
JUNE 22. 1971

A Public Hearing was held in the Council Chambers of the Municipal 
H a ll, 4949 Canada Way, Burnaby 2, B. C ., on Tuesday, June 22, 1971 
at 7:30 p.m. to receive representations in connection with the 
following proposed amendments to "Burnaby Zoning By-law 1965":

PRESENT:

ab: IT:

Mayor R. W. P r lt t ie  in the Chair; 
Aldermen Clark, Emmott, Mercier, 
McLean and Da i l l y  (8:05 p.m.);

Aldermen C la ir , Ladner and Drumniond;

HIS WORSHIP, THE MAYOR, f ir s t  explained the purpose of the Public 
Hearing and the procedure which Council was reguired to follow in 
connection with rezonings. He also suggested the desired method for 
the public to express its  views in regard to the proposed amendments.

Cl) FROM RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT FIVE (R5) TO COMMUNITY COMMERCIAL 
DISTRICT (C2)

Reference RZ #20/71

The North 62 feet of Lot 2A, Blocks 2 to 4 Inclusive, D.L. 28, 
Plan 2162

(7726 Wedgewood Street and 7727 Edmonds Street -- Located on 
the North side of Edmonds Street approximately 105 feet East 
of Its  Intersection with Canada Way)

Mr. Gordon H. Dowdino, 4491 Marine Drive, advised that he was speaking 
on behalf of 36 people who live  on Wedgewood Street and who are opposed 
to the proposed rezoning. Mr. Dowding presented two petitions to the 
Public Hearing signed by the people concerned, the f ir s t  indicating their 
opposition to the rezonino and the second requesting that a 15 mile per 
hour speed lim it be established on Wedgewood Street between Canada Way 
and 6th Street.

I t  was pointed out that the second petition was not relevant to the 
proposed rezoning under consideration and it  should be referred to 
the T ra ffic  Safety Committee for the ir attention.

Mr. Dowding noted, that in order to protect the residential amenities 
of Wedgewood Street from the Commercial a c t iv ity  on Edmonds Street, 
a buffer of residentially-zoned land had been created on the South side 
of Wedgewood Street. He is concerned that th is buffer zone was being 
steadily encroached upon and that the private commercial development on 
Edmonds Street would continue to jeopordize the residential character 
of Wedgewood Street.

The t ra f f ic  problems on Wedgewood Street are considered to be deplorable 
and steadily deteriorating. This is caused, in part, by short-cutting 
t ra f f ic  using Wedgewood Street as a means of avoiding the t ra f f ic  signal 
at Canada Way and Edmonds Street.
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Mr. Dowdlng was also concerned that I f  Wedgewood Street Is widened 
the t r a f f ic  volumes and the resultant problems would be compounded.

He added that there were many vacancies In existing commercial buildings 
In the Immediate v ic in ity  and I t  would appear logical for the applicant 
for rezoning to take advantage of th is  fact rather than to construct ^
a new buiIdi ng.

Mr. Dowdlng, also noted that parking f a c i l i t ie s  in the area were 
neg lig ib le at the present time, a s ituation  that could only worsen 
with the addition of new development.

Mr. Dowding concluded his remarks by suggesting that Council should 
consider the a lternatives  ava ilab le  to the applicant, apart from the 
proposed rezoning, to establish the type of commercial enterprlze 
desi.ed  without fu rther endangering the re s id en tia l amonlties of Aedgev.ccd
Street.

Mr. 0. Moysiuk, 7931 Rosewood S treet, advised the Hearing that he was 
in the process of having a petition  signed protesting the abnormal increase 
in t r a f f ic  in the area of Wedgewood Street, Edmonds Street, Canada Way 
and Sixth S tree t. His petition  was not yet complete but he stated that 
he was opposed to the rezoning on the grounds that any further commercial 
development in th is  area would only add to the problems presently being 
encountered.

Mr. L. A. Warne, 7732 Wedgewood S tree t, stated that the t r a f f ic  in th is 
area was atrocious and that he was opposed to the rezoning because of 
the additional t r a f f ic  volumes which would be generated.

NOTE: — Alderman McLean suggested to Mr. Warne that cuI-de-sacing of 
Wedgewood S treet at its  intersection with Canada Way or with Sixth 
S treet might be a possible answer to the problem.

Mr, Warne agreed that the suggestion was worthy of consideration providing 
that the residents of Wedgewood Street were consulted prior to any 
proposal being in it ia te d .

