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A Public Hearing was held in the Counc1l Chamber, Mhn1c1pa1 Hall, 4949

1979 OCTOBER 6. o

Canada

- Way, Burnaby, B.C. on Tuesday, 1979 October 16 at. 19-30 h .

& - . 2

v\PRESENTf' Mayor T. W Constable, In the Cha1r ]
-. _ Alderman. G.D. Ast . - \ ‘ ’
- Alderman D.P. Druﬁmond” R " i
.Alderman A.H. Emmott . y
, Alderman W.A. Lewarne .
Alderman D.M. Mercier™ e s
‘Alderman F.G. Randall h |
ABSENT: Alderman B.M. Gunn . - S
- ~ Alderman D.A. " Lawson. - ) '
STAFF: r. D.G. Stenson, Assistant Director - Current Planning

Mr. James Hudson, Municipal Clerk

‘Mr. C.A. Turpin, Munlclpal Clerk's A331stant .

‘f‘SECONDED BY ALDERMAN LEWARNE: o S IR TR

o

Royal Oak Avenueland 5289 Byrne Road

ST At
ps e}

The Corporation of the District of Burnaby has requested ‘rezoning to fac111tate
a land exchange as authorlzed by Council on 1979 April 09.

* There’were no submissions received in connectibn:with‘this Rezoning application.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN ‘AST: ﬂ T e

TTe

"THAT this portlon of the Publlc Hearing relatlng to Rezonlng Reference #26/79
be: now termlnated , . -

, : - e ~\‘CARRIED UNANTMOUSLY

N B .
" N " ’ L.

FROM SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT (R2) TO COMPREHENSIVE DEVELOPMENT
DISTRICT (CD)

", ...‘. -

Rezonlng Reference #27/79 ‘ . ST

Rem.. -Lot 294 Ex. Pl..48533, D.L.'s 6 and 56 Plan 41353 .
9005 Centaurus C1rcle:; 1ocated on, the southern hal of those lands surrounded
by -Centaurus Circle near the intersection of Centaurus Drive. .
v+ ‘The applicant requests rezonlng in order to, construct a high rise rental
' apartment containing l44:units and a small convenience commercial fac111ty

dn accordance with the adopted Community Plan.,:;

o
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Mr. Frederlck W. Roycroft #212 8750 Centaurus Clrcle then addressed the
members of Council and advised that he was representlng the Norman Bethune

T Co-op Association. - C ‘ S

gt

‘ "
, -

Mr. Roycroft f1rst wished to read a letter from Mr. Carlo ‘and Mrs. Paula
Jacobsen, 13013 Carina Place, residents .of the area in attendance at tonight's
Hearing, but did not w1sh to appear before Council as they felt their accent

may make it difficult £6t the members of Council to understand them.ﬂ The
text of the letter is as follows:~ Seees AL e T T R
dy Bt . 813
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"We strongly‘protest any rezoning from R2 to CD of the above property.
This would be out of character with the neighbourhood which is zoned
R2 and would pose-many- ~unwanted. problems for;us asghomeowner5y1n the

area., . , . L
. . PRI B o g

We already have a traffic problem in the neighbourhood, therefore
adding 144 apartments and commercial businesses will aggravate an
already bad problem by creating an even worse situation. ‘There-is also
‘a shortage of parking with the exlsting re31dences. .What will happen :
with 144 new apartments? : . T o

Any residential area that experlences an 1ncrease in. traffic -and an }
increase in transient populatlon experiences a marked decrease in N
property values. - v . ’

v )

If the developer would build townhouSe?'of“thé Same type as are already
_ withini:the R2 zone, we have no objection as this would be in keeping oo
the area within the existlng re31dent1al character.

o
[
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- We strongly oppo e any endments,

i

hanges or rezoning of |-

To repeat

IS

R request that Council revise this community plan, and bring it up to date |

FoE

the under51gned’re51dents of Slmon‘Fraser Area are opposed“

‘Our obJectlons to thls rezonlng appllcatlon 1nclude"

b

1. Parking already crowds the streets adjacent to the proposed site.
More cars“from awfacillty w1th even fewer parklng spaces than*those‘

2. Traffic on Centaurus Circle is already congested. Another 180 to X
200 cars plus commercial traffic from other areas will further aggravate@) @
a potentrally dangerous 'situation. 1 - o g oL e
3. .:» Stoney Creek Community School (Kindergarten to Grade Five) cannot
accommodate further children from the above development. Because
Lyndhurst and Cameron Schools are not full, young children-will be
. requésted to undertake a long dangerous walk. ’ (Grade Five children should
not walk to Cameron School for example.) ) ‘ : i ‘
. Any development which may eventually be allowed ,on the property should: -
‘pay the full park acquisition levy. The residents on such a development . -
'+ %¥ill benefit immediately from the park and the developer will use the 'ﬁ‘
park as an added selllng point. He should therefore be required to pay .
the full fee. . 7 :. : T P S
A <
5.  The addition of 3 levels of underground parking will attract more
petty criminals and vandals to the area. L. v

o J B . 'y

6. Whether or not Council is aware of it, our community: has developed | |
a character of its own. The residents are pleased with the aesthetics
- of the ‘area as it exists. We are definitely opposed to .any high rise
“>in our community. : " - R S R

, The ‘Simon Fraser area as it has evolved is mo longer compatible with the
. original ideas of the:community :plan. The parking, traffic and school
problems and the nature of the community are definitely. not:the same

as those envisioned by the original planners 9 years ago. Therefore we

in accordance with- the present realities and this area. We would also
- expect that such a revision be discussed thoroughly with residents  and that:: -
we have a say in any changes. '

J e - . . . . ) - - ‘
. 5 ] o s o T R AR .

N

< The petltlon contalned the 51gnatures°of 970 re81dents of the area..




1979 October. 16

= - N .

Mr. Roycroft, in his capacity as Pre51dent of the Norman Bethune Hou51ng

. Co-operative at 8750 and' 8752 Centaurus Circle, wished to ‘advise members

: "+ of Council that the Board of .the Norman Bethune Housing Co-op wishes to

) go on record as being totally opposed to any high rise development in their

area. The speaker also wished to expand on.the traffic problems that will

be ‘created in the area and the p0351b1e increase of vandalism which is likely
to occur. The citizens of the area currently have a vandalism problem and
feel that the proposed development would only increase this problem. Mr.

! . Roycroft also indicated that he had been to the Municipal Hall twice within

1 ' " the last several weeks in order to obtain some information regarding the
community plan for the area. He first went to the Parks- and_Recreatlon

Department and was referred by them to. the Planning Department who in turn -

referred Mr. Roycroft back to the Parks and Recreation Department. He has

‘ five years accordlng to a planner in the Parks and Recreation Department.-
k- The speaker, in his effort to obtain a copy of the community plan, was: -only -
o able to obtaln two maps and a booklet .from the Planning Department which did
not mention the community plan for the area. The people of the area have come
to value the greenery and the areas where their children have ‘a place to play,
‘is_not -either, an asphalt parkln 1ot to the rear or a: boulevard.in the

g, 1t mentlons the percentage of gross “site” and percentage’
Mr. Roycroft obJects very strongly to the. fact

ndlcatlng what~ was the pr1nc1ple 1nvolved 1n 1nc1ud1ng
the park dedication in thensite coverage percentages. ‘Council also wished
to know why this portion of land dedicated for park purposes by a previous
developer should .exempt the current unrelated developer from the Parks
Levy Charges7

In response to a question from Council, Mr. Roycroft advised that he envisioned
_ a suitable use for the subject property would be the creation of a park.
ld” _ The area is greatly in need of additional park area.
1 DL 4
: Dr. Colin I. Godwin, 3010 Aries Place, then addressed members of Council and
|y advised that he was the Chairman of the Owners Council of the Simon Fraser

ulds - Hills Phase IV Development. Dr. Godwin stated that the Owners -Council is in
- : complete support of the petition previously submitted by Mr. Roycroft. 1In

ol . . addition, Dr. Godwin submitted 35 letters to Council from the residents of
o the -Simon Fraser Hills Phase IV Development. The speaker provided a breakdown

of the contents of the letters as follows:

Jl , ) . . a) 15 of the letters mention the detrimental effect on the aesthetics
N ' > “that the proposed development would have. :

o % - ©e b) ' 24 of the letters mention the subject of population density and

N ) express general opposition to the proposed high rise development,

- specifying the lack of recreation facilities for the proposed

‘ ~ development and the detrimental effect the development would have
on the growing community spirit.

