, A. C. Smith,
7384 Charlford Avenue

_ Mr. Norman Usselman,
6871 Viaverley Street

Mr. Axel Rytter,
4361 Victory Street

Mr, R. G. Smith;
7349 Gray Avenue

lan L. Vood,
7329 Gray Avenue

Mrs. Beryl Paul,
8149 Strathearn Avenue

Mr. A. J. and Mrs. R. R. DeBrincat,

" 4385 Winnifred Street

tr. H. H. and Mrs. Marjorie Hontgomery,

7044 Gray Avenue

A. & M. Hackinen,"
7070 Sussex Avenue

M. C. Elder,
4263 Vlinnifred Street

Mr. and Mrs, E. A, Marble,
4225 Boxer Street

S. J. Bryant,
4192 Victory Street

Ltes McConnell,
4459 Southi:ood Street




J. A. Mcllveen,
4333 Portland Street

Mrs. Carole Geddes,
5747 Ewart Street

Mrs. R, Naples,
3794 Dubois Street

W. A. Torry;
4077 Clinton Street

br. C. M. Hyde, -
4585 Portland Street

Mr. and Mrs. S. Reed,
T 7815 Patterson Avenue

Petition:

Lyle Harris and others,

3857 Dubois Street

(20 SIGIATURES)

Registered letter:
Andrew Neill,
4208 Vinnifred Street,

Mr. and lrs. E. H, Jackson,
4425 Portland Strect
R. H. Tripp, ’
4643 Viatling Street

. Mr. and Mrs. R. A, Bath,
- 4215 Vlatling Street

Mr. and 'rs. W. A. Davis,
7715 Sussex Avenue

Mr. W. C. Alderman,
.~ 7769 Patterson Avenue

Mr. John H. Kostvniuk,
4863 Portland Street

Yr. and tirs. E. E. Coleman,
4025 Clinton Street

dr. and 4rs. J. Johnstone,
7269 Vaverley Avenue

Mr. John C, Scehﬁber,
4136 Southwond Street

- H.J.

Oct/10/1972

Mr. and !
8030 Sussex Avenue

"Mr. D, 7. Bell,

4198 Portland Street

Mr. Stuart W. Young,
7342 Patterson Avenue

Mr. J. Forsvth,
7760 Southwood Place

Kay Haicher, (Mrs.)
6888 Lo Avenue

Mr. George Worden,
4480 Carson St.

tr. and Mrs. C.
4842 Victory Street AND

-~ Elsei Strange,
4858 Victory Street

Mr. D. W. Hatcher,
6950 Villimodon Avenue

Mrs. Jean Greene

7125 Gray Awanue
Lodqemnan,

7090 Willinadon Avenuc

E. & H, Szameit,
5111 Portlamd Street

R. W. Harlos,
4356 Portland Street

G. Mlskofskl
4369 Vicfory Street

Mrs. D. Horwcced,
7607 McGregor Avenue

Miss G. Nord,
7270 Frecderick Avenue

Mr. and Mrs. C. Sumpton,
7932 Suncrest Orive

Wr. and Yrs. D, K. Game,
4528 Carson Street

M. Tayes,

Mrs. Bsrald L. Johnson

one letter

)
)
) .
)
)

*Yr. J. Creon,
7358 Pattarson Avenye

< MroJd. M. Marty
3746 Arbor Siroct

Mr, and Mre, Rol~~ Burten,

4061 Clinton S*rect

Nr. and Nrs. B C. Watson.
5672 Keith Streetr

e
LN ]

S

Mr. and 're . 1, B,

L. Vandnrwnr1

5126 Portlams Strent

Mr. and Yrs. G. H. Brown,
4182 Portinng Street
4335 Southwaod Street

Mr., =nd Mre. M. Ralston,
5487 Carson Street

¢
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Mrs. G. Gordon,
4782 Portland Strect 3

A. L. Dickie,
4666 Carson Street

Ernest Wilhelm,
4432 irmin Street

Mr. H. 1. Langley, ' ' o
7324 Wil lingdon Avenue -

Mr. and Mrs. D. H. Roebuck,
= 5450 Neville Street ’

Mrs. M. B. McTaggart,
6919 Gray Avenue

Mr. Robert Coleman,
4813 Portland Street

Mr. Rhys Hull,
5155 Carson Street

Mr. and Mrs. A. C. Durkin,
7162 Gray Avenue

.  Mr. and Mrs. Leslie F. Allen,
i , 4054 Rumble Street

Petition: -

I 5116 Portland Street
R , AND TWO OTHERS

o John Hussey,
P 4450 Victory Strect

Andrew, Edna and Robert McKibbin,
4735 Rumble Street

! Mr. and Mrs. W. Burrell,
re: 7358 Willinqdon Averue
7642 Sussex Avenue

7622-24 Sussex Avenue

)
J
i
P
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G. H. & M, E, Lake,:
4850 Neville Street,

Mr. and Mrs. J. T. Surinak;

4175 Portland Street

( ¥Hrs, W, lead,
( 7085 Gray Avenue

___( Mrs. Gladys llead,
tter( 7490 Frederick
(

( A. Y. Manley,
( 4506 Rumble Street

. Mr., and Mrs. W, Krieger,
4311 Southwood Street

Helmut Sander,
7032 Gray Avenue

Mrs. Bertha MclInnis,
4675 Neville Street

R. G. Bushell,
4244 Boxer Street -

Mr. and Mrs. A. T. Eden,
4657 Neville St,

-

Mr. and Mrs. D. A. Ervin,

4259 Vatling Street

Mr., and Mrs., J. M. C. Clarke,

7387 Dow Avenue

Mra. J. Fissel,
f?725 Axthur Avenue

M. . I. Mclver, & A. Mclver,

v7983 Suncrest Drive

M. J. Van Woerden,
7938 Sussex Avenue

pick Glor,
4976 Rumble Street

Mrs. K. Plovright,
4318 Southwood Street

Mrs. D. Chambers,
6949 Frederick Avenue

Mrs. Louise Gaidos,
7971 Welson Avenue

Mr. and Mrs. F. A. Verchere,

3936 Rumble Strect

Tom Ahola,
5449 McKee Strect

Warrem A. and Rarbara I. Astley,

4123 Southwood Street

Oct/10/1972

Roland N,, Phyllis J. and Lynne Penge

7999 McGregor Avenue

D. E. and S. M. Constable,
4337 Southwood

Mr. and Mrs. Murray Lea,
4278 Irmin Strect

P. W. Kernaghan,
5512 Reville Street

Mrs. M. Peter,
4163 Boxer Street

Mrs. Betty Dyer,
5522 Rumble Street

J. G. Sanderson,
8050 Kaymar Drive

John €. and Edith E. Blanchflower,
4156 Runble Street

Verona L, and.D. W. Fryatt,
4376 Southwood Street

Mr. and Mrs. A. J. Moul,
7992 Strathearn Avenue

Charles B, and Norma Y. Nelson,
4183 Boxer Street

Alice E. and J, ¥, Farish,
7849 McKay Avenue

‘Les amd Shirley Eggce,

4264 Portland Strecet

Roy Christiansen,
5075 Xeith Strect

Mr. and Mrs. R. L. LaRocque,
4468 ‘Carson Streect

Mr. amd Mrs. R. Charters,
4492 Carson Street

Mr. and Mrs. W, G. Wheeler,
‘3756 Victory Street

Mr. D. and Mrs. S. X. Fraser,
7958 Suncrest Drive

Henry Drummond, A.P.A.,
5660 ¥cKee Street

Mrs. W, Wrigley,
5329 Eeith Street

Mr. amd Mrs. Alan Dornan,
4656 Portland Street

R. and A. Dunn,
7207 Jubilece Avenue

G R T
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Mrs. Barbara B. Tellez,
7110 Dow Avenue