Mr R L LaViane, 7853 Wedgewood S treet, was concerned that any widening 
^ n t e d ^ d l t r e e t  would bring the road so close to the
the s tre e t  th a t an impossible s itu a t io n  would be created . He stated that 
he could see no necess ity  fo r add itiona l medical dental f a c i l i t i e s  in th is  
area in view of the p ro life ra t io n  of s im ila r  f a c i l i t i e s  in the area.
Mr. LaVigne a lso noted that there are 35 children under the age of 10, 
resident on Wedgewood Street between Canada Way and 6th Street and a y  
increase in t r a f f ic  volumes on th is  s treet would aggravate the danger 
to these ch ildren . Mr. LaVigne was opposed to the rezoning.

Mrs. C. H. Hazzard, 7789 Wedgewood S tree t, was also opposed to the 
rezoning.

Mr. G. E. Ja rv e la , 7183 Sixth S tree t, was a lso opposed to the rezoning.

Mr. A. Johnson, 7743 Wedgewood S tree t, spoke in opposition to the rezoning

Dr H a l l ,  the applicant for rezoning, then spoke in support of the proposal.

S Hi"""
the type of development proposed. He s ia ted  Thar Tne propos
c l in i c  would be aesthet i ca I ly P least ng, would ® ^ t h e  opinion that
and could in no way be classed as un s ig h tly . He was of Tne opin.o
the great m ajo rity  of t r a f f i c  using the f a c i l i +Y Dort?on of Wedgewood
egress from Canada Way and would u ti Hze cn ly  a shor p 
S tre e t . No +ruck t r a f f i c  would be geije©at'3d.
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He and his associates had no plans for acquiring any other property 
in the area other than that under consideration.

Dr. Hall further stated that due to the peculiar requirements of 
the dental c lin ic  as opposed to an o ffice  structure or other commercial 
building, i t  was more practical to construct a new building than 
u tiliz e  rented or leased premises.

He stated a complete willingness to provide the type of screening 
most acceptable to the majority of the abutting owners and was confident 
that a ll other prerequisites to the rezoning would be adequately met.

Dr. Hall contended that the proposed c lin ic  would be a defin ite improvement 
to the neighbourhood and that he and his associates are defin ite ly  not 
negligent insofar as the feelings of the other residents in the immediate 
v ic in ity .

(2) FROM RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT FOUR (R4) TO PARK AND PUBLIC USE 
DISTRICT (P3)

Reference RZ #16/71

The Westerly 99.81 feet of Lot 203, D.L. 207, Plan 38823

(7231 Francis Street — Located at the end of Francis Street 
approximately 315 feet East of its  intersection with Outhle 
Avenue)

No one appeared in connection with this rezoning proposal.

(3) FROM RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT FIVE (R5) TO MULTIPLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL 
DISTRICT THREE (RM3)~ '

Reference RZ #26/11

(a) Lots "A", ‘'B" and l,C", Block 71, D.L. 33, Plan 3934
(b) Lot I, S.D. "D", Block 71, D.L. 33, Plan 8617

(5736, 5722 and 5708 Chaffey Avenue; 4375 Grange Street ~  
Located at the North-East corner of Grange Street and Chaffey 
Avenue)

Mr. G. M ysIickl, 4385 Grange Street advised the Hearing that while 
he was not opposed to the rezoning as such, he was of the opinion that 
Lots 2 and 3 immediately adjacent to the s ite  under consideration should 
have been included in the proposed rezoning.

Mr. Myslicki was concerned that with the 20 foot easement in the 
West side cf his property and the odd shape of his lot it  would become 
unsuitable for future development. As a p a fiia l solution he suggested 
that the easement in his property be reduced to 10 feet and the developer 
of the property under rezoning assume the other 10 feet.
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The Planning Director agreed that Mr. M ys llck l's  parcel by Its e lf  
would not be sultablo for future apartment development but consolidation 
with Lot 3 would create a parcel of su ffic ien t area to accommodate an 
apartment s ite . The question of the easement w ill be investigated 
further.

(4) p^str^c t*THREE^^RM3 ^ R*CT F ' V£ (R5> T0 MULT1PLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL 

Reference RZ 128/71

Lots 6, 7, 8 and 9, Block 4, D .L . 's  121/187, Plan 1354

(4440, 4456, 4458, 4470 and 4476 Pandora S treet — Located on 
the South-West corner of Pandora Streer ana Wiilingdon Avenue)

Mr, and Mrs. F. Garland, 4407 Pandora S tree t; Miss B. A. Cooper, 4411 
Pandora Stree t; and Mr. and Mrs. T. R. N era tin i, 4417 Pandora Street; 
submitted le tte rs  opposing the proposed rezoning.

In addition to the above le tte rs , a petition  bearing 35 signatures, 
was a lso  received expressing opposition to the proposed rezoning.

These le tte rs  and petition  are attached hereto and form a part of 
these minutes.