XY

w

S ") 4 of the letters specify the detrimental effect tramnsient rentals
‘ would have on the area.

W

d) 21 of the létters specify the detrimental effect that the proposed

, development .would have on children's safety and the effect the

-hati:: - ' : increased density would have on the school populatlon. The schools
‘ ;1n the _area are at present, overcrowded. .

e \

e) ”2 of ‘the letters mention the possibility of 1ncreased vandalism
in the area.

Wi 7 % o v : . ) Beoz p PR ) B PR
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only been ‘able to obtain a tentative map which has been shelved for approximately |
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. f)‘ 17 of the letters mentlon the parking problem as it now exists -

“and the very probable 1ncrease%of*thls*problem “if the proposed

- development were permitted.

I ‘ R » - < o

g) . 23 of the letters mention the traffic congestion and traffic noise
in the area which w111 -only be 1ncreased if thls development were
permitted. . » ‘ S -

BTN =
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The, 35 lctters submitted to the members of Counc11 by Dr. Godw1n were from
the, following area re51dents.

R A S
- N - L

Jennife;LArtz ‘ . " Mr.’ Danial A. Enarson .
2942 Argo Place ; - . Mrs. Joanné F. Enarson

C ’ B o :‘ 3052 Arles Place E ‘ )
Mr. G.P. Artz ; S, P . S
2942 Argo Place _ ( o o‘G' Mbrrlson ' '

* o 3053 Ar1es Place
Mr.,Gary J. Hetherlngton

. ~ Mr.'T.D. Wood,

Mrs. Christine M. Hawkins - " Melody Wood . ~ m@
#103 - 9151 Saturna Drive _ 3051 Aries Place o
Mr. & Mrs. T.P: Au - - " . Michelle Wood ~ /
3046 Aries Place ‘ v : . 3051 Aries Place :
Mr. & Mrs. R. Sundberg . | Sherry Wood ﬁ
3003 Aries Place . , 30515Aries Place
. e ‘ d
D. Currie - Vanessa Hill |
3041 Aries Place I o . Argo Placev_w ) '
. ; " . T ' s .h
Carolyn McKinnon . ) . Christine Parry . o
Aries Place : - . 9023 Lyra Place o
Mr. Tim Pera . o Lisa Carratt v . # ;%
3019 Aries Place, - 9020 Altair Place i

Mr. Ronald S. Smith - Mark and Carol'Jamison‘jl_ . K
Mrs. Bertha Smith : ~ "(Address unknown) o
3033 Aries Place 7 v : . L

. o o _ Mrs. Janet Armstrong - £
Catherine Birt . "~ . #101 - 9134 Capella Drive o
Aries Place . . Y . ‘

, ’ .. Mr. & Mrs. Seaubert ‘
3242 Ganymede Drive e

Dr. Godwin encouraged the members of Council to read for themoelves the L

letters referred. to above. - . e y

g oL

Dr. Godwin then read, to the members‘of,Council;,a letter he had preparedr ;
regarding this rezoning application. The letter was then presented to ) =
the members of Council, and the text of this1legterris'congained hereunder:




“

"Our major concerns are:

1.

1979 Qctobef116

)

Parking provisions for "Residential' at 1.25/unit is inadequate
Overflow from CD developments adjacent to the above site currently
clog the streets by parking on. both sides. We recommend a minimum
allotment of 2.0 spaces/unit. (Edgewood Place, about the samé size
as proposed above, has 1.5 spaces/unit and is full; the difference
‘from 1.25 is about 35 cars - 35 cars take up a lot of street
parking!) Visitor parking is.not provided for; an additional 0.2
spaces/unit is required (based on Edgewood Place).

‘We are ‘concerned that the "commercial' ‘development has a laundry
- facility. The present neighbourhood does not need a‘laundromat.
‘This -would appear to be -a profitable enterprise-for the Developer
-and use of the tenants only. "We suggest the Developer adopt the
‘more normal route of prov1d1ng laundry fac111t1es strictly for
‘tenants. N

LR - N -

10.

11.

“Recreation room size should be spec1f1ed and should be large enough

to accommodate a number of activities including active sports. A
playground area must be included to accommodate children. These

-might compensate for the lack of a pool which will increase 111ega1
- entry to those adjacent CD developments with pools.

Park 1mprovements should be spec1f1ed beyond “appropriate...walkways,
grassed areas, etc.

Stoney Creek Community School (Kindergarten to Grade Five) cannot

accommodate further children from the above development. Because

Lyndhurst and Cameron Schools are mnot full, young children will be
requested to undertake a long dangerous walk. (Grade Five chlldren
should not walk to Cameron School for example. )

Increasing the propOrtion of rental units beyond those 294 rental
units in Mountainwood plus those in surrounding- Strata Corporations

- . makes development pride in our community impossible. We recommend

that the units be privately owned to increase the pool of affordable
housing and sense of community.

i

While we apprecidte thlié compliment -as to the attractiveness of the
landscaped areas of surrounding CD housing, it should be noted that
these areas are for the private use of the Owners of the condominium
developments and sheculd, in no way, lessen the developers re-
sponsibility in providing similar 'green belt' areas within his own
plan. ' . '

A high rise adjacent to the park (within 50 feet) will tend to
create the impression that’the public park is for the private use of
the residents of the high rise. Furthermore, the aesthetics of the
park are severely damaged; one only has to recall the public outcry

-at -the proposed Four Season development at the entrance to Stanley
“Park." o

Lo Mrs. Margaret M. Chapman; 2871 Cotona Drive, then addressed members of Council

&+ «¥ and adv1sed that .she was appearing on behalf of the Owners Council of Simon
' " Fraser Hills Phase III Development.

the text of which is contained hereunder

R ‘J (g

48:.1 5

-

..i
Mrs. Chapman read from a prepared statement

t
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-of Councllgand advised that he was the Vice-Chairman of a" Strata Council-’

. 1979 October 16 =~ *= .. .

4 0 N

"I Speak on behalf of Simon Fraser Hills Phase I11, whlch is opposed to
rezoning within Centaurus Circle from R2 Jo CD. .-

Members of the Phase IIIL.Council have peroonally spoken to owners of

- 68 out of 74 units. Owners agree that parking is already congested
around Centaurus Circle. This new development seems to have inadequate |
allowancé for on-site parklng for residents and visitors, so street - ||
Uparklng will become even more congested. . . oo 4
With the extra vehicles, traffic movement w111 increase to the point of
_being a severe hazard. Many residents mention there have already beeﬁ ‘
near accidents because of poor v131billty around parked cars. i,“

, Owners feel that the advantage of having a ‘mnearby convenience store.is
" far outweighed by the disadvantages of extra traffic, extra parking, ,
extra litter, and extra temptation to the chlldren that the store would ‘
bring. .