Alice and Gordon lLee,
4126 Rumble Street

Mr. and Mrs. R. MacDonald,
4361 Portland Street

Miss M. E. Beatty, ' .
7076 Patterson Avenue

P. Willey,

~4077 Clinton Street

Mr. and Mrs., A. DuPlisses,
4153 Southwood Street

Mrs. Mary Meakin, ' } - ' -
3775 Irmin Strect

Mr. and Mrs. R. B. Eason,
4347 Portland Street

M. F. and R. C. Chalk, ‘ . _ c
4456 Carson Street : . ' S e -

Roy S. T. Dimma,
3925 Southwood Street

Mrs. B. Gumnsten, - -
4506 Carson Street

C. A. Peokett,

.~ 5338 Ewart Street

Doug and Diane Matheson,
7306 Willinszdon Avenue

LETTERS RECEIVED AFTER FRIDAY NOON DEADLINE ~ IN SUPPORT OF Rz#8/71:

Elke and Werner Schwanebeck,

5330 Carson Street

A. Englund, '
7490 Royal Oak Avenue
(REGISTERED--SPECIAL DELIVERY)

l) 4
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In response to a question, Mr. Parr stated that he had agreed with !
Mr. Bennett that, if the Cluster (Group) Housing proposal of his '
Department was in faot the policy of Council, then he would not
" support the subject rezoning proposal. -

Item (9) of Report No. 64, 1972 of the Municipal Manager, which 3 -
deals with the subject under consideration at this time, was
brought forward. ;

The following Is the substance of that report: 3 3

(9)(a) Lot 3, Ex. Pi. 20310, Blk. 3 Prt., D.L. 156, Plan 14380 ‘
(b) Pcl "C", Ex. Pl. 13801, Except Plan 20310, R.S5.D. 2, S.D. ¥
A", Bk. 3, D.L. 156, Plan 3322 i

(c) Lot "B", Ex. PI. 14319, Blk. 3, D.L. 156, Plan 3815 ;
(d) tot "F", Blks. 2 and 3, D.L. 156, Plan 19936 : i
REFERENCE REZONING #8/71 R i

The Planning Department has reported that a meeting was held with
Mr. Bennett to discuss the concerns that he and those he represents
have in regard to the rezoning proposal.

A copy of a letter from Mr. Parr to Mr. Bennett, and another one ;
from Mr. Bennett to Mr. Parr, were being submitted herewith.
The former contalns amptification on points that Mr. Parr has
made in submissions pertaining to the rezoning proposal.

ACTING MAYOR CONSTABLE DECLARED A RECESS AT 8:00 P.M.
THE COUNCIL RECONVENED AT 8:10 P.M. ‘.

MOVED BY ALOERMAN LADNER, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN CLARK: Lol
"That the Notice of Motion from Alderman Ladner concerning properties

In the Big Bend Area, which is slated for consideration later In

the evening, and Burnaby Zoning By-law 1965, Amendment By-law No.

39, 1972 and Burnaby Zoning By~law 1965, Amendment By-law No. 53, . .
1972, which deal with land use in the Big Bend Area be brought P
forward for consideration at this time." j

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY g

I+ was mentioned to Councit that Mr. R. T. DuMoulin, Barrister
and Solicitor, was present and desired an audience with Councll
In connection with the proposed rezoning of land in the Big
Bend Area.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN LADNER, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN CLARK: B

"That Mr. DuMoulin be heard." ‘ i
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY ‘

’

Mr. DuMoulin then spoke and indicated he was speaking on behalf
of four property owners in the Big Bend Area, Messrs. Conboy,

Kuypers, Appell and Mechin.

¥




é
b
{
|

. -1 - Oct/10/1972

Mr. DuMoutin suggested that their land should not be rezoned to an =
Agricultural category because such use Is not economically feasible.

Mr. DuMoulin also commented that:

(a) Those using thelr land for farming purposes cannot
really make a living from such use.

(b) In the case of Mr. Conboy, he has converted his land
in readiness for Industrial use.

(c) Mr. Kuypers abandoned his farming operation because
of economics.

(d) If the land is rezoned to A3 at this time, t+he Council
would subsequently need to rezone It to P3 If the
municipality wishes to develop the land for Park and
Public Use; hence, the rezoning should be from M3 to
P3.

(e) It is proposed to meet with the Ptanning Depariment tomorrow
to discuss the entire situation in regard to the use of
the properties owned by his clients.

The following Notice of Motion from Atderman Lddner was then -.considered:

' RESOLVED: “That Counci | agree to purchase those properties in the

“Big Bend" area that are being rezoned to other than an industrial
category, the owners of which indicate within a reasonable period

of time that they wish to sell to the Corporati®n, and that Councl|
agree to purchase such properties at current market values with a
view to elther leasing the property back to the owners at
current market value atter rezoning, or'reselling the property -after
rezoning, If the owner does not desire to lease back;

AND BE 1T FURTHER RESOLVED THAT, if necessary, Council ask the
Provincial Government to pass appropriate enabling legistation;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Councii ask the Provincial Government
for financial assistance to.enable the Corporation to purchase such
properties, or alternatively, the land be purchased by the Provinc al
Government pursuant to the "Greenbelt Protection Act"."

In support of his Motion, Alderman Ladner reiterated the
points he made to Council at its last meeting. He cited
examples of two parcels of land in the Big Bend Area where
one was proposed to be rezoned from M3 to A3 and the other,
which is now M3, slated to be acquired by the municipality
for P3 use. Alderman Ladner pointed out that the rezoning
act involving the first parcel could result in its
depreciation in value whereas the other parcel would be

e - - purchased by- the mmicipality-at the-eurrent market value.

Mrs. Grace M. Conboy, Secretary, Conboy Machinery Limited, submitted

a letter on the subject of the presentafion by Mr. DuMoulin.

Mr. J. H. Currie wrote to offer his views on the future use and

zoning of land in the Big Bend Area.

Mr. Ronald Kearn also submitted a letter indicating he approved

the proposals for redeveloping land in the Big Bend Area.