Mr. F. Garland, 4407 Pandora Street,addressed the meeting in support 
of his written submission.

He was mainly concerned that property already rezoned for apartment 
use in th is  area should be u tilized  p rior to additional land being 
rezoned. He was of the opinion that the properties already zoned 
for apartment use but not developed have been allowed fo deteriorate 
in upkeep and maintenance to a point where they become defin ite  eyesores.

He did not want th is  to happen in his p articu la r area.

He urged Council members present at the Hearing to drive through th is 
area and substantiate his concern.

(5) FROM RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT FIVE (R5) TO SERVICE COMMERCIAL DISTRICT 
(C4)

Reference RZ 919/71

Approximately the North 71,8 feet of Lots 29 and 30, except 
Sketch 9949, Block 4, D.L. 96N±, Plan 2189

(6579 Kingsway, 6591 Kingsway — Located on the North-West 
corner of Kingsway and Areola S tree t)

Mr. and Mrs. A. A. Hoy a t , 6605 Arccla Street, cunmittod a le tte r stating 
the ir  support of the rezoning application under consideration.

A petition  signed by 36 homeowners in the immediate area of the proposed 
rezoning, requesting Council consider res tric tio n  of the rezoning application 
to require access and egress from the s ite  /ia Areola Street and Kingsway
only and to rcouire a six foot fence along ‘'he entire  back of the property , 
was submitted.
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The petitioners were of the opinion that the current practice of the 
^ K b,USLneSS; and thC '0t size- dictates a c ircu la r t ra f f ic  pattern through the business 

V+k - I T  t,heuse of the ,3ne between Areola and Balmoral Streets 
tiln+ex! f  * ° , eiThe'' street. The higher t r a f f ic  frequency onto a 
twenty foot lane within the immediate v ic in ity  of a park and an 
elementary school, and through a residential area, by cumbersome
rec re a te  ° Perated by drivers of casual experience, would appear 
to create an unnecessary hazard to the residents and to the children 
attending the school and frequenting the park.

Mr^C. J .  Hu i_oe, 6558 Balmoral Street, spoke in support of the 
and ' tral*. subm 1 t+ed' He stressed that the use of the lane by tractors
and usfnnen a rC T  •?-?ef,ni+e +hrea+ +°  chi,dren attendina the school 
?an« hi h P V ,+' eS‘ He a!so maintained that the use of this 
lane by heavy t ra f f ic  was detrimental to property values. He stated
I ; .  l w3!  •'? and that or his fellow petitioners thaT
truck and t ra ile r  t r a f f ic  must be prohibited from using the lane.

fffOM RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT FIVE (R5) TO PARKING DISTRICT (P8)
Reference RZ ^4/71

Lot 48 except North 90 feet. Block 30, O.L. 98, Plan 2066

i+ l574.Rn«bi e S+ree+ Located on the North side of Rumble Street 90 feet West of Royal Oak Avenue)

^ _ a £ d j r s .  N .H ._G lover, 5141 Rumble Street, submitted a le tter 
objecting to the proposed rezoning.

Mr. and Mrs. Glover were concerned with the number of parking lots 
already in existence in the immediate v ic in ity  of Rumble Street and 
Sussex Avenue and maintained that an additional parking lot as proposed 
In the rezoning application is not necessary.

A copy of Mr. and Mrs. Glover's le tter is attached hereto and forms 
part of these minutes.

There was no further comment on this rezoning proposal.

Reference RZ <>31/71

(a) Lotsl, 3 and 4, Block 24, D.L. 99, Plan 2012 
<b) Lot 2, Block 24Si, O.L. 99, Plan 2012

c58? SuSS8x Avenue and 7538 Sussex Avehue -  Located on the North-East corner of Rumble Street and Sussex Avenue)

Mr. W. R ._N lco lle , 4390 Rumble Street, advised the Hearing that he 
was in favour of the rezoning. He contended that the existing Cl 
zoning in th is s ite  was no lonoer reauired. He stated that he had 
canvassed a large number of residents in the immediate area and had 
found no one who was opposed to the rezoning. He stated that in view 
of the number of existlnq commercial enterprises in the area there was 
no necessity for additional fa c i l it ie s .

Mr.. W. J .  BurreM, 7642 Sussex Avenue, concurred with the remarks of 
the previous speaker and was in favour of tne rezoning.
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Mr. 0. E. Comis, 7538 Sussex Avenue, was in favour of the proposed 
rezoning.

Mr. W. L. McConnell, 4459 Southwood S tree t, spoke in favour of the 
rezoning.