»

» «
N ; - >

'Although our Strata Corporation is considered aflow density area,, we have |
been experiencing an increase in vandallsm. . Growth in populatlon can ‘
only:increase this roblem @ :

r

5. then addressed the membefs

representing the owners of Strata Plan N.W. 65. The following is the substan@l]c@
of Mr. Faulkner's address,; . . ‘
"On behalf of the members of Strata Plan N.W. 65, I am opposing thlS
rezoning application. The Simon Fraser Hills area,’.as evolved, has been
a very liveable community with an aesthetic character of its own. The
addltlon to this area of any structure that is in direct conflict with
the surrounding area, and does not meet with the aesthetics of the area,
is not in the best 1nterest of the area and its residents. We are in
upport of the earlier petition that was presented and would like to
emphasize that we do not need this type of structure adding more traffic
to an already crowded area. Nor -do we need the additional social pressures
brought to this quiet community. The community school is near or at ,
capacity and does:not need additional pressures brOught to bear on it. ’
‘The community plan is long overdue for review. It is now over 9 years
old and is no longer in step with the needs and values of the community.
It is time to reassess development for development sake and obtain it
planning input from the community." '
Mr. Faulkner then read from a 1etter in hls posse5510q from Mr. Ian L. Montelth
3247 - Ganymede Drive, the Chairman of the Slmon Fraser Village. The text of
the letter is as follows. o S

2

-

”

B . “ RN

"I, the undersigned, as Chairman of the Counc11 of Simon Fraser Vllla ‘
Strata Plan NW 58, support the Councils of Simon Fraser Hills in questlon.v‘,

I feel that this rezoning for a high rise tower will put strain on the -
- schools in this area, and also on the traffic situation, which is very
congested at the present time w1th the many townhouses and condominiums
developments. ~ . -
It is an error, in my opinion, to construct ‘a high rise tower in an area
that is already too densély populated. S T . . Cree T
The Burnaby Municipal Council should consider the 1mp11cat10ns of another f
“high -rise in the area of. Lougheed Mall and decide. agalnst the: rezonlng‘ni

appllcatlon. ;

. . [ ;
g W - , -
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" Mr. .Alan Knlght 9014 Lyra Place then addressed the members of Council
and advised that he was the Chalrman of the Strata Council 6f Simon

. Fraser Hills Phase I Development. The following is the substance of
Mr. Knlght s address. - \ ' ‘ ' :

0T - . .
H) N 2

'"To begin’ with, "I would like to thank the Planning Department counter
staff for their help and co-operation in preparing the submission.

By the third morming, when I.came, they told ‘me T was late for work
-and my desk- was_the one on the rlght., I am speaking on behalf of a
group of cltlzens who have a Port Moody .phone number, a New Westminster
Manpower Office, and a Coqultlam Post: Office. We are part of Burnaby.
. In our area, approxlmately 98. percent of the people we contacted did
. - sign the petltlon that- has been prev1ously presented to the Clerk. We
~did have one person in our area who_ thought it was a ‘good idea to comstruct
. T a h1gh rise. ThlS was a very personal thing as his mother was needing a.
’ 'place to retire 1n a few years and he thought this would be a good place
for her. 1In opp031t1on to this proposal I would like to speak directly
_to the report of the Director of Planning as presented to Council on
©.1979 August 22. On Page 139 of the report under Item 1 - 7 notes '‘this
-development is in accordance with the adopted communlty plan Gentlemen,

: : g <is supposed‘ o' be compatlble with
us. On Page 141, Item 4 - 3, it states 'the Neighbourhcod Parks Acquisition
“Levy will not apply to this development'. In the brochure 'Burnaby
Development Cost Charges', dated 1979 April, it. states "the required charge
will be applied'. Which is it, will ‘it be applied or not be applied?

_For the proposed 144 suites at $950.00 per suite, the fee is $136,800.00.
‘Granted we need development, not acquisition, but if I read this correctly,
this is an acquisition charge and not a development charge. -The developer
is required to do some work on the park as approved by the Parks and

' Recreation Department. There is no value stated in connection with this.
We believe that if there is to be work done, it should be to the value of
$1§6,800,00. _ In excusing Menkis Construction Limited from this charge, it
will set a precedent to excuse the developers of the area to the east,
where the zoning is correct, from this charge of another $130,000.00. If
these un1ts are allowed, we _urge that the one—quarter million dollars
involved be assessed accordlng to the rules, and be used.’ On Page 142 of
the report, we come to the parking allotment. In accordance with the rules

o "of the Corporation as indicated by the Planning Department, off-<street

. "park1ng and loading brochure, 1.25 spaces have been prov1ded in this
‘development.‘ In the surrounding low density cluster housing, the same
rules require 1. 50 spaces per unit. The streets are’already crowded and
the 180 stalls provided by the 1.25 spaces per unit are not enough: I

' also w1sh to point out that the design of the two storey underground
parklng garage is such that some tenants will have to walk two-thirds of
the length of a.:foétball field to the elevator. People being people, they
will park on the road on a sunny day and not drive into a sub-teranian
garagei This will add to an already unsafe and congested situation.
Gentlemenj high rise apartments do not aesthetically fit our low rise
cluster housing in the area and I urge you to defeat :this proposal and thén
sit down with the citizens and work out a proposal that meets our needs and
wants. " :

w

"

e L e % . " 4

MElodz'Wood 3051 Aries Place, then addressed the members of Council- and read
from a prepared brief, the text of which is contalned hereunder: -
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"Your Worship, Mayor Constable, Council members, thank you for thls
opportunlty to- express my v1ews.>n% -

My name is Melody Wood. I have been a resident'of‘Simon‘Fraser Hills
for four years and 1 intend to be a resident  for at least another four.
1 have a short presentation on two separate 1ssues. . ‘ -

Thelfirst”issue is our schools. o S
We must assume that the 2 and 3 bedroom sultes, as outllned dn the plans
will accommodate ch1ldren. . . \ e

N .8 - ow g T
Stoney Creek Community School cannot accommodate more students. The
other two schools are also clcse to overcrowdlng.” ‘No prov131ons are
planned to alleviate this serious situatlon. Personally, I do not
appreciate being forced to accept shlft{work in our schools, ‘while we
wait for new comstruction, nor would I welcome the prospect of hav1ng
to transport my ch11d out of my area for edugatlon. ;i

;N - I am totally opposed to theuhlgh den31ty proposed for our area.;‘Den31ty

oney CreekSehéolrhas. authrnoverxgreater than 20"
# 2 =
T

do not feel that you have serlously con31dered how we would be affected.

S - -

‘In my op1n1on, Burnaby Mun1c1pal Council should be more concerned w1th* Q@M@.
the lifestyle they are 1mp031ng on residents rather than revenue gained

. through the developers. L ﬁ’w LT

We ask you to ask yourselves, would _you be in favour of your communlty
. stablility being threatened’ '

. .- R |
. i . |
I T i

My second issue is the Block Parent Program, of which I am voluntar11y
the Stoney Creek Area Co-~ordinator. S e

~

Forrthose unfamiliar with the program -1 will explain.‘

. The Block Parent Program is sponsored by the Burnaby School Board and the
Burnaby R.C.M.P. It is de51gned pr1mar11y as a means of reducing the

incidence of child molestation. The structure of the program provides

.assistance to children in other emergencies. It was initiated in.1968

in Ontario. At leat two, and preferrably more, homes on each block are : §

designated as Block Parents. These homes dlsplay a sign in'a window fac1ng3;

.. the street. This sign means 'thls house is safe'. . | . c .

he s d‘\“

B it N P EX

o

In this program, along with . other crime preventlon programs, the R.C.M.P. ‘
rely almost totally on Community volunteers. The Block Parent Program ff
in the Stoney Creek-Cameron area is relatively new, however, it is already |’
obvious that individual home owners or townhouse type residents are becomlnk
Block Parents and high rise or apartment dwellers are not. We have had a -f
much better response to the Progran from the re51dents in the Stoney
Creek area as opposed to those of the Cameron area. i

@

e

This proposed high rise development will detract cons1derably ‘from the ‘
cohesiveness of this most needed program. o

3

There is presently no feas1ble ‘working program for apartment areas und o
high rise homes cannot offer easy access to chlldren in trouble.. - .
We ask you,.Your WOrshlp and Council members, when you review this * -
- proposal, . to serlously consider these effects we would be forced to'

-«contend with.' e




t

1

1979 October 16

-Carole Elliott, 2926 Argo Place then addressed the members of Council and

PRGN

'read from a prepared brlef the text of which is contained hereunder:

"What has the contractor built? There is no listing in the telephone
,directory nor with information.understhe name, 'Menkis Construction’

Who are the backers? Could | there be-a conflict of interest? Why was.
there such a rush to attempt to -send this to Public Meeting on September
25. I, for one, am very interested in the above. - .-

i )

‘I have been a re51dent of this area for 7 years. Previous to moving

to this area I resided in Vancouver's West End for 10 years and the
South.Burnaby Apartment Area for over 3 years and a,residential area of
Vancouver for 2 years. As the.upkeep-of a yard and house was very hatd
and time consuming for a single, worklng woman, I decided to buy a strata
unit. I chose this area as I did not wish to return to a concrete jungle
where one locks .their door and ‘speaks to no one. I wanted to become part
.of a growing community, where single people, older couples, the young
married and children resided togetherxln harmony ‘and where, 1 felt a sense
of belonglng.