{ ‘re3
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MOVED BY ALDERMAN LADNER, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN CLARK:

"That the above Notice of Motion from Alderman Ladner be tabled
until the October 16th meeting and the Manager submit a report
then Indicating the number of parcels in the Big Bend Area which
would be affected by the subject of the Motion, including their
approximate current market value, and whether legisliation of
the sort sought by the Motion exists in any part of Canada."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

MOVED BY ALDERMAN CLARK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN LAMSON:

"That Burnaby Zoning By-law 1965, Amendment By~law No. 39, 1972

and Burnaby Zoning By=~law 1965, Amendment By-law No. 53, 1972 be
tabled until the October 16th Meeting in order to allow Mr. DuMoulin
an opportunity to meet with the Planning Department before a
decislon Is made on the two By-laws."

CARRSED UNANIMOUSLY

* % %

ORIGINAL COMMUNICATIONS

Mrs. Alma Dénnellx, Executive Secretary, Royal Camnadian Legion,
South Burnaby Branch No. 83, submitted a letter mequesting:

(a) Permission to sell Poppy Wreaths during #he week
of November 2nd to 9, 1972.

(b) That Mayor Prittie proclaim this period of time
as "Poppy Week".

(c) Permission to hold Tag Days on November 2nd,
" 3rd and 4, 1972.

(d) Permission to hold a Remembrance Day Pamade on
November 1}, 1972 commencing at 10:15 awm. from
the Simpson Sears Parking Lot and proceeding East
along Kingsway to the premises of the Branch.

Mrs. Donnelly submitted a second ‘letter indicatimg that, as Branch
No. 83 cannot be allowed to have its Tag Days on November 2nd, 3rd
and 4, 1972 because of conflict with another Organization, they
would like to have November 8th, 9th and 10, 1972.

The President of Branch No. 83 of the Royal Canadicn
Legion was present and stated that the second letter from
the Executive Secretary of the Legion was not authorized

—and- therefore-the Legion wished to-have its Tag- Days-on—
the dates originally requested. He pointed out that neither
the Legion nor the other Organizatiom, the Muscular Dystrophy
Association, were concerned about the conflict.

The President of Branch No. 148 of the Royal Canadian
Legion also commented that his Branch thoughtt the Muscular
Dystrophy Association would change its datee-

‘2¢)
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MOVED BY ALDERMAN LADNER, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN BLAIR: 3
"That permission be granted to Branch No. 83 of the Royal Canadian
Legion to conduct the activities outlined in its first letter

on the dates indicated, with the Parade being subject to:

(a) the approval of the R.C.M.P.

(b) The Provincial Department of Highways having no
objection to the use of any arterial highway in
the municipality that may be involved;

and further, If the Muscular Dystrophy Association decides to change
the dates of its Tag Days because of the conflict with the Legion,
then they be granted permission on whatever alternate dates are
selected providing they do not conflict with some other Organization."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Mr, Jack Weddell wrote to point out that no real attempt has been
made by the Parks and Recreation Commission to arrange a relocation
of the Skeet Shooting Activity on land in the Central Area of

the municipality.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN CLARK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN LADNER:

"That ltem || of Report No. 64, 1972 of the Municipal Manager,
! which deals with the subject of the letter from Mr. Weddell,

I be brought forward for consideration at this time."

-

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

The following is the substance of that report from the Manager:

(11) Skeet Shooting - Central Area (Weddell)

A copy of a letter the Parks and Recreation Administrator sent
to Mr. Weddell on September LI, 1972 was being provided herewlth.

The Counclt, on April 10, 1972, was given a progress report on
the subject facility and was advised that the matter concerning
the present location of the facility (Sperling Avenue) had
been referred to the Parks and Recreation Commission for comment.
: A copy of a report that was submitted Yo the Commission by its
Pos staff on August 9, 1972 was being submitted herewith,

The Commission, on August 9th:

| (a) directed staff to continue actively pursuing the

i matter with a view to presenting a subsequent
recommendation aimed at resolving numerous conflicting
and Inconclusive aspects of the activity.

(b) reaffirmed its present stand wherein the gun activity
(skeet shooting) will be allowed to continue operating
at its present location until the end of 1973.

I+ is expected that the Parks and Recreation Administrator wiltl
submlt another report to the Commission in approximately four
weeks. The Councit will be advised after that about the matter.

“.
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The facility will not be used for the 1973 Canada Summer Games.
The shooting event is proposed for the Canada Games Range on the
Coquitlam and District Hunting and Fishing Club Grounds on Burke
Mountain. Skeet shooting will not be part of the gemes but rifle

- shooting will be. .

I+ was recommended that a copy of the foregoing report be sent
to Mr. Weddell, irene J. and Arthur T. Lavers, and Mabel V. and
Walter T. Allemann, all of whom have wriftten to Council about the
subject matter.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN LADNER, SECONDED 8Y ALDERMAN BLAIR:
"That the recommendation of the Manager be adopted."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Mr. G. Lieuwan submitted a petition in which was registered a
complaint concerning the construction of a sidewalk in the 6700
and 6800 Blocks Broadway.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN LADNER, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN DAILLY:

"That Item 19 of the Municipal Manager's Report No. 64, 1972,

which deals with the subject of the petition from Mr. Lieuwan

and others,be brought forward for consideration at this time."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

The following is the substance of that report from the Manager:

(19) 6700 and 6800 Blocks Broadway (Lieuwan)

The drainage works in connection with the sidewalk project was
performed during August and the roadwork was done shortly afterwards.

There were a number of problemé in connection with the matter that
were beyond the control of the Corporation and/or the contractor,
they being:

(3) Retaining walls had to be built on both the upper
and lower sides of the Street.

(b) The retaining wall on the South side had to be
redeslgned when it was found excavation had to be
conducted below a level of five feet, rendering

- the standard integrated retaining wall unsuitable
for use.

(c) Power poles on the South side had fo be shifted
before the retaining wall could be bullt, and this
work has just been completed.

The work will now continue uninterrupted until completed, barring
unforeseen weather conditions.

Instructions were also issued to immediately clean some of the area,
and keep It clean, until after construction is completed.

The contractor was reminded that traffic control and protection

of persons and property on the project is his responsibility.

The strikes this year also complicated construction of the project
in question and interfered with the proper planning of the various
elements in the project. Hotwithstanding, it would undoubtedly
appear that more and better pre-planning of works is requlred.

1 Ny,
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This general subject is presently under review with the hope that -
cases such as the one at bhand will be minimized in the future. '
Some corrective action has already been taken. 1

It was recommeneed that a copy of the foregoing report be sent to
Mr. Lieuwan.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN LADNER, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN DAILLY:
"That the recommendation of the Manager be adopted."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Mr. and Mrs. George Woodcock wrote to suggest that:

(a) Some effort should be made to beautify +the Provincial
Public Works Yard at Canada Way and Willingdon Avenue.

(b) The surface condition of Imperial Street Eastward from
Kingsway be improved.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN BLAIR, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN LAWSON:

"That Item 17 of the Municipal Manager's Report No. 64, 1972,
which deals with the subject of the letter from Mr. and Mrs,
Woodcock, be brought forward for consideration at this time."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

The following is the substance of that report from the Manager:

(17) (a) Provincial Works Yard - Canada Way and Willingdon Avenue
(b) Iimperial Street from Kingsway Eastward

The generally unattractive appearance of the Works Yard may be
due to the fact the Provincial Depariment of Highways has, for
some time, been looking for an alternative site.