Mr. W. S. McRae, 7659 Sussex Avenue, noted that merchants in the 
area supplied tree delivery services and no hardship would be 
caused to the residents of the senior c itizens development on Rumble 
S treet at Sussex Avenue. He supported the rezoning.

Mr. O live r, 4420 Rumble Stree t, spoke in opposition to the rezoning. 
Mr. O liver was of the opinion that a commercial enterprise at th is  
loc; '•ten would provide a very needed service to the older residents 
of the area.

(8) FROM NEIGHBOURHOOD COMMERCIAL DISTRICT <CI) TO RESIDENTIAL 
DISTRICT FOUR (R4)

Reference RZ #32/71

The front 150 feet of:
Lot I North 72 feet; Lot I Except North 72 feet; Lots 3 and 4, 
Block 28, D.L. 135, Plan 10299

(1331, 1351, 1371 and 1391 Duthie Avenue — Located on the 
North-West corner of Duthie Avenue and Kitchener S tree t)

Mr. W. S. Wallace, 1390 Duthie Avenue, submitted a le tte r  in support 
of the rezoning. He considered th is  part of Duthie Avenue to be a 
choice residentia l area and that establishment of a commercial^ 
establishment would not in any way enhance the quality  of the single 
family residentia l neighbourhood. Additional commercial f a c i l i t ie s  
are not needed a t th is  location as ample shopping areas are now available 
on Sperling Avenue, Hastings S tree t, and at Westridge.

A petition  bearing 154 signatures was also received in support of the 
rezoning.

Mr. G. Melvin , owner of the commercially zoned land at 1371 Duthie 
Avenue spoke in opposition to the rezoning.

He was of the opinion that the rezoning of th is  parcel from Neighbourhood 
Commercial D is tr ic t  (C l) to  Residential D is tr ic t  Four (R4) would seriously 
devaluate his land.

Mr. W. A. Lawson, 1425 Hatton Avenee, was in favour of the rezoning.

Mr, G. R. Crutch ley , 1351 Duthie Avenue, was in favour of the rezoning.

Mr. J .  A. MacDonald, 1391 Duthie Avenue, was opposed to the rezoning 
as he f e l t  that th is  would have a devaluating e ffec t upon his own property.

(9 ) FROM HEAVY INDUSTRIAL DISTRICT (M3) AND RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT 
FIVE (R5) TO RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT FIVE (R5)

Reference RZ #5/7 I

Lot "A ", Block 17, D.L. I55A, Plan 5168

(6180 - 17th Avenue; 7421 W illard  S treet — Located at the 
South-West corner of Seventeenth Avenue and WiI lard S treet)

( v. 80
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Mr. A. J .  Prayer. 6078 Marine Drive, spoke in favour of the rezoning.

< l°) fffQM MANUFACTURING DISTRICT (Ml) AND RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT FIVE 
(R5) TO COMPREHENSIVE DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT (COT ----------

Reference RZ 818/71

(a ) Lot "B ", Block 13, D.L. 70W, Plan 13727
l2' , 14' 15 and l6» Block 13, D.L. 70, Plan 1432(c ) Lot 28, D .L .'s  69 and 70, Plan 36506 

Id) Lot 29, D.L. 70, Plan 36506

WaV> «7 7 , 4269, 4255, 4249, 4241 Canada Way; 
3240 Gilmore Diversion; 4263 Canada Way ~  Located on the 
North-West corner of Canada Way and Sumner Avenue)

No one appeared in connection with th is  rezoning proposal.

m> ' ° ^ IAL DISTRICT Tw0 (R2) TO COMPREHENSIVE DEVELOPMENT

Reference RZ <M43/fin

(a) Lot 131, D.L. 136, Flan 34438
(b) Lot 132 Except Plan 37292, D .L .'s  136 and 137, Plan 34438

(7351 Montecito Drive and 7302 Halifax Street — Located in the 
area bounded on the North by Ha Ii fax Street, on the East by the 
^ l C pal kG° ! f Course, Montecito Drive on the South, and on the 
west by the Swedish Canadian Rest Home, the Easterly DroDartiec 
o t h. 7200 Block S o t , I t .  Street ,„d  tte  p r < S  p ^ S . I  
s ite  for the area)

This application  has been the su bject o f  three previous Public
JT ' T y 1?S  196?> SePtembsr  23, 1968, and January 

l a e c A  bbe By-lass r e la t iv e  to  i t ,  "Burnaby Zoning By-las 
1965 Amendment By-lav No. 2,  1967" and "Burnaby Zoning By-law 
196S, Amendment By-las No. 1, 1970 were f in a lly  adopted on 
December 16, 1968 and February 9, 1970 resp ec tiv e ly . One o f  
. P 1™*3 requirements o f  Comprehensive Development zoninq

plans, ^  building programmes form an in tegra l 
p a rt o f  the By-law and must be adhered to . The developer

has introduced some changes and before being perm itted  
to  proceed, the plan must be amended and a further PTblic Hearinq 
i s  therefore necessary. D eta il o f  the changes proposed w i l l  
be available a t the Bearing fo r  inspection  and comment.