"to assimilate anymore.

Our School is crowded. . With an increase in population of any kind it
is. going to be impossible to even gress at the enrollment each year.
_There was a questlon ‘this.year as to whether Grade Five could be
aeeommodated. How many times w111 parents have to go through this
traumatic experience? ;o
4, Our streets are overcrowded. ASSumlng this: proposal is passed, I
.presume the land designated as 'park' will have parking restrictions
adjacent to it. The parking and traffic situation will become in-
.tolerable. '
I conld"gann at great. length with regard to my feelings about this
high rise. I-will only comment that it is going to look like a smoke-
stack. The shadow factors frighten me. One small recreation room and one
tennis court is not enough for 144 units. My living room appears to be
about the same size as the recreation room. The Community Centre under
construction will be very full of organized programs. = There are only
limited tennis and squash courts being ' built. The Centre has an extremely
large population to service now. Have L worked - -long and hard on behalf of
my communlty and myself only to have - it turn into a concrete jungle?
I c1rculated the petition prese ted in Mountalnwood Rental Complex and
_found virtually unanimous: condempatlon of this proposal. Their main
concerns were: - ‘ . T

- g R »

é)J fear of trafflc congestlon and parklng Pproblems;

b) fear of school congestiony -

c¢) . fear of loss of natural green ‘area;

d) fear of the heavy traffic both for themselves and their

children who would have to cross the street between parked
o ,.cars to gain access to the park' P

\ e) .o  many expressed the v1ey}that they sympathlzed with the property
~owners but could move to a less crowded area without high rise
development when their s1x—month leases. °xp ired, whereas we
would ‘be left w1th the problem. .




'Mr. David B. Fairey, 407 North Hythe Avenue, then addressed members of Councll

.brought before the Public Hearing. Mr. Fairey stated that he feels that this

T o B 1979  October 16

The whole Community Plan is outdated and requires a'uery thorough review
"with a large amount of citizen input. ..I.feel strongly on. this point;

we cannot proceed on a 10—year old ‘plan.

Thank you for your "co-operation in readlng th1s very long submission. I
would be 1nterested in your comments."

. . ¥
W = " -
>

In response to a question from Council, Ms. Ell1ott adv1sed that she was not
inferring that the conflict of interest she had referred to was in any way
related to the members of Counc1l.~ : L

f . s, Al w[ﬂ

« “

r

and advised that he was highly critical of the way this matter has been

application, in terms of procedure, warrants a séparate Public Hearing.

. 5 v
¥ Yo~ 3

Mr. Wayne Wilson,'3009 Aries Place; then addressed members of Council and’
read from-a prepared brief, the text of which is contained hereunder:

SR IR IR

- and" the existlng
All of the Slmona? i

2. Type of Proposed Unit: We already have a 1arge portion of rental Q@
units in our area. Some of the self-owned townhouse units are
. now rented. There is already a parking problem developing due
- to the rental units, many renters in Mountainwood are street
parking to avoid’ parklng charges. The addition of a huge new rental
unit, w1th added commercial traffic, can onlycompound this problem.

3. Who will: this development benefit? TE certainly will not benefit thej .

residénts 6f Simon Fraser Hills. The main ones to benefit will be
the owners ‘of the high .rise. We in Simon Fraser Hills regard our
units, and the area, as our 'home'. We'simply don't want a large
and basically a commercial operation ruining what is one of .the

- few decent townhouse developments in" the Munlclpallty.

‘

%

As a homeowner I resent the intrusion ofba monstrous, selfish and
callous development plan into -an area I have grown extremely fond of.
As a homeowner I am tired of -being'treated as the second-class poor
cou31ns, of the regular home owner.

_ . f v

N L
: o s

Quite simply,; we don t want ‘the progect ‘regardless of zonlng (wvhich has
" changed whenever it has‘suited the Mun1c1pa11ty) We don't want increased
commercial traffic endangerlng our children, we don't want our streets -
congested, we don't want commercial operations bringing outside traffic
into our area‘all hours of the day and night. Simon Fraser Hills doesn't
want to become a mini west-end, ugly and poorly plannéd. We want a
quality community, we have it now, its a decent place to llve and we
don t want that to change.: .

o ' 4 ¥

s

Please con51der the w1shes of the many taxpayers “who call Slmon
'Fraser Hills 'home -

o AN »

.-Mr. Barry Dean, 3746 Cambrldge Street, then addressed members:of Council .

and advised that he was the Chairman of the North Buinaby Residents Assoc1at10nu

Mr. Dean indicated that he sympathized with the people in attendance tonlght
as the group he represents faced the same problem one month ago.

. . Q;‘f Lok Ry R e
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Suzanne White, 2983 Mira Place, then addressed members of Council and
advised that she was the President of the Stoney Creek Community School

Fo Advisory Council*but ‘she was not representing that group'.at this Public

»Hearing.' Ms: White then read from a prepared brief,’ the text of which
. is contained ‘hereunder: C . S

® W (ﬂ o . IR

"I'm concerned for what a high rise development w111 do to the aesthetics
of my neighbourhood now as well as in the future. We've worked very
o ~hard 'to create a true neighbourhood feeling with a«great deal of success.
o ‘Stoney -Creek’ School-was designated as a Community ‘School one year ago
"¢ ‘and is'now offering many programs that are heavily attended by residents.
< ', Many people are actively involved in the Community School and in their
‘Strata Corporation Councils. -All these people areiwilling to give their
time and effort because they're concerned about the.quality of life in
their neighbourhood. We have developed a true 'our neighbourhood feeling',
‘ ' somethlng”rare and not to be taken llghtly in thls day and age.-

= - ! B - > . - )ﬂuy

xS

For the  future; I fear the area w111 become a- slum. ;The population den51ty
is already hlgh.J City Planners have known for years that once a certain
ity o opulatlon is reached the number oerunlclpal)and Government

area‘“almost adjacent to the Lougheed: Mall and apartment complexes,'

is already -densely populated. 1Indeed, it is verging on over populated.

... The congestion which would ensue from stacking more people upon more
:boggles the mind. And the children. What will.become of them? Will

! they grow up. 'Inner City Kids', manifesting their frustratlons on society
by vandallzlng and/or dropplng out? L

It is incumbentfupon us to see to it that our children have the best

" "possible advantages. This includes living conditions. I do not want
my child, or my neighbours children to compete with traffic on their way
to an overcrowded (and thus harrassed) school environment. I do not

- want these same’children, when out.of school, to be angry and frustrated

because they have 'nowhere "to go and nothing to do', because no one has
had the for31ght to consider their needs. '
At the moment, the area in question is a‘havenvfor many youngsters.
Hood lives in those trees, and the Swiss Family Robinson has survived

Robin

many a summers evening there.

