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18. Re: Submi:;i,5.ou F1:om Mr. 1).,\., llogart.li un 1',ekd.f o[ 

Nrs. El i:-:alwth SLcbbc 
Rest ]!(1me Dev<.<! op:rn!nL 
5090 V:i.c t:.9D'._fU,'.E._t_:_(_'..;;.t __________ _ 

Appenring ml the Agc11cl..1 for the FC!hruary 5, 1973, meeting of Council 
is a submission from Mr. ])./\. Hognrth on behalf: of Hrs. Eli:wbeth 
Stcbbe reganli.ng d0vclopmL!nt of a Rest llomc at 5090 Vic t:ory sueet. 

Following is a report on this matter from the Di rec tor of: Pl anninr,. 

RECOMNENDATION: 

THAT occupancy oi: the subject Rest Home be limited to sixteen 

patients. 

* * * * * * * * * * 

PLANNING DEPAR'l'J\lEN'l' 

FEBRUARY 2, 1973 . 

.. UR •. · M •. J. SHELLEY, 
• .. MUNICIPAL MANAGER. 

RE: REST HOME DEVELOPMEN'l' 
5090 VICTORY STREET 

property was subject of a rezoning in H:72 and was 
iis~ deilt with by .Council on August 30, 1972 in conn0ction with 
a\:iequacy of off-street parking requirements. The project occupies 
a lot-130' wide by 139' deep comprising 17,940 square feet. The 

. J~e:z;p11ing changed the property's designation from R5 (Residential) 
to P5 (C6mmunity Institutional), The rezoning proposal which 
Council considered and approved called for an accommodation of 16 
patients and attendant staff. Plans were submitted which were 
~bcepted as suitable, preliminary plan approval and building permits 
were iss~ed subsequent to finalization of the rezoning. 

DISCUSSION 
The owner of the property, Mr, Stebbe, has recently contacted members 
of the J\!unicipal staf i: asking that his occupancy 1 imi t be increased 
from 16 to 21. Under the terms of P5 zoning, the maximum number of 
occupants is determined by a ratio of the site nren. Using this 
criteria, a maximum of 21 patients could be accommodated on the 
property, The approval by the Department was to accommodate 16 
pat :ients, consistent wt th the prerequ isitc to rczon ing. 

rr1'1e stipulated mnxi.mlllll occupancy of lG patients wns a prorcqulsite 
to the rer,on ing of tho pro port y. 'l'l!js fj ~i;uro was gono r·atod by n 
calculnU.on ol' tho clcrnslty wilic:h would linvo ol.1tai1wd had lllo ~lite: 
been US(:cl solely l'Ol' )'('SJdcnU:d. pu1·pr,~;(J~3. Ill th:is way, i.t \\'ltfi 
hopccl tl1nt ohjocl:i.ons of 'l.l1u surrou1Hljni1; 1·c::;;JdonL1', to :i11t:lu::do11 of 
tlw USO ill tllo llC' i (;llbou 1·l1ood CU\l :1 d 1,c• uVCJ'!".0111(', ,\t tile· t :i.1:10 () f' 
pub1.i.c lH::u·inf1::-i :111<1 tll1·1H1:•.!1 1.lw cou1·~-;o oJ' (\lunci :1 rlc:J ilwration~i, 
oppos.i ti on continuod t.o !Ju c::•:pi·us~;c:d a:\:l i.n'.;L pC'i'llii I.tut.I t!:-:pan~;i nn oJ' 

th.is u:,;r:, 

Th<) PL1n11i.ll\-': llc:pa1·L111u11L would 1·u--il:l:1·:11> il;..; <:u111•cn·11 l.11:il :111 il1c1•u:1.HU 
.in p1!t'111itt(:d 11'111:;ily l.o 1.111• upp•.'I' :1::1:-:i1,11111 1,i.·c,11.ld l,,, <1,:l1·i1111•11La.l t,·, 
llH' ru:l1i1:Vlill.'ll1. (11' (!(J\1')ldLil1l1: 1:.,111.I 11 1:;; ill ll1L 11,,1:,lil11ili1 .. u<J':, 11:1d 
l[i('. n11ri.lil;,L11I. ir:,li1·:\l.r·d Iii:: i11l,:11L11,1\ l.<1 !1111.\,,I~ :.'..! l'•!\i1·1ll:: (111 I.I j•; 
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site dul'ing the course of the rezoning- proceoc!ini~s, Pla11nLn~ Dcp:-nt
ment support fo1· the project would have lJocn withdrawn, No cvitlc,1co 
has been given by the applicant or hi.s agents that an incrc)ase in 
density would not 1.n !'r inge upon those consi de rat ions of the surround
ing residents which initially led Council to attach an upper max
imum of occupancy as one of the prerequisites to rezoning. These 
concerns are as relevant at this stage of Council's examination as 
they were when the rezoning was previously delJnted. 

REC01\111ENDATION 

The Planning Department would recommend: 

.THAT the upper maximum occupancy of 16 patients be re-affirmed and 
no increase be allowed the applicant. 

please forward this report to Municipal Council for their 

l;aespectfully submitted, 

~

\ ,. r:,d 1\ \,, .:r---· 
\.....'-\;,"'\../' \!.....,r- -v.1, v~\ 
/\ / :--.A. 1L, Parr, _..,-><,,. 

C DIRECTOR OF PLANNING. 
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