Mr. Mann, on behalf of the developer, explained to the Hearing that 
the developer now wished to consider a condominium rather than a rental 
situation and, consequently, a number of apartment units have been 
replaced by individually-owned townhouses.

The total number of dwelling units In Hi is stage has been reduced
from 237 to 204 and the density has been reduced from 21.0 to 18.2 units/acre.
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The proposed accommodation provides for more three bedroom and four 
bedroom units and less two bedroom units than the orlq lnal proposal.
The Planning D irector reported that the concept of the amended proposal 
appears to sa tis fy  the c r ite r ia  o r ig in a lly  established for th is 
development. The pedestrian plaza, amenities and landscaped areas 
are of s im ilar character and quality  as o r ig in a lly  proposed; the 
parking and driveway arrangements appear to be more sa tis facto ry .
The proposal appears compatible in Its  arch itectural concept and 
expression with Stage I and I I  on the Montecito Pro ject.

In response to a query from Alderman Dai I ly  as to whether provision 
had been made for a recreation area for children during periods of 
inclement weather, Mr. Mann replied in the affirm ative.

The Planning D irector also advised that the school s ite  had been 
acqu.red by the School Board but that actual construction of the 
school would be dependent on su ffic ien t population to warrant same.

The Hearing then adjourned.

Confirmed: C ertified  Correct:

BL/hb
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Mr. & *s. F. Garland
Mt-07 Pandora Street Burnaby 2, B.C.

The Corporation of the District of Burnaby 
V5V5 Grandview-Douglas Highway Burnaby 2, B.C.

The Mayor and members of Council 
Gentlemen:
Through «. chance remark the other day we understand that one of the 
proposed apartment locations namely the ¥+00 block of Pandora and 
Albert Streets will be up for public hearing on June 22nd 1971.
As taxpayers and owners of the home at ¥+07 Pandora Street we would 
like to go on record as strongly opposing such consideration to this particular area.
We fully realize that the area is one where apartments will be encour
aged to locate and where development proposals will be considered,but 
this should be for future needs certainly not at this time. At present 
there are areas zoned for apartments that are by no means being used. 
Possibily some of this property is being held by individuals and Realty 
firms who are holding for a large return on their investment, in the meantime they have allowed the houses and grounds to become shody and 
run down. Developers in the meantime will make no effort to develop 
on these properties as long as other areas are being opened to them.
We are sure that Council and the Municipal Planning Department frown 
on such speculation, therefore gentlemen let's not allow the same thing to happen in this area of well kept homes.
We have lived in our home this past twenty one years, raising our family 
who have since married, purchased hemes and are now taxpayers. This is 
our home and we can assure you that we would greatly resent looking 
out our front window at some three storey monstrosity or an unkempt yard and home. *
Gentlemen please reconsider and to satisfy yourselves what we have 
stated in this letter is correct drive vest on Albert Street and see 
first hand property still waiting development, also homes and yards that have been alowed to deteriorate.
Would not the south side of Hastings Street in the 38OO and 3900 block 
be ideal for stores and apartments above, before any thought be given to our area, we remain,

Yours truly



4 4 H  P a n d o r a  S t r e e t  
B u rn ab y  2 ,  B .  (J. 
J u n e  1 8 ,  1 9 7 1 . -m

The M ayor  and C o u n c i l
The C o r p o r a t i o n  o f  t h e  D i s t r i c t  o f  B u rn ab y  
49 4 9  C a n a d a  'Way.

D e a r  s i r s ,  T t uatie -  L e g a l  # 4 .
Pro (i R e s i d e n t i a l  D i s t r i c t  P iv e  (R5.) to  M u l t io l e  R e s i d e n t i a l  
D i s t r i c t  Three (RM3,'.
R efe re n ce  k Z No 2 8 / 7 1 .
L o t s  6 , 7 , 3 , 1 9 ,  B l k  4 D . L . ' s  1 2 1 / 1 8 7 .  P l a n  1 3 5 4 .  ( 4 4 4 0 ,  4 4 5 6 ,  4 4 5 3 ,
4 4 7 0  1  4 4 7 3  P a n d o r a  S t r e e t .

To q u o t e  fro m  l e t t e r  t o  a l l  R e s i d e n t s  o f  B u rn a b ,- ,  d a t e d  
M arch  3 ,  1 9 6 6  and  s i g n e d  by A. II. E m m o tt , th e n  R eev e  o f  B u r n a b y ,  
now a  C o u n c i l l o r .