These will be kids who grow up with happy

memories ‘of friends sharing valuable experiences.
grow up.caring about others and their communlty.

These will be kids who
‘Surely the best possible

«." use for that land would -be to invest it in our most wvaluable resource,
~v, .vour children. Perhaps a ‘park, maybe a fitness circuit, but a People
. . ‘Place;

e e i
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for all to enjoy and benefit from, not another concrete abomination
for kids to-have to stay away from. E

| .1 ask that you remember your own childhoods and the joy of having a private
.+~ > , place to go, a tree to climb, or; having no place to go, and wishing you did.
o ‘Now think of our kids. Don't they deserve a place to go, a tree to climb?
.I think so." - | Lo 7 - '
o } S
Ms. Paullne ‘Mudrakoff, 3743 Albert Street, then addressed members of Council
and read-from a prepared brief, the text of which 'is contained hereunder.

Bt , . R . R - \ »
e . e B . “ .
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i"Last year in Surrey, there.were more;suicides than traffic fatalltles.

1979 October 16

"I am opposing this rezoning, as a month ago, I was askéd by a fellow
~ employee of mine, who was being transferred to this area, to help him’
#find a residence in Burnaby near the:University. ~From my .verbal.des=
i cription of this serene townhouse complex at Slmon Fraser Hills, this felJ
- was ready to purchase and settle down - when, lo, the community plan

struck again! Here is a lovely uniformly designed complex about to be

" ruined by an obstrusive 19 storey tower for tran31ents and. an 1nsign1f1can‘

I i

retall spread. ~ I .o R
It did not take me long to learn that the community plan, expounding
Comprehensive Development Zoning, had been kept a dark secret from
vunsuspecting purchasers of accommodatipntin\this~neighbourhood,:and that
- 1s one reason why I oppose this rezoning. Also, this complex could have
been a haven for. those escaping from hlgh den51t1es in other parts of
Burnaby.. . s s ) oot

Y

Ly "t TN

(Y
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I have prev1ously presented Council w1th facts from sociological studies -

I
on the adverse effects of high rise dwellings on the immediate neighbourhod -
_rand on' its own tenants, and now I will enlighten you with a brief quotatior

from the Vancouver Sun Medical,Critic, writing about Surrey on October,15.

2

Mr.

~Thé'apathetlé-amohg'us,sayiof thisqdevelopment_—'ohvwell it's progressf

To that I say — progress is not the dupllcatlng of the same monotonous
apartments towers all through: the Municipality - inviting congestion and

misery. Progress is when the communlty 1s$planned to g1ve its 1nhab1tants .

comfort and sanity.

£

It is imperative that this community plan be discussed with all persons
in the area so they can-share in choosing the best recipe for tbe
Peanut.

2

Douglas Calladine, 2944 Argo\Pleee, then addressed the members of Council

and

read from a prepared brief, the text of which is contained hereunder:
. o RS me Yo :

"I would like to oppose the rezoning in the area known as Simon Fraser o

"Hills to permit the erection of hlgh rise bulldlngs. “ ' co

s

The construction of the proposed 19 storey rental progect would be
detrimental to the area for a number of reasons.. First and foremost

‘is the problem of parking and traffic. The proposed 1% garage spaces per
unit falls drastically short of the needs of such a.building,' pushing

.excessive numbers of cars on to street parking. This“in turn creates major
- thoroughfare problems through a street, Centaurus Circle, of insufficient

width for two side parking and driving lanes. This again, in turn, ‘.

creates a hazardous condition for pedestrians, particularly young chlldren,:

“crossing such a cougested street. I should point out also, that a great
many residents in the vicinity use the area within and around Centaurus

Circle for the purposeof walking their dogs and for jogging. The erectlon

of a high rise will curtail such activities or, alternatlvely, force
them to continue in far less pleasant surroundings. = - - s

. S . E 4
[ . . P P T i RE .

There w111 be a cons1derab1e Jdncrease in the flow of trafflc along both
" Beaverbrook Drive  and Beaverbrook Crescent, an area used for school
crossing. The increased number of chlldren due to the high rise will

G o A
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t’ ~ignore the regular “school routes, and instead cut..across_Simon Fraser Hills

LY Ve

'f" With no swimmlng fac111t1es, illegal entry 1nto the Surroundlng area's

1979'0ctober 16
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‘= necessitate a”further school patrtol at Aquarius and Beaverbrook Crescent
“\'; adding both to cost and to hazard. ‘Further, some of the children will

Phase IV, adding td“noise, damage to property, and, probably of a far more -:

- serlous nature,Jincrea51ng the ‘danger to -this complex of publlc liability.

ry T Py @l . R SR N S TR IR ) P .

- pool: facilities+will be attempted w1th ‘its 'subsequent problems to these
'-areas. There can‘also be-hardly any-refuting the statement.that increased
vandalism will occur. Nor, I mlght add, could one imagine that such a
“rental 'unit- could not- produce much-noise and annoyance to nearby
- condominiumzunits. Certalnly if the:Montecito high rise, a similar unit,
is any criterion, such'was the“case, even-to 1ncreased expenses for’

pollclng, both publlc and prrvete.

vl

ERC

To those people owning”éonddminiums
the proposed h1gh rlse,iln addltlon
- conditions,” they will be fdaded with

.~ . P

[ . " . '

already-on Centaurus Circle near to

to the ensuing traffic and noise
a monolithic building curtailing at

iea

"-»least some of the sunshine of-which they would normally be in receipt of.
Couple this with an 1nvasion of their privacy due to possible prying eyes, .
“the-increased- n01se]1eve1 in the .area and the reductlon 1n env1ronmental'“

ion

en,|.

Yage LT ;‘;‘@’

% As & result of this notice there was a meeting.:héld between the parents and the (|

ﬁWho ican argue that ‘the ' bulldlng of hlgh rises -in
‘help to destroy that beauty.

P I y . . W . . N

I strongly suggest to Counc1l that economics and profit- should not

automatically take precedént over livability. If you agree with me that i
< many hundreds of. people surroundlng Centaurus Circle -are entitled to !
' preserve their enjoyment of where they live, you will ‘oppose the rezoning ]
as proposed "
- = soew, L : ‘
Mr. Peter C. Andrade, 9016 Lyra Place, then addressed the -members of Council !w
and advised that he has been a resident in the area for five years. Mr. 10
Aridrade advised that he was not representing-any group but-he would like to |
discuss the school situation-in the area. 'The principal of the Stoney Creek |
Communlty School notified all the parents of Grade Four students,in writing, i
‘that commencing with the school’ year 1979/1980, there would no longer be = |

aécommodation for’-Grade Five -students and these studénts would have to either j
|
|

go to Cameron Elementary School or Lyndhurst Elementary School. The reason
for this is that ‘the.Stoney Creek Elementary School is fdlled to capacity.

School Board, at the school, and it was determined that the Grade Five students |
could be accommodated 'for one additional year.. This- would mean that there d
woild be no Grade Five students attending Stoney Creek Community School during
the school year 1980/1981. These school problems are based on a present '
.housing development 4in the area: . Mr. Andrade stated that in his opinion, if 3
future developments. weré permitted, it is entirely possible that Grade Four il
and even Grade Three students could no longer be accommodated at Stoney Creek ;
Community School. This would mean students in :the age group of 7 years old :
would be forced to walk approximately three-quarters of a'mile to school. Mr. ‘
Andrade indicated he wished to know whether the school problems:-were discussed
‘with this specific area in mind and not. just the general school population in
Burnaby. Mr. Andrade did not care to know how the’ School Board generally

operates in Burnaby but just whether this spec1f1c problem was discussed with

the SchoolsBoard.~ /. " ER . N . ©
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His Worship, Mayor Constable requested that the Director of Plannlng obtaln
a report from the Burnaby School Board regarding the questions raised at
tonight's Hearing. This would include all details respecting Stoney Creek.
" Community School and the walk children would be required to make to either *
Lyndhurst Elementary School or Cameron Elementary School. The members of

823 1|
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.for the proposed high rise development as opposed to a garden type development.é
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Vi ' ) ) ' ‘ u
Council also requested that the report contain the estimated school populationi‘

” JE)'{ o~ "Y

Mr. Donald Todd 9018 Lyra Place, then . addressed the members ‘6f“Council afid

advised that he was in complete agreement with all the previous speakers.
Mr. Todd -advised that he felt this meeting was not sufficient as this is too-
big an issue to be dealt with in this meeting alone. Mr. Todd also felt 'the
facilities were insufficient. Mr. Todd invited the members. of Council to have
the meeting at the Community School where more citizens-of the area could
attend and Counc1l could recelve ‘a-more w1de—spread v1ewp01nt.

