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3l1; Re: Building Plan ,\ppnival for a C:i.reul.nr Drivc.:-Hay ,md 

Non-conf0rminG...])·c•:l_l is'---------------

Nr. A.H. Doig on May JS~ 1972, submitted to the Building Depart
ment a plan for construct:ion of a dh·clling on Eglinton Street. 
The plan contained certain structural dcficicnc.i.es and w,1s there
fore disapproved. Tile Architect corrected the deficiencies, but 
additional deficiencies were noted when t\ic pl:111 w.:is resubmitted 
on June 8, 1972. Mr. Doig was given nn :i.nterim permit on the 
basis that the proposed siting and foundations were acceptable but 
that the framing was subject to further checks (issuance of interim 
permit was a normal practice during the civic strike, as explained 
in detail below). The plan was officially stamped "approved" on 
this elate, by which time construction had already begun according 
to statements made by Mr. Doig. 

The approved plan contains provisions for a seventeen foot trellis 
which is designed to form an extension to the main dwelling and a 
circular driveway in the front portion of the rroperty. These pro
visions were approved in error. 

During the period of the strike, exempt staff of the Building De
partment continued to accept sets of drawings of proposed construc
tion. In the case of residential. work, these plans were partially 
reviewed for content and if found acceptable an interim letter 
of permission to proceed was issued to the applicant. 

Plans were appropriately marked in the cases where contc~nt was not 
acceptable, and in some cases plans were returned to the applicant 
for correctfon and resubmission. This procedure was carried out 
in order that where absolutely necessary construction could pro
ceed, and the inconvenience to the public would be minimized. 
During this period a complete check of submitted plans was not possible 
by the staff available and building permits in the regular sense 
were not issued. The letter of permission to proceed is an under
taking on the part of the applicant to contact the Building De
partment for a permit when conditions return to nonnal (a copy of 
the letter is attached). 

In the case at hand, deficiencies in the first set of submitted 
plans were such that the architect was asked to make corrections 
and resubmit. Further problems were noted on the second set of 
submitted plans. 

The second set of plans were marked up to indicate that further 
checking of the frame was necessary> and because of purported need 
for permission to proceed since construction had already been 
started, the plans were stamped approved and an interim letter of 
permission was issued. 

The approval was intended to cover the foundation design of the 
build:i.ng and that part of the structural frame which had been 
corrected and ci1ecked. Unfortunately, due to the haste with 
which check:i.ng hacl to be done at t:l1c time, antl ns noted, con
struction had already commenced n(•.cordi.ng to the Contractor, 
further checld.ng of t.h:lB pltrn wHs not: c:arr:i.cd out on<l the drive
way and offending ovcrhond conBtruct:Jon W1Hl not: nol:(Jd, 

The overhead otn1cturc J.H not nccc![,Slll)' for the,! funct:l.on of the 
ref1:l.dencc, and ,JS dcs:!f,11C!cl :L!-1 J.n conOlcL wHl1 Sc•et:l.lHl 102.'.i of 
thu Burnaby 7.onlng By-L1.t1•1, '.i'ld.s 1nntt:cr \·l/.lfl clicc11:;;:,r:'d w.llh Hr. DoJg 
on .July 2Ci, 1972, nncl lie. llnr:i agreed Lo rr.:dc•n:lgn tlw trullifi to 
mnlw :!.t c.011fur.m \•/.Lt:h tlw l'.(•qu.l.rc-rn<i11t:1 oft.ht! JJy-L:11-1. 

An rognrclr:; t:lle <lrl.vc•wny, (hict:Jon 1\00,(,(l) or l:11<1 %.onillf.', 1',y-L:iw 
nt:nt:ur:; t:lrnt: no pnrki.ng nrc•a ::11(1.U lw ]nc:,ili'd \;Jl:\dil n [ro11L y:inl. 

r:n n t: ln 1.ir•.r.\, •• 
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34. Re: Buil1! :i:ll111i._1'lan Approval (continued) 

However, tl-liilJ!c;;.1 is no contravention of the By-Law if the builder 
cnn demonr, tJ;IIYitlrte. to the satisfoction of Building Department per-· 
sonncl tlm t11I. i c::ircular dri vcway is not being cons true ted for the 
purpose of :~llJ!l'ldng. Hr. Doig hns stated verbally and in writing 
(sec attocrn~ L.etter dated June 27, 1972) that in his case a 
circular tl11lllli~lll'ay is required for accommodation of his wife who 
has n scria~I ~rthritic condition. lie has given his personal assur
ance that t1il111i 1kiveway is not intended to be used as a front yard 
parking ara'lillflfo,r cars. 