P a r a g r a p h  //4 .  The p r o o o s e d  A p a r t m e n t s  w i l l  p r o t e c t  th e  homeowner 
a n d  e n a b l e  him t o  l o o k  t o  t h e  f u t u r e  w i t h  a  g r e a t e r  d e g r e e  o f  c e r t a i n t y ,  
I t  w i l l  a l s o  b e n e f i t  t h e  D e v e l o p e r  i n  p r o v i d i n g  him w i t h  c l e a r l y  d e f in ed  
a r e a s  w i t h i n  w h ich  A p a r t m e n t s  may be  l o c a t e d .  I t  i s  i n t e n d e d  t h a t  
w i t h i n  t h e s e  g e n e r a l  a r e a s  o f  l a n d  w i l l  be  r e z o n e d  g r a d u a l l y  on a  s ta g e d  
b a s i s  o v e r  an e x t e n d e d  p e r i o d  o f  t i m e ,  f o l l o w i n g  t h e  r e c e i p t *  and 
c o n s i d e r a t i o n  o f  p l a n s  an d  p r o p o s a l s  f o r  A p a r t m e n t  D e v e lo p m en t  e t c .

P a r a g r a p h  if 5 .  In  b l o c k  p r i n t  , r e a d s .
t h e  PROPOSED APARTMENT LOCATION AREAS HAVE BEEN ACCEPTED IN PRINCIPLE 
BY A COMMITTEE OP COUNCIL. HOWEVER, BEFORE MAKING A FINAL DECISION, IT 
I S  PROPOSED, IN DUE COURSE, TO HOLD A NUMBER OF PUBLIC MEETINGS IN ORDER 
TO EXPLAIN THE PROPOSALS AND TO OBTAIN COMMENT ON THEM.

P a r a g r a p h  $ 6 .  D e t a i l s  o f  t h e  o r o o c s a l s  an d  n o t i c e  o f  t h e  p u b l i c  
m e e t i n g s  w i l l  be  i n c l u d e d  i n  a  l a t e r  n o t i c e .

To my k n o w l e d g e ,  an d  o t h e r  r e s i d e n t s  l i k e  me, one 
p u b l i c  m e e t i n g  w as  h e l d  by  o u b l i c  n o t i c e  a t  K e n s i n g t o n  H igh  S c h o o l .
At t h a t  m e e t i n g  t h e  a b o v e  a r e a  i n  q u e s t i o n  w as  a t  t h e  b o t t o m  o f  the  
l i s t  and we w ere  l e a d  t o  b e l i e v e  and  t o l d  i t  w ou ld  be  a p p r o x i m a t e l y  
20 y e a r s  b e f o r e  t h i s  a r e a  w ou ld  come up f o r  A c - r t m e n t  c o n s i d e r a t i o n .  
T h a t  w as  5 y e a r s  a g o .

Of t h i s  m e e t i n g  J u n e  2 2 ,  1 9 7 1 ,  t o  d a t e ,  no O f f i c i a l  
n o t i c e  h a s  b e e n  r e c e i v e d  by me o r  any o t h e r  r e s i d e n t s  a f f e c t e d  by t h i s  
p r o p o s a l .

f
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L
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A417 Pandora S t  
Burnaby 2, B.C.

June 12, 1971.

The Mayor and Council,
The Corporation o f  the D i s t r ic t  o f  Burnaby, 
A5A5 E. Grandview-Douglas Hvy. ,
Burnaby 2, B.C.

Dear S i r s :

Re: Re-zoning on South s ide  of ULOO block Pandora S t .

I t  has cone to our attention  that homeowners in  the hk00 block Pandora 
S t .  have a lready been approached regarding the sa le  of property for 
the use o f  apartment developers.

In a l e t t e r  dated March 8, 1966, signed by A.H. Enmott, then Reeve, 
we were assured th - t  we would be kept well advised o f  the progress  
o f  the Apartment Study and that th i s  study would protect the homeowner 
and 'enable him to look to the future with a g rea ter  degree of 
c e r ta in ty * .  I t  was a l s o  s tated  m  that l e t t e r  th a t ,  before making 
a f i n a l  dec is ion , there would be a number of public meetings to  explain 
proposals and obtain comment on them. Tc our knowledge there has 
been no such meeting and yet the developers are proceeding with th e ir  
o f f e r s .  We found, a f te r  personal in v es t iga t io n ,  th at  there i s  a

to be held on cune 22nd, 1971. We w i l l  attend that meeting 
and voice our opinion o f  the proposal.  However, in  the meantime, we 
would l ik e  our views and p ro te sts  recorded as  follows:

This block i s  located between Roeser Elementary School and Confederation 
Park and the Library as well as Burnaby Height.-; Junior Secondary School. 
T here .is  a considerable amount o f  t r a f f i c  in the area now because of 
these f a c i l i t i e s .  We f e e l  that, with the added population and the 
increase  in the num' er o f  vehicles  that would n ecessar i ly  follow, the 
t r a f f i c  s i tu a t io n  wou?d become not only undesireable but probably 
unbearable.