Mr. Robert A. Waldron, 29“6 Mira Place,,then addressed members of- Council

and advised that his son had been hit.by two automobiles very recently. The
traffic in the area is already a real problem.. . . . . '

3 N e
. .
7 E i R

Mr. Russell Van Tassell, 9030 Lyra flace;ktheﬁ addressed members of Council ’;;

-and advised that he had just recently moved into.the area. He wished to-

let Council know that he was strongly opposed to. this rezoning application *° ~
and feels that the idea of meeting in the Community School. is a very good one Ml
as 1t would glve the members of Counc11 .an opportunlty to v1ew the area.-

¢

8904 Centaurus Circle 2867 Neptune Crescent ' '~ 8936 Centaurus Circll

3

W reaafarg

3016 Arles Place ’ _— 3002 Vega Court g :“u: 8862 Centaurus Cire F
Harold & Connie Hillman  Mr. & Mrs. L.R. Lavender Bernice‘ D. Cuch.ergm(‘
2866 Neptune Crescent e ... ., _7.--._a° 3043 Aries Place
N ' P p s B - " ! “- - »‘ﬂ. ' ‘ “ﬁ }': Joa s b -0 ' ”
John K. Dargel . .+ ,Edith Thimsen . : .., . . Lynn Avender ‘
8832 Centaurus Circle.. ‘<f32984‘Corona,Drivew v, ...~ 3259 Ganymede:.Drive| -
[ . g ‘4 :
Tanya Dargel ' Miss Barbara Eriksson Wendi Aldcroft
. 8832 Centaurus Circle 3011 Vega Court 4, .~» .- - 9038 Altair Place
Marikka Dargel . . Mrs. D.-McGrathgtz‘g %?4;& - Liz Dill
- 8832 Centaurus Circle 3004 Vega Court, .» . ., ." . 3029 Centaurus Circl.
: Co- D " Tee g e y - t
Marie Byrne - - .+ M., Jiwa R ‘g \,; : ., Heinrich Schimpl
8930 Centaurus Circle 2976 Corona Drlve i .. % - 8914 Ganymede Place
v - P o h - .t ‘ - Ty ' ¢
Miss Louise A.. Grimshaw . Ms. Kathryn Hornburg . » o Aligsen Carter . *
3013 Vega Court . 8932 Centaurus Circle .° : 72953 Argo Place
K. Sheidow . ‘Carol A. 0'Dell - . wy s \Frances Cassell
2982 Corona Drive 9012, Centaurus Ciréle ' . .“3046 Carina Place !
Renate & Ulrich Hess S Mrs.LV.)Suffron ZJ'Q‘HAT‘ " Mr. & Mrs.'R; Birdse. .
9016 Centaurus Circle 3015 Vega Court , -~ . - Q:T.,3015 Arles Plage ‘
Alfred & Norma Milther- ‘ Yvonne,Lidvall‘ VJ ,;(h‘ James & Margaret Swai
8908 Centaurus Circle ’ > 9012 Centaurus Circle - ?" 2935 Argo Place .
rmaréaret & Dennis Bell . Mr. & Mrs: J S Mllnez‘; 'vj G.. Eckenswiller
3018 Vega Court , 2898 Neptune Crescent - ;9038 Centaurus ClrcF'a.
Leila A. Hennings CVMrs. Jacqueline Ericksqnb ‘wrlE;c,iTowart"
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_MOVED BY ALDERMAN AST: . . o

The‘Public@Rearing recessed at:°21:12 h.

'SECONDED BY ALDERMAN. EMMOTT: - ﬂ o

‘tr
»

“THAT this portion of the Public Hearlng relatlng to Rezonlng Reference #27/79

" be now termlnated.

" CARRTED UNANIMOUSLY

’

The Public»Hearing reconvened at 21:25 h with ‘Aldermen Gunn and Lawson absent.

33 FROM SERVICE: FOMMERCIAL DISTRICT (C4) .AND RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT (RS) TO
. DRIVE-IN RESTAURANT DISTRICT (C7) i

N

Rezon1ng Reference #29/79

N L 4

Pcl. A Ref P1. 9949, :S.D. 7 Block: C D.L. 96 Plan 1349

ve |

w .

~dsej. .

Swaf

Lrcly) ..

ircl]’ .

; r Bulldlﬁgs and product is con31derab1y dlffer
to that of Kentucy Fried Chlcken. There will be 36 parking spaces in
conjunction with the restaurant. .

In response to questions from Council, Mr. McManuis advised that the
restaurant will cater to approximately 200 people per day with the busiest
day usually béing Sunday. .The hours of operation of the. restaurant will be
from 11:00 h to 22:00 h. " » .

Mr. Stan Huige, 6558 Balmoral Street, thén addressed members. of Council
and advised that he was appearing on behalf of the adjoining owners and
residents. Mr. Huige then read from a brief, the text of which is contained
‘hereunder: el : '

<«

"We wish to go on récord-as opposing the rezoning of this residential
. property to C7 and the establlshment of a. chicken drlve—ln restaurant
- on the subject site.
, , o .
2N In the-event that "Council does approve the rezoning of the subject site
to C7, we feel that the minimum requlrements for separatlng our homes from
this establlshment sh0u1d be: ‘

Y

. a) a. 6 metre width lane the full 1quth of the subject site.

b) -also an additional 6 metre wide buffer zone the full length of the site

c) a 6 foot fence separating. this buffer zone and lane from the subject
site in order that all traffic shall be prevented to enter our re-—
sidential area via the lane.

The above mentioned conditions are in accordance with the observation of

the Planning Department and we would like to-: refer to Rezoning Reference

#33/75, Section 3, Paragraph 3, I quote — »

'In order to minimize any negative interface effects between the
proposed office facility-and the residential enclave to the immediate
north of this site it is necessary that the existing lane located at
the rear of the property which ends near the east property line be
extended across the northern portion-of the property. The applicant
will thus be responsible for the design and the construction-of the
' required lame.' .. < : In the same Rezoning Reference-#33/75..

- oy
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I.would also draw your attention to 5.0 Recommendatiop: b) I quote -

“The dedication of 20 feet along the rear portion of the subject site

‘for appropridte lane development'. =~ .. . I S ’

You will agree with us that if a lane was a req&irement for an office..
building, it is certainly most desirable under the present plans.. -~

-
t

Furthermore, we have located on our properties the main sanitary sewer ‘and
- the main storm sewer. These services as well as Hydro. right=of-way and
garbage collection require access via the lane. . ‘

. ¥
S e NTT T B
v ML . » S

Regarding the proposed turn-around. As you have seen from Rezoning . &
- Reference #33/75, the Planning Department's recommendations /were for a |
. lane. At the Public Hearing this was discissed at great length and the
recommendation of Council was to have the’lane with a turn-around at the
end of the lane i.e. the North West corner. This has somehow, now 4 years
later; conveniently become the North East corner. In this case, instead -
of a proper lane there would be a small hammerhead at the end of the
existing lane - contrary to Council's decision of September 17, 1975.

LR T v

G

would likest¢
Hf 3 June:28;;

!