The site should properly be developed as part of the B. C. |. T. =
B. C. V. S. Complex. .

The Planning Department has proposed several alternative sites

but it is likely that the selection of one will fake some time.

I+ therefore seems reasonable that, in the meanwhile, screening
and landscaping should be provided. .

The overlay paving work on Imperial Street is scheduled for commencement
on October 11, 1972 and, providing weather condifions are suitable,
will be completed by the end of that week.

As regards the reference of Mr. and Mrs. Woodcock to Buckingham
Drive between Sperling Avenue and Burris Street, i+ has been found
that the major portion of the street is in excellent condition.
The part befween Haszard and Burris_Streets will require reshaping
and repaving when a curb is installed on the Soufh side. In the
meantime, there are no potholes or other serious probtems and
normal maintenance wili ensure the adequacy of the street.

it was recommended that:

(a) The Provincial Department of Highways be requested
to provide screening and landscaplng of its Works
Yard on Canada Way at Willingdon Avenue, at least
to the standard required by the Zoning By-law, and
preferably to the standard established by the
adjacent B.C.{.T. ~ B.C.V.S. Complex.

PO

336




- 16 - Oct/10/1972

(b) A copy of the foregoing report be sent to Mr. and
Mrs. G. Woodcock.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN BLAIR, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN DOWDING:

"That the recommendations of the Manager be adopted; and. further,
8 copy of the report be sent to Mr. J. G. Lorimer as M.L.A. for
the area at Canada Way and Willingdon Avenue."

CARRIED UNAN{IMOUSLY

Mr. 6. J. King, Co-Ordinator Director, Project Backdoor, wrofe to
outtine the activities undertaken by his group.

* ¥ %X %

TABLED I1TEMS

The following matter was then lifted from the table:

Application fo rezone Lot 4, Block 13, D.L. 79, Plan 2814 (International
Union of Operating Engincers)

MOVED BY ALDERMAN LADNER, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN DAILLY:

"That this matter be tabled until the November 6, {972 meeting."

S

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

* % % %

ENQUIRIES

Alderman Drummond stated that he wished Council to reconsider the
decision i+ rendered on October 2nd to ratify the action of the
Municipal Engineer In removing three items from a contract with
Columbia Bitulithic for the supply and application of asphaltic
concrete and entering them into a new contract with Jack Cewe
Limi ted.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN DRUMMOND, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN CLARK:
"That the decision just mentioned by Alderman Drummond be reconsidered."

CARRIED
AGAINST -~ ALDERMAN DAILLY

Atderman Drummond stated that he objected to what the Engineer did,

8s -detal led- above;— especially--when-it+was—not -made known to Counclib .

why the first contractor could not finish the projects that had
been removed from the contract.

He added that, if Councit.had not rafitiad the action of the Englneer
last week, perheps the Municipal Engineer would be personally liable.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN DRUMMOND, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN LADNER:
“"That the decision Council rendered on October 2nd in regard to the
transferring of three items from the Contract with Columbia Bitulithic

be tabled until the October 16th meeting.”
CARRIED

A,.,..t\eAmsr -- ALDERMEN BLAIR AND
i DAILLY
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Acting Mayor Constable declared a recess at 9:05 p.m. '
The Council Reconvened At 9:20 p.m.

Atdermen Blair and Dailly were absent.

¥ % %k *

REPORTS

MUNICIPAL HALL CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAMME COMMITTEE submitted
a report advising that it had conducted interviews with architects

In regard to the first stage bullding programme for the Municipal
Hall extension.

The Committee indicated that the Firm of Keith=-King and Freschi,
Architects and Planners, produced the best proposal because they
possess a strong bias toward urban and conceptual design considered
ossential +to the successful execution of a commission for the

project. The Committee pointed out +hat Mr. Freschi has demonstrated
a high degree of imagination and proficiency in projects with which

he has been associated in the past, both in his own practice and

as an associate with Erickson-Massey, Architects, and several

other projects which have earned international acclalm.

The Committee. presented a copy of a letter from Mr. Freschi outlining
the proposal in considerable detail.

The Committee reported that the fee of the firm is greater than
originally estimated because the basement area of the building planned
will now need to be dosigned as future office space and the sub-
consuftants have raised their basic fee since the estimate was

made. “

- The Committee recommended that the Firm of Kelth-King and Freschi,

Architects and Planners, be commissioned:

(a) To provide architectural services In the design,
preparation of working drawings and speclfications
for the Municipal Hal Capital improvement Programme.

(b) To supervise all work in connection with the Health
and Social Services Building.

B

(c) To advance the concept for the ultimate development
of the Municipal Centre Complex.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN DRUMMOND, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN LADNER:
"That the recommendations of the Committee be adopted."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

MOVED BY ALDERMAN LADNER, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN CLARK:
"That the Council now resolve itself into a Committee of the Whole."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

1228
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MUNICIPAL MANAGER submitted Report No. 64, 1972

‘on the matfers listed below as Items (1) +o (19), either
providing the Information shown or recommending the courses of
acting indicated for the reasons given:

(1) (a) Lot 6 Exc. Expl. Plan 14605; Lot 7 N. Pt. Exc. Sk. 10327;
Lot 13, S.D.'s 2/5, Bik. 10, D.L. 136, Plan 4417
(b) Lot 12, 5.D.'s 2/5, Blk. 10, D.L. 136, Plan 4417
SUBDIVISION REFERENCE NO. 10/72

The Council agreed on July 4, 1972 to allow the above described
municipal ly-owned Lot 12 to be included in the captioned subdivision,
subject to an exchange of land and to the developer paying the
municipality approximately $2,593.00 for receiving a larger portion
of land than that which he would be giving to the municipality.

The developer has now asked that he receive all of Lot 245 rather
than all of Lot 240. Lot 245 is smaller than the other one so

the developer would be receiving less land than original ly proposed.
On this basis, the municipality would owe the developer - $1,563.62,

The new exchbnge arrangement was approved by the Manager because
it did not change the basic intention.

It was recommended that the exchange indicated be approved, with
the municipality paying the developer $i,563.62 and that the action
of the Municipal Manager be ratified.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN LADNER, SECONDED 8Y ALDERMAN CLARK:
"That the recommendation of the Manager be adopted."”

-

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

(2) Monthly Report of Flre Department

- A report of the Fire Chief covering the activities of his Department
during the month of August, 1972 was being submitted herewith.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN CLARK, SECONDED 8Y ALDERMAN LADNER:
"That the report be recelved."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

ALDERMAN BLAIR RETURNED TO THE MEETING,

(3) Easement - Lot G W4, Blocks 4/E, D.L. 42 (S+tubbs)
7414 Government Street

It was recommended that Council authorize the acquisition of an
easement-ever the-South 12 feet of the above described property,
which Is required for the construction of a twin sewor to serve
properties at 7798 and 7814 Government Street, for a consideration
of $1.00 ptus the cost of restoring the area to its former condition.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN CLARK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN LAWSON:
"That the recommendation of the Manager be adopted.®

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

e
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(4) Proposed Southerily Extension of Willingdon Avenue -

The Planning Department has sent Mr. D. M. Mercier a letter, a
copy of which was being submitted herewith, answering questions
pertaining to the captioned matter.