We have l ived  on th is  block for 29 years and during that time have 
developed our property to what we consider a valuable, a t t ra c t iv e  
r e s id e n t ia l  d i s t r i c t  home. Durin’  that time we have paid in fu l l  
through our taxes for  u t i l i t i e s  such as sewer, water, sidewalks and 
lanes.  I t  would appear more reasonable to us to have the developers 
faced wit*- the added cost of u t i l i t i e s ,  not t^e homeowner who i s  forced 
to  re -e s tab lish  himself and mo through the high cost in new areas 
of paving for sewers, l igh t in g ,  pavir.a, /-tc. There ru st  ce rta in ly  be 
good land that, could be developed for apartment use , therefore  creating 
additional ,1o* s rather than d isp lacing  homeowners that are comfortable 
and have taken great pride in the development of a r e s id e n t ia l  area.
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V/hy must one o f  the b e t t e r  kept b lo c k s  o f  hones and gard en s  
go under the hammer ?

One need only  to  r e c a l l  the g low ing acco u n ts  we have had of 
how the 3800 and 3900 b lo c k s  on the South s id e  o f  H a s t in g s  S t r e e t  
were go in g  to be d ev e lo p e d .  V/hat h as  been done Y

A ls o ,  t a k e  a  look  a t  the South s id e  o f  A lb e r t  S t r e e t  a t  Boundary 
Hoad, a n o th e r  sh am bles.  How many b u s i n e s s e s  on H a s t in g s  S t r e e t  and 
R e s id e n t s  on A lb e r t  S t r e e t , a n d  Boundary Road have been d i s p la c e d  ?
Not. to  Tiont.i on the eye so re  annrooch to  Burnaby and to  the a d jo in in g  
R e s id e n t s .  How lo n g  i s  t h i s  to  go on Y I s  t h i s  what we have to  look 
fo rw ard  t o ,  p lu s  d e v a lu a t io n  o f  our p r o p e r t i e s ,  t r a f f i c  co n ge st io n  etc  ? 
V/hy cannot th e se  d e o re s se d  a r e a s  and o th e r s  l i k e  them, be r e b u i l t  
b e fo re  making a slum s o f  the whole d i s t r i c t  ? Are w ell  kept homes and 
g a rd e n s  no lo n g e r  an a s s e t  to  a Community ? V/hy should  the hard 
working e s t a b l i s h e d  ta x p a y e r  be d i s p l a c e d  f o r  the  T ra n s ie n t  ?

There a re  s t i l l  a few oeo o le  who p r e fe r  home ( t h e i r  c a s t l e j  
w ith  a  l i t t l e  g reen  g r a s s  to monuments o f  co n c re te  and green  backs 
in  the po ck e ts  o f  the pro m oters .

Yours Tr u ly

6̂ a -
( i . l i s s )  B. A. Cooper



petitict: opposing - zoning for afartkent use

We the undersigned homeowners hereby oppose the rezoning 

o f the hk00 Pandora S t .  fo r  apartment u se .
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;

The Mayor & C ouncil, 
Burnaby, B .C .

-  2 - June 12, 1971.

^  resard in n  the zoning p ro p o sa ls , we were
‘ “ S I S  £ “  S i  « S . . .  *  » .  3700 -nd * . t

s s r p & ? i R  s s s rfs r Ps s i o i ^ x r « u  xo xa
v e a r s  ^  The area  on H astings i s  s t i l l  not completed and now, a t  the 
* 1 c v- a r  T,o.r iod they are  aoproaching the a rea  pioposeu i.ea.
' i l l i L d o n .  With whose approval was the o r ig in a l  plan changed. As 
ta x p a y e r s % e  h=ve never Veen advised  o f  any change in  p lan .

, i. f a r i i i t i p 5! — we a re  a lread y  in  an overcrowded

K S t t S & r S S a :  JW S S S ^ S S  f t .

both the p ed estr ian  and the m o to rist .