The Planning’ Department’ feels that the trailer sales®operation
' 7 7 should be designed such that traffic. is restricted from the .

lane and it recommends that Council establish this as a condits

L : of a suitable plan of development. The Manager concurs'. -’ '&

- S . L . Y
i . = . @ . .

-~ @
g o ) s A

«Frank Dunn was required to have a lane and a’6 metre buffer for Cé4 rezoning

yet no such requirements have been demanded for this subject site which has

a far greater nuisance factor. It should be noted here also that once the|
~rezoning was passed there was no adherence to the conditions set. Trailers-

use ‘the lane on a.regular basis and often flat deck trucks loaded with
trailers park there overnight. -We know from experience that the same
would happen if this chicken drive-in restaurant were established. .

‘Once more I refer you to Rezoning Reference #33/75, Page 2, 3.0, Paragraph
3, where the Planning Department's ‘observation is that - .« '"The
subject facility should be designed to reflect a low profile facility
compatible with the abutting residential neighbourhood' - : !
Since when do we consider a chicken drive-in Compatible with single’ family
homes. . . ; : T " : :

AN e ‘ : v
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The increased traffic and all its undersirable side effects such as loud
music, screeching tires, loitering, shouting, etc., do nothing to enhance

vy

the peace and quiet of our neighbourhood.. We already put up with enough off

this from.the neighbouring A&W Drive-In. - < N o

: »
S P
.

The smells emanating from this kind of establishment can be positively ;
sickening. According to available information, the exhaust fan for this
C7 site could be within 20 feet of our property line. It would virtuaIly
‘make our homes uninhabitable. 'We would not be able to use sundecks or open
bedroom windows. C, ‘ . S . b .

It should not be necessary to expoﬁndioqkthe‘li;ter problems that are
attached to drive-in restaurants. e e R

o ; © -
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A1l these factors have a disastrousﬁeffectﬂoﬁ‘the value of our homes and
lower the standard of our neighbourhood: = Co
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There is. also a safety factor involved in thlS. The lane which extends
from this property ‘runs adjacent to St. Francis de Sales Church and the
.adjoining elementary school. The only legal exit here passes next ‘to the.
school building. Due to the awkward corner at the end of the lane the traff
w1ll cut across. school and church property, causing a serious safety hazard.

R The school is also utilized by’ pre-schoolers, senior citizens entre nous

., ¢club, scouts, cubs, brownies and girl guldes. This is a point ‘of utmost
‘importance.

i - . - . . . -

= - . P

In conclusion, we are strongly opposed to having a chicken: drive-in
restaurant b‘1lt at 6569 Klngsway. It'is quite unnecessary to locate 2
similar establlshments adjacent to single .family homes. We are already
adequately serv1ced by 16 various food.outlets between Waltham and Edmonds.
Kentucky, Alberts and Brownies chlcken outlets are nearby. .

already so Tuchvacant or boarded up commercial

‘Cdnsidering there is ' ,
it seems better for the community to upgrade or

property on Kingsway
.redevelop this. .

I

In view of the 1arge number of re31dents opp031ng rezoning- to C7 of th1s
’partdcular’51te we would stress the accountab111ty of. our elected

Reverend John Swinkels,‘Pastor of St. Francis de Sales Church, located at

In response to question from Couﬁcil 'Mr. Huige\advised that many of the names
on the petition were involved in a variety of act1v1t1es at St. Franéis de Sales .
Church and not residents in the immediate area. . _

6610 Balmoral Street, then addressed the members of Council and read from a
prepared brief, the text of wh1ch is contalned hereunder.

"As Pastor of St. Francis de Sales Parish, which pald $6,834.00
in-takxes to Burnaby, and reprecentlng many Burnaby residents, 1

must voice our concerns about the rezoning of 6569 Kingsway from
C4 and R5 to C7. ‘

There are sufficient C7 zoned properties in the area, and adding
another one would increase trafflc and more vandallsm than we
already have.

‘It is very difficult for us to control traffic that cuts through
our private parking lots, endangerlng the chlldren who -attend our ~
school. ) T

P R ; R Y : * L

a <

Although it is. stipulated that access to the property in question
- is to be from Kingsway, there is nothing to prevent, after zoning
change, to install a dr1veway from the lane. o -t
b Vv/ " . “ " .
As it is, many of those who use the ex1st1ng drlve ~-in restaurants, park
1n our 1ots for privacy and then leave the garbage behlnd

e
v N

.Because of all this;‘We oppose the rezoning'tO'C7."\* " ’ B

© . . . [

“Mr. G. McAtee, 7350 Sallsbury ‘Street, then‘addressed”ﬁeubers of Council and

‘he has a child attendlng the St. Francis de Sales School and is very ‘concerned

advised that though he_lived a-= con51derab1e ‘distance from the subJect property,

with her safety respecting traffic in the area. Mr. McAtee felt that this was f
a considerable change in zoning as the rear portion of the subject’ property . %
.ls currently zoned res1dent1al Mr. McAtee was also concerned that there would”*‘

L.
|-\ .
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be lane access to the restaurant. Mr. McAtee then adv1sed Council. that
he was completely opposed to this rezonlng appllcatlon. o _
Mr. Bob McDougall the Director of Operations for Church's Chicken of

Western Canada, then addressed members of Council in order' to clarify

‘the p031tion respecting lane access. Mr. McDougall advised that his
company does not de51re"e1ther now or in the- future, access to the rear
‘lane. They would prefer that all traffic¢ enter ‘and ‘exit. through the Kingsway -
access and this includes any vehicles required to pick up garbage.

.o

Mrs. Mary Hulge 6558 Balmoral Street, then addressed members of Council
and advised that she was very much opposed to thlS rezoning application. L
Her family has taken a great deal -of pride in the1r home as have the be D
surrounding neighbours, and the constructlon of a'drive-in restaurant would
, have a very great detrimental effect on' the area.. The-noise and the screechlng
- of tires that currently erupts from the A&W Drive-In that will be adjacent to

~

this proposed Chlcken Drlve—In is already 1nt01erable. i _’ - Ce et

~ . hy o

MOVED BY ALDERMAN AST: ol L
SECONDED BY ALDERMAN EMMOTT:

[FS

«. - His Worshlp, Mayor Constable

5. DEFI‘I:I?ITION 015: "HOME OCCUPATION" o . T e
"' 6.  DEFINITION OF "STOREY" o b?\(“&“:“’fff,:‘* ‘ ' f
7.  APPLICATION:OF BY-LAW REGULATIONS REGARDLESS OF FORM OF OWNERSHIP r
: OR TENURE . =~ = - P R : “
8.  DEVELOPMENT UNDER THE sTﬁATA‘TITLEs‘ACT EW) ’fa“*' R ‘f
9.  MAXIMUM PERMITIED GROSS FLOOR AREAS. FOR TWO-FAMILY DNELLINGS IN Ré
AND RS DISTRICTS (NEW) T T |
10.  MAXIMUM PERMITTED BUILDING HEIGHTS IN RESIDENTIAL DISTRICTS o A}‘
'  Mrs. Gerd Evans, 6541 - 12th Avenue, then addressedﬁthe members of]Council:' §

and advised that she was very concerned abcut one sectlon concerning the
definition of a "CELLAR". ‘
the Burnaby Council to. consider whether bedrooms, should be allowed in the f'T‘ﬂ
basements- of Burnaby- residents.

Mrs. Evans felt that it ‘was not the business of *

Mrs. Evans felt that a young family with T

three or four children should be allowed to build a bedroom in the basement

for one or two of those children. Mrs. Evans felt that the proposed definition
change in the By-law would .prevent people from d01ng this. The speaker also .
advised Council that she currently had a,legal conforming in~law suite in the
basement of her home. Mrs. Evans did not want to be classified as non-conformin
if that is what tbls definition change will do respectlng “her 1n—1aw suite.