A report will be presented to Council by the Planning Department
on the same matter in approximately three or four weeks time.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN LADNER, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN CLARK:
"That the report of the Manager be received."

. CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

(5) Lane South from |6th Avenue to the S.P.L. of Lot 1I, Block
23, D.L. 29, Plan 3035 and West to Humphries Court

The following Is a cost report prepared by the Municipal Treasurer
pursuant to Section 601 of the Municipal Act relating to the
construction and paving of the above lane as a Local Improvement:

Length of work 304 feet
Estimated cost of work $1,100.00
: Actual frontage 491.96 feet
: Taxable frontage 264.00 feet
s Owner's share of the cost of the work 264.00
! Estimated lifetime of the work 10 years
i Frontage tax levy S installments ‘of $.,257
‘ . per taxable froot foot

This work Is included in Asphaltic Concrete Supply Contract No. 16,
1972. .

.jv i1+ was recommended that:

[ S

(a) The Cost Report be received.

(b} A Construction By-iaw authorizing the work be
brought forward.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN CLARK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN LADNER:
"That the recommendations of the Manager be adopted."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

| (6) Lot 19, Block 29, D.L. 121, Ptan 1054 (975 Willingdon Avenue -
b Gulf 0il)

. It was recommended that Council authorize the acquisition of a

oo 12.5 square foot truncation from the South-East corner of the

o above described property, which isrequired for the construction of

a sldewalk at Parker Street and Willingdon Avenue, for a consideration

of $1.00.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN CLARK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN LADNER:
"That the recommendation of the Manager be adopted."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
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ALDERMAN DRUMMOND LEFT THE MEETING.

(7) Sign By-iaw

The Planning Department has reported as follows on the above matter:

(a) Many of the regulations in the By-law reflect the
views of interested groups and organizations, including
the Illuminated Sign Manufacturers Assoclation of B. C.
and the B. C. Division of the Community Planning
Association of Canada.

Y Suggesfions'have also been made by various municipal
departments.

R

(c) A copy of the final draft of the By-law was being
submitted herewith.

(d) As regards a Brief submitted earlier this year by
Dr. R. J. Claus of the Department of Geography,
University of British Columbia, in regard to the By-law,
consideration has been glven the maln points he expressed
then.

- RSy, S RIS T
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(e) A meeting was also held with representatives of the LR
8. C. Petroleum Association to discuss gasoline service |
station signs. The view was expressed at the meeting ¥

) : that the proposed reguilations in the C3 and C4 zones E

would present little problem for stations. Points B
that did concern the Association were: Pl

(‘ ;
f
(i) The sign area limitations in the C6 (Gasoline 1B s i
Service Station) District would present problems I
for service stations.

' Bl
(11) The introduction of revolving signs, which are _ ‘ !
prohibited in the By-law, was suggested. ; 4

(111) Clarification was sought on the status of service
bay signs, directional signs, signs relating to . B
hours of operation, signs on canopies over pump
islands and changeable copy panel signs advertising
various Items obtainable with gasoline purchases, R
etec. . . ; .

(tv) Thevrequlremenf that would prevent freestanding signs
from projecting over public property.

(v) The 10 foot setback from intersecting street lines

on a corner or from an adjoining property which is L

spaclfied for freestanding signs. |1+ was felt this 1

L_ regulation would interfere with the locating of .

access driveways to and from The service station site.

(f) The Planning Department is opposed to the further development f
of standard sized billboards (300 square feet) and has s
included“regulations in the By-law which would prohibit
the future erection of these large non-accessory sign
structures for the following reasons:
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(1) They attract attention to a degree where they ‘
represent an intrusion into surrounding areas,
as well as being a hazard on heavily travelled
thoroughfares.

(i1) Large structures of this type tend to obliterate
the view and detract from other advertising.

(ifi) Such signs are often characterized by unsightly
supporting structures and poor site maintenance.

(g) Many neighbouring municipalities in the Lower Mainland
recognize the foregoing problems and do mot allow
billboards. Llegislation was recently passed in
Washington which will provide the State Highway Department
with the necessary authority to proceed with a major
programme to remove roadside billboards.

(h) There are presently 43 billboard locations in the
municipality. It is felt they will gradually disappear
as they are replaced by development or redevelopment.

(i) Smaller non-accessory freestanding signs are permitted
in the C3, C4 and C7 Districts under the provisions
of .the Sign By=-law. The maximum sign areas In the
zones are related to the-area of the kot, the maximum
size permitted being a sign of 200 square feet.

P (j) The allowable size of a sign includes the area contained
{ﬂ% within the outer edge of the frame or border of the
IR sign. Where a sign has no frame or border (i.e., a
facia sign or a canopy sign which forms part of a canopy),
the permitted slze of the sign would be *that area
P included within the shortest line surrownding the whole
P group of letters, figures or symbols., This is the
; ? . Yeopy area' of such a sign and would permit the
' complete refacing of building fronts in the case of
: facia signs without including the background within the
[ : area of the sign. The use of "copy area™ for determining
‘ the allowaple sizes of all signs should be avoided.
Under suchrregulation, there would be nwothing to prevent
the erection of excessively large structures which are
an integral part of the sign itself, particularly In
the case of a freestanding, projecting @r roof sign.

¢ (k) The requirements relating to the maximum area and

= helght of a freestanding sign to the area of the lot
on which they are located in C3, C4 and C7 Districts
are as follows:

{ Lot Area TJotal Signh Area Maximum Height
) 6,000 sq. ft. or less 100 sq. ft. 20 f+t.
- 635000~ sq+ ft.-to-t acr —tti——— ——25 .
More than | acre 200 sq. ft. 30 ft.

(1) In other zoning districts, single maximum freestanding
sign area and height dimensions are specified. These
provide for smaller signs than in the €3, C4 or C7
Districts and are related to the characiter of the zones
involved, where the permitting of larger sign areas
is not considered desirable.
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{m) From a structural point of view, most signs are classified
on the basis of their location- in ralation to a building.
This relationship is also reflected in establishing
size limitations under the proposed regulations.

Maximum sign areas, when stated as an absolute figure,

tend to assume that all buildings in a particular area

are also of equal dimensions. On the other hand, relating
allowable sign area to the street frontage of the

building (i.e. canopy signs) or to the area of the

wall surface (i.e. facla signs) recognizes this relationship
which exists between sign and building size.

In the case of freestanding signs, the relationship
between signs and the buildings they represent is less
marked. Such signs are more closely related to the
area of the lots on which they are located. A large
freestanding sign would appear to be out of scale with
t¥s surroundings when focated on a small property.