• f»vTc;tinc' pDart-ments on Albert £t« and alsoTK»r^ vacancy ci^ns on existing f,PaiThere ar.. vacan t, 0P,  o f d estroy in g  w ell kept homes

To £ S W
:a ± a r .  ralso come to our attention  ̂ block that were zonedv„.»n vacant houses on Albert .-t. in ..ne .

r , S r t" . » t s .  » *
broken windows and unkept y a ra s  and to  a ..te  
even s ta r te d  to  use the p rop erty .

. .  r e s id e n t ,  o f  the * * « .  o f ^ 4 0 0  block Pandora,

& £ ? £ ,.i£.;tss . b‘ :££-■«; £T£
s  * > «*•
promised to  us in  the R eev e 's  l e t t e r  o f 1966.

, . , . x.).,, p ,n+ t 1 at vie have not been b e tte r  informed
«  I 'T n ^ s s  1  ^ e l e z o n i n a .  Had w. been n o t if ie d  o f the propoa.lo 
in  t h is  a r e a , we would have ob jec ted  im m eoiately.

Yours very t r u ly ,

?  / / ? l t  1?
,fP Ap f l  s ^ c . t .

Mr. & Mrs. T.R. K e ra tin i
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51^1 Bumble Street Burnaby 1, B. C. 
April 22, 1971

M unicipal C lerk 
Burnaby, B. c .

Dear S i r i

K V S S  th e^prop ert, a t  5157 a i b l e  S tr e e t  fo r  oonverl

Since purchasing our property some 18 years aeo wo «t,h 
"e ! i ' T S hSVe ”^ nessed the steady encroachment of’blacktop and 

*UP°? pleasant residential area. To date? wUhtn
ioft?u?iopr ^ r ; ^ t ^

° ~ = r £  S S T i S i :  “ o , a r o i n| L S ? : P ° f  S t ° r S S  " lth  parklns h r

iB^»«^h^ P^°P0Sal to add still another blacktop parking area ad- 
ln  the lmmedlate°vlcinlty f o r ^ J e ^ f o n o w l n n S o S ^ 156̂ 7 OVm®rS

1.

2.

3 .

v oImIo1?® se7eral real estate firms, property 
o S  paring aret?" ^  adJoinlnS lot ^comes a
H® experienced that parking lots in-

brine wlth them excessive pollution In 
Th!vfo ^ S °f nflse* odors, smoke, and trash.They can occasionally become fire hazards.
d e s f ^ M 81?®33 h°!?rs’ Parlfing lots attract un- e types of youth whose activities are
nearby ^ T h e * ^  “ V  hazard t° property owners

P" k ln s  ‘ M o  lo -

S S



L . l  'T '- 'O  •
I  (  &

y
C '-t C ■

A .'/~ 3 “’

/ f  9 - ^  ̂

1 2 2 -  S
/ 2  X  -
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3 * l S t S i S « ? ? t lT l t l e S  whlch haTe requ ired  .fchg p o lic e  in terven tio n  on se v e ra l occasions#

M !„ i !? v a r l^b,ly  ugly  appearance o f o i l- s ta in e d  
r iu n ?tOP p ark l” g •■ 'tails d iscou rages the su r-
beau ti?v?n ^ P̂ '  ?  ° r erS from lmProvlng and B eau tify in g  th e ir  homes and gardens. I t  a l s o
c u r t a i l .  mos t  o f th . l r  ou tdofr ^

5- ^ ^ e °S S !° tnĥ est r X i l l £ l t L 1V $ l lm-
Hojral Oak and Suable area  to  a c c o L fd ^ te  a l l  the 
b u ls in e s se s  a t  presen t lo ca ted  here, (eg) ™

Safeway. 106 c ars

3 Hoyal Oak E n te rp r ise s . 30 c a rs

S tr e e t  parking. 50 c a rs

Two f i l l i n g  s t a t io n  a re a s . 12 c a rs

Hoyal Oak P laza . 20 cars

» . »  W k S 1J e f c o ^ PS k r a S US « l e ? . H r" 1SSl0n * °  « « “ •  »the owners o f the present p ark in * ^  27 arran Sement with

b e liev e  « J t h e r °  ^ ^ o t ^ f n h J r i - . T c ^  S t V t h J f  S S . g o r , .

Yours tr u ly .
9 l  / /

Jg
cc

^  £ ' C_-
N. H. and B. E. Glover
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aboveMp r o t e J t ? nderSlSned p roperty  owners* a re  in  accord  w ith the

/" 7 7(_ s 'c J

/ ( j C^L 3  Q i
"  S/7L4+- ■/<(> fO

07  36 &rrr? tr?
f / * n t  4'<Z 3 ■ *£ 6 & & 

f / . 3 d  d r * * i
r z S ' + t * * -

L S"<_- 
✓ /

/ 3 < r - V f  > 5

L i t e  c. X v _
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