J

5
\ B <

His Worshlp, Mayor Constable, adv1sed Mrs. Evans that if the use of the in-law

suite was continued by another in-law, it would be permltted.

It could not, L

however, be used by anyone other than an in-law.

N &
i

[
Py W
¢

retired}from ;he,Council Chamber at 22:20h.
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~ Mr.: Dav1d‘Fa1rey, 407+North Hythe AvenueT 'then’ addressed’ ‘the members of
< -  Council and adv1sed that-he was representing\the Burnaby Citizens Association
‘at: tonight's' Hearing.~ Mr. Fairey advised Council that he was-critical of
the way these amendments had been brought- ‘before tonight' § Public Hearing.
"‘He stated it was a very complex subJect and should not have been dealt with
at the same time as the other matters as listed on the agenda. *Mr. Fairey
also stated that hé-felt the'manner in 'which-this:was advertised was un-
informative ‘to ‘the residents of this Municipality. ' Mr. Fairey stated that
N there is a complete Yack of clarity regarding which dwellings will be affected
respect1ng the: changes in definition for "STOREY, CELLAR and HOME OCCUPATION".
“Mr. ‘Fairey! stated“that these amendments are not based on any indepth analysis:
of the hou51ng‘s1tuat10n or any- comprehen51ve long range policy or plan. des1gned
‘to increase the- supply of hous1ng. Mr: Fairey stated that on several counts
these’ proposed amendments can not be" supported by the organization he represents
in accordance.with the policies 'of’ the B.C./A. ' Mr. Fairey stated that the
proposed definition ‘for "CELLAR" will effect not only R4 and R5 residential
zoned areaS‘ln Burnaby, but also. all: other residential areas.

i m

..* " ’Ms.-Céleste’ Redman, 4136 Eton Street then addressed the members of Council

- and advised that she‘too ‘'was heré on behalf of the Burnaby’ Cltlzens Association.
‘The following.is:--the substance ofWMs Redman s address‘

d ey P
.ould h ave unforseen

”sultes, reglstered ‘suites and’ prlvate homes, and 1ower floor suites

‘and duplexes.

2. We have not been able to locate any study which will give Council
knowledge of the impact on density and the avallablllty cf ground
oriented famlly rental accommodatlon.'f

N oo 4 < " PR T

3. Last but not. least no input from the citizens of Burnaby has been
obtained regarding the standards, density, etc., that they wished to
see in Burnaby.

Therefore, the Burnaby Citizens Assoéiation‘proposeSWthat Council disregard

.. 'all of the'proposed-zoning by-law .changes, complete a comprehensive survey
to determine the full extent of in-law, unreglstered and illegal suites
as they now exist 'in the low density re31dent1al»zones. This information
should then be referred to ‘the Housing Committee which could be expanded
to include citizen advisors, to study and make recommendations for
discussion. - Input should be obtained from the public through a series of
Public Information Meetlngs in order. for the Committee to bring back re- .
commendatlons to change the zoning by-law of Burnaby.

Mayor Constable returned to the Counc1l Chamber and took his place in the Chair

.at 22 30 h. - J,L S LT

‘

Ms Ilse C. Lels, 4831 Harken Street then addressed the members of Council

.- ‘and advised that she strongly obgects to two things regarding the Text
Amendments. The first objection was that the speaker did not feel that a
sufficient amount of time was given to the residents to consider this question.
These amendments should not require an interpretation by the Planning Department
but should be understandable by every resident of Burnaby. Secondly, Ms. Leis
objectsito the way such notices are brought to the attention of the home owners.
Ms. Leis felt that a home owner should not have to take a paper in order to be
informed of these types of changes. Ms. Leis felt that these. were very important
;améndménts and. there should be a public notice.as there is at election time,
posted on telephone,poles;or a notice should be delivered personally to each
home. Ms. Leis proposed that Council study all of the amendments once again
and put them in such 1anguage that they are understandable. Ms. Leis stated
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that:the by-laws in Burnaby are not up to date and -adjusted to the condltlons
that now exist in Canada. Ms. Lels advised Council that they should not
.accept the<rationale thataonly blood relat1ves should be givenecons1deratlon
. when dec1d1ng on den51ty. -

< - L N R +

-y

.
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Mr. Nigel Smlth—Gander, 4818 Harken Dr1ve, then addressed the members of
. Council and advised; though-it has become apparent that some clarification

that there was a,lot of merit in what the previous speakers had to say but
, he felt there was one consideration not mentioned, and that was revenue.
Mr. Smith-Gander felt that if people were constructing fourplexes in order

‘Mr. Smith-Gander advised that he.had witnessed two supposed duplexes constructes
- in his area,that were equlpped with coin laundries, four stoves, and electrlcal
-wiring to allow the installation of four kitchens. Mr. Smith-Gander contacted

13
!
/
!

fourplexes. Mr. Smith-Gander stated "I find: I can't feel a great deal of

that 1s dependant on violatlng the law or, by—law to prov1de an acceptable

‘dvised that he.shpborted the.ldea ofva;study belng conducted regard1ngnt_

is required, he supports the 1ntent of the amendments.v The. speaker indicated ;g
to obtain additional revenue, then they should be prevented from doing so. R

the Chief Building Inspector, Mr. M.J. Jones, and advised. that Mr. Jones has J‘
been very helpful in explaining the problem Counc11 has had with these illegal

1 y sympathy for owners of these properties as anybody who 1nvests in an enterprise}’

r

«

P g

these roposed amendments. M Goodman questloned as+<t 'whether he could e
: the Legal Department to 'find out

EEE L s

ol g uvs

oo -% "THAT this port1on of the Public Hear1ng relatlng to the proposedrlext Amendments
g o . _to the Zoning By-law for Residential Occupancy Standards be adjourned.” j

I ‘ ‘ P
, . o CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

N o . I3 .y Py
o ~ " i o

& ; "Alderman Lewarne retired from the Council Chamber at 23:10 h.

\

I .
il 5. FROM RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT (R5) TO COMPREHENSIVE DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT (CD)

II : o R 5 - T &

Rezonlng Reference #30/79 ' e

. Lots 3,4,6,7,8 and 9 of Block A of 47,.D.L. 151, Plan 1437; Lot 5 of

: - + Block A of 47 D.L.'s 151/153, Plan 1437 Lots- 10 and 11, Block A of 47,

e - ' ., D.L.'s 151/153 'Plan 1437; Lots 12 and 15 Block 47, D. L 151, Plan 1437;

I . : ‘Lots 13 and 14 of A, Block 47, D.L.'s 151/153 Plan 1437°<Lots 16 and 17,

- of A, Block 47, D.L. 151, Plan 1437: . **Aﬂ,g, -

- k) \ -

g ) - and 6503/07/25/41 Willingdon Avenue — located immediately east of Central Park
and bounded by Patterson Avenue on the west, Willingdon Avenue on the east and

o
oo

3 h1gh rise rental apartment buildings based upon RM5 Zonlng guldellnes.
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, . MOVED BY ALDERMAN MERCIER: : T o
- SECONDED BY ALDERMAN RANDALL: o e LT e
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; . _ "THAT this portion of the Public Hearlng related to R Rezonlng Refere wce #30/79
be now terminated." oo o i e Lk ST .

' E j L N B - Y e _‘ W x e i

’? . 5 - ~ . - o i T s ’“ e Woa Wi Ao oo

L o e e CARRIED ' UNANTMOUSLY

6446/76/92/6508/26/42/58 Patterson Avenue; 4126/42/56/58/76 Maywood Street; ° 1f

Maywood Street on the north. i . . A

The applicant requests rezoning to permit the phased construction ‘of two * - <f

There were no submissions received in connectlon w1th thlS rezoulng applicatlon.
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Alderman Lewarne returned to the Council Chamber and took his place at the
Council table at 23:11 h

The Public Hearing was terminated at 23:12 h. ' '

Confirmed: ' ©  Certified Correct:
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