Although the total number of signs permitted on a property
In a C6 zone are the same as for a C3 or C4 District,

the maximum allowable sign areas are somewhat less

and the types of signs are more limited. The reason

for this is that the C6 zone Is primarily intended

for service station sites which are located in close
proximity to residential districts. In a number of
Instances, C6 zoning has been applied to service stations
within commercial districts where larger sign areas
would not be incompatible with surrounding developments.
in these cases, consideration should “e given to the
rezoning of such sites to a more appropriate category.

Revolving or roteting signs, like flashing signs, are
unnecessary as they attract excessive attention to
the detriment of other signs and to the hazard of
vehicular traffic. While it may be argued that such
signs are required in order to stand cut from other signs
in multi-signed areas, the proposed regulations will
establish standards which are designed to ensure the
visibility of all advertising in an Inoffensive and
attractive manner, '

Service bay signs, such as "lubrica*tion", "whee! alignment",
would not be affected by the proposed by-law, nor would

signs indicating the hours of operation of a particular
office or business premises.

The By-law definition of "canopy" refers to a permanent
hood or cover which projects from the wall of a building.
This would not apply to the type of canopy which covers
the pump istands. The signs which may be affixed to such
canopies would therefore be interpreted as facia signs.

Changeable copy panel signs which advertise various

ttems obtainable with gasoline purchases, or special

rates for limited periods of time for tire sales,

mechanical work, etc., are sltuated on many service station
sites. Similar signs advertising sale spacials at
Supermarkets or other business establishments, or announcing
coming events at sports centres, churches, community

hall Sietc., are also of common occurrence und should

be recognized in the regulations. .

T 333
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(1) 1t is not necessary nor desirable to permit
freestanding. signs to extend over public
property. The proposed regulations wilill apply
equally to all the uses within each of the
zonlng district categories. In this way,
each will be assured of sufficient advertising
exposure and visibility, thus reducing the
tendency of pressures arising to extemd a
particular sign further over public praoperty
than that of a neighbour In order to be motliced.

(u) The polnt raised by Dr. Claus respecting the
ten foot setback for freestanding signs and
the possible Interference of this requirement
with driveway access Is considered to be a
valid one so it was being suggested that this
particular standard be reduced.

(v) 1¥ was recommended that:

’ (i) The Sign By~law regulations govermiing billboards,

‘ the determination of sign areas, freestanding
sign area requirements, C6 District sign
standards and rotating signs be retained as
presently proposed.

(1) Consideration be given to the rezaming of
C6 sites which are located withim exlisting
- commercial areas to C4.

(i11) The foltowing changes and additioms be incorporated
into the By~law regulntions:

(a) A reduction in the setback requirement for
freestanding signs from 10 t© 5 feet under
Section 5.4 of the By-law:

"A freestanding sign may be Hocated in a requlred
yard, provided that such sigm is not closer
than 5 feet:

(i) to the point of Intersection of the
Intersecting street limes on a corner
lot;

(it) to an adjoining lot."

(b) The addition of the following to Schedule No.
! of the By-law:

"One temporary on-site freestanding non-
1{luminated changeable copy panel sign on a
property located in a C, M or P District,
provided that no such sign shall exceed an
area of 40 square feet."

(iv) Councll endorse the proposed regulations and
conslder the By-law in question.




|
|

- 24 - Oct./10/1972

It was recommended that:

(a) the recommendations of the Planning Nepartment be
adopted}

(b) a copy of the report at hand be sent to }r. E. Calveley,
whio wrote to Council in September to complain about a
commercigl sign on property on Canada Vay.

HOVED BY ALDEIGIAI! DOWDING, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN I.A‘~)SQN:
"That the recommendations of the !fanager be adopted.”

. MOVED BY ALDERMAN CLARK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN DOWDING:
“That the previous motion be amended, as follows:

"except that the words "shall not be erected or posted for

a period of more than 14 days prior to the date of the event and"
in Schedule 1(9) be deleted and the word “thereafter" at

the end of Schedule 1(9) be substituted with "after the
event"." -

CARRIED
AGAINST -- ALDERMAN BLAIR

A vote was then taken on the original motion, as amended, and it was
carried with Alderman Rlair against.

MOVED BY ALDEDNMAN LADITER, SECOIT™MED BY ALDET:A] CLARK:

“That the Chief Puilding Inspector submit a report to Council six months
after the Sign By-Law is passed indicating vhether any problems

develon in attempting to enforce Section 3(3) of the Sign Py-~Law
because there may be cases vhere the reconstruction or altering of

a sign to conform with the By-Law might prove costly and yet may be

an improvement.’'

CARRIED UMANTHOUSLY

(8) Lot 110, D.L. 153, Plan 38340
REZOWIIG REFEREMCE N, 16/79

The Planning Department has reported as follows on the above rezoning
proposal:

(a) the amendment to the Zoning Ry-Lav rezoning the above
described property to Comprehensive Development Nistrict

Y (CD) vas_Pinally Adopted by Council-on ilovember-23,-1970.,
The Ry-Law also included Lot 111 to the 'lorth, vhich fronts
on Grange Street;

(b) The scheme consists of? 28-storey apartment tower on the
Northerly site (Lot 111), integrated with a commercial
plaza development and a 7-storey office building on the
other Lot (110);

(c) the apartment tower has been completed and is occupied but
construction of the commercial portion of the project did
not proceed. In recent months, the developer responsible
for the commercial lonmeng has been in contact with
the Planning Depattkeﬁ'- gnd fas expressed a desire to
make certain modifications tq-this part of the project.

Q -
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(d) the current development plan calls for three individual
restaurants upon a pedestrian plaza, vhich will form the
roof for a single level of covered parking accessed from
Kingsvay near the centre of the property. The pedestrian
area is linked to the amenity level of the apartment
development by a suspended walkway/lobby 1link beneath the
proposed office building, which occupies the ilorth-Westerly
portion of the commercial site;

- (e) the develover wishes to amen? the current plan by substituting

general office and retail rental space for two of the
proposed restaurants, and by relocating the Kingsway
vehicular access from the centre of the property to the
Westerly side of the site. One of the original restaurants,

= seating 150, is to remain, and a total of approximately

P 14,500 square feet of retall and office area in low-rise
plaza development is planned; -

f" (£f) the 7-storey office tower is virtually unchanged from the

f original scheme and the facility linking the pedestrian

3 plaza with the apartment amenity deck remains. The pedestrian
plaza itself is retained, surmounting an umderground parking
o facility for 115 cars, although the shape and extent of

,! L : public open spaces is altered. An additiomal parking deck

! e is to be added to the interior portion of the commercial

i project upon construction of the office tower, increasing

_;3‘ . the total commercial parking to 147 cars;
& -
o (g) it is recognized that the replacement of two restaurants
1 with shopping and commercial facilities of a varilety of
; 3‘ types will increase the range of services and shopping
;3 p opportunities available and broaden the attractiveness of
;i W the development to the public in general. It would appear
| Ly ' that the change in use improves the scheme. A slight
increase in commercial F.A.R. is involved, from 0.513 to
0.557, but this increase is acceptable in terms of overall
density; .