Because Hr.'1 jc;ni;.g's plan which also showed on it a circular driveway, 
was appro11e'llJl(!;l)\; June 8, 1972, and because he has given his personal 
assurance tll~il:Jt Vehicles will not be parked on the driveway, Hr. Doig 
has been a.l1IU01;;1~d to proceed accordingly. For the record, approval 

, of this pan.tl:lt;1;1Jlar driveway is in no way to be considered as a 
precedent, 

. RECOMMENDi'l''1ltM~ ---=------~-
this report be sent to Mr. Doig. 

(I (1 
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T[P; ConPOR-\TIO~ OF THE UiST!~lCT Ul:' BLl{~:\HY 

BUILDING DEl:'ARTHENT 

M U N I C I f' ,\ L II A L L . 

4!).l!J CM~•\D/, WAY, 

• unNADY 2. o.c. 

TCLEPHONE 299,7211 
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Re: !fon&y·c(. <Sf.. ( . If. r . ~· L -( '1~-r_r).( f, f11. '=f. : . , , .L-o' -15 ty.c(:;--y· 1/- .:,,_c. · 
If · . /'/ sud:rA1-,->10--z, :J.:;l/--71, 1 1 . 
~ I 6cf- .. l7t.7 f! tJ c- ·B1· i~ / p/4."- llfb: f>. l-[2:> . 

Due to the strike by member'G of the Canndinn ·union of Public 
Employees, Local 23, ngninst the Corporation of the ~istr.ic; of 
Uurnaby, the issurmcc ot your Building Pcrrait: for j,o,/r -ld:~n~!y 
r,fv.J({/,,,-:g · - on the abovc•describcd property/ ~ill be 
delayed. . . 

· The Corporation regrets this inconvenience ~nd would request your 
acknowledgment of delay in grant:i.ng of Building Per=it and your 
undcrtnking to complete Permit arrangements when noxonl business is 
renu1ned by the Corporation. 

In the meantime it io recognized that, if necessary, construction 
may hove to pt"Oceed. Hov1ever, you will be expected to contact the 
Building Dc.part:ment iremedint:cly following sett:lcmcn.:: of the strike. 
At that time every effort will be made to nccommod~te you opcedily 
with the necessary pennit and inopcctiono. 

~~<)wJ~ 
-A-c-kn_o_w_l_e_d_g_ed_a_n_d_u_n_de_r_t_· a_k_i_n_g_g_i_v_e_n_ ;( H. J. Jones 

(f;,_cnIEF BUILDING INSPECTOR 

Nt1c f c c-nA /rU,?/iO"r\, 
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Mro ,John Plesha, 

Municipal Ma.naGer I s Of.f'i ce, 

49h9 Canada Way, 

Burnaby 2, B.C. 

Dear Sir: 

' ,1 ,l, 

l rru.1 Y, 
i rJiMJ(1lil n·s l\[l'(lf\l ,,;D. !1ti 
.. 
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/.1301-1,635 Imp 

Burr.aby l, B.C. 

tl une 27, 1972. 
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As you requested in our telephone conversation today, we 

are writing this letter to explain our problem Hith a drive w,;,y in 

the front of our new home on 'Monarch Street~ 

We suh:nitted our pl,ms, des:ie;ncid by our architect Mr. Ed 

DodsoJJ, to the building department on or around r-:ay 16, 19720 

Some changes were made ancl. the final plans were received by t:1e 

'Murlicipality on June 7, 1972 , and were stamped "approved
11

,on 

June 8, 1972. 

1:le procoecied with the house construction and now have it 

ready for roofing. l1r. Jorn:s :inforrr.ed us today that the circular 

I explained to you and to )fro ,Jone~i that thr: houso is 

deoignetl w:i.th 11.ll faciliticD on one fJ.oor to nccomodnl.e rny wifr, 

who ha,£ d1J'ficu1ty 11ei~ot·.iatirw sl,ail's, /ind, as !fr, Dodson points 

out, t,ho Burr.aliy Zoninr:r, n:1-I:1Wtl clo not pr-ohibit drcu1ar driv(:-wn.ys. 

In 1:n.unrr;1 ry, Mr
0 

PJ.1.wha, tbronr.h no fault; of ourD t\lu p.lans 

wore a.pp1•oved
1 

nr:d thn d rculrn- clr•.Lveway •,ma_, in J'oc:t,, a pnd, 

ol' t, hr. np])l'OV(:d r;l,,i.n(l 

/ ,' 