(h) additionally, modifications to the vehicular accessand paths
?,? of pedestrian movement provide for improved integration

; vith a future redevelonment of the property to the West or

¢ with a pedestrian overpass in the event Chaffey Avenue is
L relocated to the West property lipe of the CD site; .

b - (1) it was recommended that Council advance the amended proposal,
b as detailed above, to the Public Wearing that is scheduled L
Lo for October 24, 1972.

: It was recommended that Council concur with the recommendation of the
o Planning Department.

MOVED BY ALDERITAI! LADNRR, SECONDED RY ALDETIAIY LAWSON:
"That the recommendation of the jfanager he adopted.”

|
’; 1 CARREED UMANTIOUSLY |

. , (9) (a) Lot 3, Ex. P1l. 20310, rik. 3 Prt., D.L. 156, Plan 14380

(b) Pcl. "C“, Px. Pl. 13801, Except Plan 203E0, R.S.D. 2,
s.D. “A", Blk. 3, D.L. 156, Plan 3322

(c) Lot "B, Ex. Pl. 14319, Blk. 3, D.L. 156, Plan 3815 ;

(d) Lot "F', Blks. 2 & 3, D.L. 156, Plan 19936 !

REZONIIG DEFEREICE Mo. 8/71 : j

(This item was dealt with ﬁreviousfy in the meeting.)

} i9ge - "
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(10) Easements - Ptns. of Lots 259 - 262 inélusive and 264 - 268
inclusive, D.L. 87

It wvas recommended that Council authorize the:

(a) acquisition of casements, for sewer purposes, over
portions of the above described proverties at no cost
to the Corporation:

(b) execution of the attending documents.

’

MOVED BY ALDERMAN CLAPK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAM LADHEP:
“That the recommendations of the Manager be adopted."

CAPRIED WMMANTMOUSLY

(11) Skeet Shooting — Central ires  (Weddell)

(This item was dealt with previously in the meeting.)

(12) Leases - Burrard Inlet

-In Hovember,. 1970, the Hational Harbours Board wrote to the
Ifunicipality asking whether or not it wished to remew lease
Nos. V-508 and V-1365 for a further term of 21 years. Council
granted authority to remev the leases.

On December 1, 1970, a request was received from the Board that the
Municipality indicate the specific purnose or purposes for vhich the
lease was being sought. In February, 1971, the Board was advised
that the iunicipality required Lease ilo. V~508 (certain street ends)
for public convenience and recreation.

The Board then advised, on March 9, 1971, that it was not its present

policy to issue a lease in such a blanket fashion.
On June 23, 1971, the lunicipality advised that:

(a) it vas desirable to maintain control over the waterfront
at the termination of Cliff Avenue where the funicipality
owns the major portion of the upshore properties. A park
pbuffer strip is located on the West side of Cliff Avenue,
a short distance from the waterfront, while an additional
park holding is situated to the East in the area betwveen
lalibu Drive and Burrard Inlet. (Other waterfront leases
are maintained for similar reasons along the Burrard Inlet
shoreline opposite Confederation Park and Barnmet BReach)

(b) the lease at the end of Gilmore Avenue was required for
a comyined sgveriputfg}l;ﬂﬁ_

(¢) the lease at the end of Carleton Avenue was required for
a senitary sewer outfall.

(d) the lease at the end of Wlilingdon Avenue was required for
a combined sewer outfall for the Greater Vancouver Sewerage

Drainage District.

R
- '. ';5,3_'337
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At the same time, the Municipality asked what other street ends

were covered by the lease. We wrote to the Board subsequently on
October 28, 1971, on November 22, 1971, and again on February 4, 1972
for a response.

On February 3, 1972, the Assistant Manager, Real Estate, of the
National Harbours Board advised he would recommend the following to
the Board for approval:

(a) A 20 year easement to the Municipality for water lots
fronting Gilmore Avenue, Carleton Avenue and Willingdon
Avenue street ends, commencing December 3t, 1970, for the
purpose of operating and maintaining combined sewer outfalls,
at an annual rental of $300.00 ($100.00 for each of the
three street ends). The Assistant Manager pointed out that
he realized these outfalls are necessary mumicipal works
but the question of pollution was a subject of much concern
to the Board. Although the outfalls are presently combined,
the dry weather flows willeventually be diverted to lona
Island by the intercepting system of +he Greater Vancouver
Sewerage and Drainage District. As a special provision to
the Agreement, the Assistant Manager was prepared to
recommend that the continuance of the lease be subject to
Board approval If any sanitary sewer remains connected to
the outfalls after June 30, 1975,

(b) A 20 year. lease to the Municipality covering water lots
fronting Delta Avenue, Cliff Avenue, and Arden Avenue
street ends, for park and recreational purposes,at an
annual rental of $1,500.00 ($500.00 for each water lot),
commencing December 31, 1970,

The major consideration lles in the increase in lease rentals from

a nominal fee of $1.00 to $100.00 for sewer outfalls and to $500.00
for park and recreational purposes. The authority granted by Counci|
on November 23, 1970 was on a basis of paying $1.0Q per year.

The lease for the Willingdon Avenue street end shoulid be assumed by
the Greater Vancouver Regional District.

On April 4, 1972, the Municipal Manager wrote o the National Harbours
Board and protested the new rates that were being pmoposed. It was
pointed out in the letter that other Federal Departments expect leases
at a nominal value and therefore the Municipality skwouid not have to
pay the rates the Board is proposing. On July 5, 1972, a further
letter was received from the Assistant Manager for fthe Real Estate
Division of the Board, which basically confirm:d the earlier rates

- mentioned. .- )

During discussions with representatives of the . Real Estate
Division of the Board, mention was made of lease number V-1365, which
Is on an annual basis at a rate of $25.00. The new annual rate the
Board was suggesting was $!,000.00. The Corporatiom tried to
negotiate the possibility of a "right of first refusal® but to

no avall.

b J
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The Corporation was In the process of contacting the City and
District of North Vancouver to determine whether they had recelved
the same kind of rate increase when a registered letter dated
September 29, 1972 was received from the Manager, Real Estate, of
+he National Harbours Board reiative to lease number V-1365,

cancel ling the lease on the water lot in front of Confederation
Park effective October 31, 1972, and offering to recommend to the
Board that a new lease be entered into at an annual rate of $1,000.

The Water Lot Lease ((V-1359), which is opposite Barnet Beach Park,
Is a 20 year lease expiring on December 3!, 1974, and is at the
rate of $100 per year. When this one expires, the Municipality
can probably look forward to it increasing along the lines of the
Confederation Park water lot lease.

All Departments of the Municipality feel It Is very Iimprotant
that the Corporation retain control over the water lot l|eases
-adjacent to park properties or where municipal Installations
are in place.

I+ was recommended that:

(a) the National Harbours Board be advised the Municipality
does not agree with the schedule of rates that is being
proposed and therefore wishes the Board to reconsider
the matter.

{b) the Corborafion request an audience with the Board to
discuss the matter.

{c) the cancellation notice on Lease No. V-1365 be held in
abeyance until a reasonable time after the meeting being
sought takes place.

(d) a copy of the foregoing report be sent to the Parks and
Recreation Commission and Mr. Ray Perrault, M.P.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN DOWDING, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN BLAIR:
"That the recommendations of the Manager be adopted and, in
the letter to Mr. Perrault. his attention be drawn to the fact
+hat Council is extremely displeased with the situation portrayed
in the report of the Manager.

- CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
(13) Byrne Road Industrial Enclave

A rezoning proposal, from M3 to M2, affecting the properties in the
above area is currently being considered by Council.

The attentlon ¢ council was being drawn to the possible alternatives
for the area . In that regard, extracts from two previous major

B T

s

o A ST SR A T

report Items concerning the Big Bend Area were being submitted herewith.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN LADNER, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN LAWSON:

"That the report of Manager be tabled until the October 16th
meeting when the By-Law covering the subject of the report is
brought forward for further consideration."

CARR I'ED UNANIMOUSLY

2.
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(14) 13th Avenue from Kingsway to 15th Stroct
STAGE 1l - 1972/73 LOCAL IMPROVEMENT PROCRAM

An error was made in recording the number of properties to be
served with an initlative notice to constrict pavement 28 feet
wide with 5 foot wide curb sldewalks on the above street.

The correct informetion Is:

Length 1300.00 Feet
- » Taxable frontage 2186.97 Feet
Actual frontage '2414.41 Feet
Estimated cost $32,500.00
Owner's share $ 8,692.00
Annual frontage tax
per foot $ .89

I+ was recommended that the revised Cost Report, as detalled above,
be recelved.

} . MOVED BY ALDERMAN LADNER, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN CLARK:
"Ehat the recommendation of the Manager be adopted.:

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

P (15) Street Light

ﬁ; I+ was recommended that Council approve the installation of one-
ot 300 Watt Mercury Vapour Street Light on Kathleen Avenue midblock
between Kemp Street and Beresford Street.

(i6) Estimates

I+ was recommended that Special Estimetes of Work of the
Municipal Engineer, in the total amount of $3,600.00, be approved . ﬁ

;“' : MOVED BY ALDERMAN LADNER, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN CLARK:
s "That the recommendations of the Manager covering ltems 15
and 16 be adopted.

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

(17) (a) Provincial Works Yard - Canada Way and Willingdon Avenue
(b) Imperial Street from Kingsway Eastward

(This item was dealt with previously In the meeting).

;7]f‘" (18) Clearing and Grubbing of Road and Lane Allowances
T in D.L. 86 (Stage |l B)

33,/ _ CONTRACT NO. 25, 1972
o < I+ was recommended that Council accept the *ender of Surfcrest
1 Construction Co. Ltd. for the clearing and grubbing of the road

and lane allowances referred to in the report for $30,974.00.

; MOVED BY ALDERMAN LAWSON, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN BLAIR: ,
"That the recommendation of the Manager be adopted." {

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

;‘?;éitf; .ziiltl
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(19) 6700 and 6800 Blocks Broadway (Liewan)
(This item was dealt with previously in the meeting)

MOVED BY ALDERMAN LADNER, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN CLARK:
"That the Committee now rise and report."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
THE COUNC!L RECONVENED.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN LADNER, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN BLAIR:

"That the ;eporf of theCommittee be now adopted.:

v

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Alderman Ladner stated that he had attended a meeting of the

Lower Mainland Municipal Assoclation last Wednesday when it

was Proposed that a special commlttee be appointed fo consider

the question of the Association recommending officers for the

Union of British Columbia Municipalities. He added that Burnaby
and three other Municipalities were asked to appoint representatives
to serve on the Committee. Alderman Ladner indicated that he

was not able to serve himself.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN LADNEIi, SECONDED BY ALTERMAN DOWDING:
nhat Alderman Constable be appointed to serve on the special
commi+tee mentioned by Alderman Ladner."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

* ¥ %

BY-LAWS

MOVED BY ALDERMAN BLAIR, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN LADNER:
“"That "BURNABY SIGN BY-LAW 1972" #6163 bo now imtroduced and that
Council resolve itself into a Committec of the Wwhole to consider

and report on the By=-law,"
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Schedule 1(9), as amended by Council earlier in the
evening, was formally amended at this time.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN LADNER, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN CLARK:
“That the Committee now rise and report the By-law complote, as

- TR W i

T

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

THE COUNCIL RECONVENED.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN CLARK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN LADNER:
"That the report of tho Commitice be now adopted.”

. CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

. “’ﬁ{%r- " :Q“
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MOVED BY ALDERMAN CLARK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN LADNER:
"That "Burnaby Sign By-law 1972" be now read three times."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Burnaby Zoning By-law 1965, Amendment By-law No. 39,
1972 and Burnaby Zoning By-law 1965, Amendment By-law
No. 63, 1972 had previously been tabled by Council.

BURNABY ZONING BY~LAW "1965, AMENDMENT BY-LAW NO. 44, 1972 #6139
came forward for Reconsideration and Final Adoption. This By~law
provides for the following proposed rezoning:

Reference RZ #31/72

6270 and 6290 Marlborough Avenue

FROM R5 TO RM3

Municipal Clerk stated that the Planning Department has reported
that the prerequisites established by Council in connection with
this rezoning proposal have been satisfied.

BURNABY ZONING BY-LAW 1965, AMENDMENT BY-LAW NO. 1, 1972 #6027
came forward for Reconsideration and Final Adoption. This By-law
provides for the following proposed rezoning:

Reference RZ #74/71

381, 361, 353, 341, 331 Ellesmere Avenue South

FROM R4 TO RM3

Municipal Clerk stated that the Planning Department has reported
that the prerequisites established by Council in connection with
this rezoning proposal have been satisfied.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN LADNER, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN BLAIR:

"That: . '
MBURNABY SECURITY-!SSUING BY-LAW NOS. 6 to 8, 1972" #6157 to 6159
"BURNABY ZONING BY-LAW 1965, AMENDMENT BY~LAW NO. 44, 1972" #6139
Y"BURNABY ZONING BY-LAW 1965, AMENDMENT BY-LAW NO. I, 1972" #6027

be now reconsidered and finally adopted, signed by the Mayor and
Clerk and the Corporate Seal affixed thereto."

GARRIED-UNANIMOUSLY. — — ..

* ¥ X

MOVED BY ALDERMAN CLARK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN LADNER:

"That Council resolve itself into a Committee of fhe Whole Yo
consider and report on Burnaby Zoning By-law 1965, Amendmont
By-law No. 15, 1971 #5876."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

U e
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This By-law provides for the following proposed rezoning:

Reference RZ #4/7!

5171/5179 Rumble Street
FROM C2 AND RS TO C2

MOVED BY ALDEZRMAN CLARK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN LADNER:
"That the By-law be now abandoned."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

OB T ki A Tk P i

MOVED BY ALDERMAN CLARK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN LADNER:
“"That the Committee now rise and report.”

- CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

THE COUNCIL RECONVENED.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN CLARK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN LADNER:
"That the report of the Committee be now adopted."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
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MOVED BY ALDERMAN LADNER, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN BLAIR:
"That the Council now resolve itself |n1'o a Committee as a Whole
"IN CAMERA".

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY






