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THE CORPORATION OF THE DISTRICT OF BURNABY

12 March, 1965.

REPORT NO. 21, 1965.
Hie Worship, the Reeve,

and Members of the Council.

Gentlemen:

Your Manager reports as follows:

1. Re: Sidewalk Crossings - 
1+279 Kingsway -
Complaint of Mr. and Mrs. Robert Kirkpatrick

The Kirkpatricks complained in a letter addressed to Council of the aggravation 
and annoyance being experienced by their tenants, Inter-City Motors, of 
1+279 Kingsway, due to lack of sidewalk crossings, and this lack is charged to 
the Engineering Department.

They claim that they were assured that the two concrete entrances onto 
Kingsway which-,iere there when Kingsway was widened, would be replaced. It is 
further claimed that requests to have the situation remedied have been met with 
"a stony silence", and that the building is only served by an entrance along 
the side of the building. This latter claim is correct.

The history of this piece of property shows that the building permit was taken 
out in 19!+6 by a Mr. Vessie who was the owner at that time. In 19̂ +9, Mr. Vessie 
sold to a Mr. C. C. Howell who, in turn, sold it to the Kirkpatricks in 195f+-

When the Provincial Government widened Kingsway and installed the curb, the curb 
was not dropped opposite the two sets of doors on the building, but the curb 
was dropped for a crossing beside the building. Incidentally, there is a home 
on the rear of the property. In 1951, a sidewalk was installed by Burnaby on 
Local Improvement from Barker to Chaffey. No crossings to the 6ets of doors 
were installed, but the side crossing is in place. The records give no reasons 
but since the building at that time was in use by Hand Carved Picture Framing 
Company Ltd., who may not have needed crossings, it is a reasonable assumption 
that the owner of the property did not make any arrangements for additional 
crossings at the time of the Local Improvement.

The lot i6 only 72' wide and 3 crossings in this distance would be superfluous 
and a waste of curb space.

An estimate has been made of $505*00 to remove the existing crossing and install 
two new crossings. From observation, it would seem reasonable to continue the 
existing crossing and only install one new one to the ea6t doors of the building 
a6 this appears to be the only set in U6e.
This work can be done at the owner's expense.

The charges of botching and blindness of the Engineering Department appear quite 
unfair. At the time the sidewalk was installed, the Kirkpatricks did not own 
this property known as Lot 2, Block 1, D.L. 151/3*
The Kirkpatricks also complained of the condition of the boulevard on Chaffey 
Avenue. From observation, the boulevard area is quite reasonable considering 
that.pressure of other needs of this Community have not permitted a policy of 
developing boulevards at this time.
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The Kirkpatricks complained in a letter addressed to Council of the aw-avation 
and annoyance being experienced by their tenants, Inter-City Motors, of 
4279 Kingsway, due to lack of sidewalk crossings, and this lack is charged to 
the Engineering Department. 

They claim that they were assured that the two concrete entrances onto 
Kingaway which ·,rere there when !Cingsway was widened, would be replaced, It is 
further claimed that requests to have the situation remedied have been met with 
"a stony silence", and that the building is only served by an entrance along 
the side of the building, This latter claim is correct. 

The history of this piece of property shows that the building permit was taken 
out in 1946 by a Mr, Vessie who was the owner at that time. In 1949, Mr. Vessie 
sold to a Mr, c. C. Howell who, in turn, sold it to the !Cirkpatricks in 19511. 

When the Provinc:l.al Govern'llent uidened Kingsway and installed the curb, the curb 
was not dropped opposite the two sets of doors on the building, but the curb 
was dropped for a crossing beside the building. Incidentally, there is a home 
on the rear of the property. In 1951, a sidewalk was installed by Burnaby on 
Local Improvement from Barker to Chaffey. No crossings to the sets of doors 
were installed, but the side crossing is in place, The records give no reasons 
but since the building at that time was in use by Hand Carved Picture Framing 
Company Ltd., vbo may not have needed crossings, it is a reasonable assumption 
that the owner of the property did not make any arrangements for additional 
crossings a·t the time of the Local Improvement. 

The lot is only 72' wide and 3 crossings in this distance would be SUPerfluous 
and a waste of curb space. 

An estimate has been made of $505.00 to remove the existing crossing and install 
two new crossings. From observation, it would seem reasonable to continue the 
existing crossing and only install one new one to the east doors of the building 
as this appears to be the only set in use. 

This work can be done at the owner's expense. 

The charges of botching and blindness of the Engineering Department appear quite 
unfair, At the time the sidewalk was installed, the Kirkpatricks did not own 
this property known as Lot 2, Bloclc l, D.L, 151/3. 

The Kirkpatricks also complained of the condition of the boulevard on ~'haffey 
Avenue. From observation, the boulevard area is quite reasonable considering 
that.pressure of other needs of this Community have not permitted a policy of 
developing boulevards at this time. 
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REPORT NO. 21, 19 6 5. 
MUNICIPAL MANAGER 
12 March, 19 6 5.

2. Re: Application by Mrs. G. Krave.c
for allowance of 196^ Home-Owner Grant 
for Mrs. F. D. Hurford, Ul75 Oxford Street.

Mrs. Kravac has addressed her application to Council.

The Municipal Treasurer was called upon for a report on the application, and he 
states as follows:

"Mrs. G. Xravac on behalf of her mother, Mrs. F. D. Hurford, is asking 
Council to consider allowing the Home-Owner Grant ($8 5.00) for the year 
I96U on property at Ul75 Oxford Street.

Pursuant to the Provincial Home-Owner Grant Act, this application should 
have been made by 31 December, 1S6U. Since it was not, the Corporation 
cannot recover from the Province.

In her letter, Mrs. Kravac indicates that her mother made tax payments through 
a Bank (Montreal, Hastings at Willingdon Branch) and that the bank in 
previous years sent in the Home-Owner Grant on her behalf but that in I96U 
this was somehow neglected.

The bank is not the municipality's agent in the handling of Home-Owner Grant 
applications, nor would this or any other bank undertake to do so. They 
accept money that is tendered and remit it to the municipality. Their 
responsibility ends there.

There are in effect adequate means to inform taxpayers of the regulations 
regarding the Home-Owner Grant. I am satisfied that these means were 
employed in this case.

Mrs. Kravac is asking consideration on the grounds that her mother is on 
Social Uelfare and certainly cannot afford to lose the grant.

The Corporation has settled accounts with the Province and cannot look 
there for the $8 5.00. I have questioned Mrs. Kravac. Her father was 
not a member of the armed forces of either war. There seems to be no way to 
assist Mrs. Hurford in this matter."

3* Re: Complaint of Mr. K. E. Bridges, 7665 Imperial Street.

Council has received a letter from Mr. Bridges stating in part that "I was 
required to install a storm sewer, at a cost of $1,200.00 when it wasn't 
necessary, and the Corporation of Burnaby should therefore, be responsible for 
the reimbursement of this cost to me".

Storm sewers are required on all subdivisions at the rear of the property where 
such property is sloping downhill onto other privately owned property, and, in 
addition, storm sewers are required bo be constructed on streets which are 
opened if an outlet is available. A storm sewer outlet was available on 
Grandview Highway which flanked the Bridges' property and therefore storm 
sewer service became a requirement of the subdivision.

The property to the west referred to by Mr. Bridges (Subdivision No. 287/63) did 
not have a connection available and therefore storm sewers were not a require
ment at the rear of the subdivision. There is a storm sewer on Imperial Street

Cont. on Page 3
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REPORT NO. 21, 1965. 
l;fflJICIPAL l'IANAGER 
12 March, 1965. 

2. Re: Application by Mrs. G. Krave.c 

3. 

for allowance of 1964 Home-Owner Grant 
foi· Mrs. F. D. Hurford, 4175 O~ord Street. 

Mrs. Kravac has addressed her e..pplica.tion to Council. 

The Hunicipal Treasurer was called upon i'or o. report on the application, and he 
states as follows: 

"Mrs. G. Kravac on behalf of her mother, Mrs, F. D, Hurford, is asking 
Council to consider allowing the Home-Ol-mer Grant ($85.00) for the year 
1964 on property at 4175 Oxford Street. 

Pursuant to the Provincial Home-0\mer Grant .Act, this application should 
have been made by 31 December, 1961~. Since it was not, the Corporation 
cannot recover from the Province. 

In her letter, Mrs. Kravac indicates that her mother made tax payments through 
a Bank (Montreal, Hastings at Willingdon Branch) and. tho.t the bank in 
previous years sent in the Ilome-0\mer Grant on her behalf but that in 1964 
this was somehow neglected. 

The ba~ is not the nrunicipality's agent in the handling of Home-Owner Grant 
applications, ncr would this or any o·~her bank undertake to do so. They 
accept money that is tendered and remit it to the municipality. Their 
responsibility ends there. 

There are in effect odc4uate means to inform taxpayers of the regulations 
regarding the Home-Owner Grant. I am satisfied that these means were 
employed in this case. 

Hrs. Kravac is asking consideration on the grounds that her mother is on 
Social \'.elfare and certainly cannot afford to lose the grant • 

The Corporation has settled o.ccounts with the Province 
there for the $85.00. I have questioned Mrs. Kravo.c. 
not a member of the armed forces of either war. There 
assist Mrs. Hurford in this matter." 

Re: Complaint of Mr. K. E. Bridges, 7665 Imperial Street. 

and cannot l'00k 
Her father was 

seems to be no way to 

Council has received a letter from Mr. Bridges stating in part that "I was 
required to install a storm sewer, o.t a cost of $1,200.00 when it wasn't 
necessary, and the Corporation of Burnaby should therefore, be responsible for 
the reimbursement of this cost to me". 

Storm sewers are required on all subdivisions at the rear of the property where 
such property is sloping downhill onto other privately owned property, and, in 
addition, storm sewers are required to be constructed on streets which are 
opened if an outlet is available. A storm sewer outlet was available on 
Grandview Highway which flanlced the Bridges' property and therefore storm 
sewer service became a requirement of the subdivision. 

The property to the west referred to by Mr. Bridges (Subdivision No, 287/63) did 
not have a connection available and therefore storm sewers were not a require
ment at the rear of the subdivision. There is a storm sewer on Imperial Street 
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P a g e  3 .
R E P O R T  N O .  2 1 ,  1965 
M U N I C I P A L  M A N A G E R  
1 2  M a r c h ,  1965.

( i t e m  N o .  3  - R e :  C o m p l a i n t  o f  M r .  K .  E .  B r i d g e s ,
7665 I m p e r i a l  S t r e e t  ......  c o n t . )

w h i c h  i s  t o o  h i g h  t o  a c c e p t  d r a i n a g e  f r o m  t h e  r e a r  o f  p r o p e r t i e s  i n  t h i s  
v i c i n i t y  o n  t h e  n o r t h  s i d e  o f  I m p e r i a l  S t r e e t .  H o w e v e r ,  i t  w a s  p o s s i b l e  t o  
c o n n e c t  o n e  h o u s e  i n  t h i s  s u b d i v i s i o n  t o  t h e  s t o r m  s e w e r  o n  I m p e r i a l  S t r e e t .  
I t  s o  h a p p e n s  t h a t  t h e  s t o r m  s e w e r  i n  f r o n t  o f  t h i s  h o u s e  i s  2  f e e t  d e e p e r  
t h a n  i t  i s  i n  f r o n t  o f  t h e  B r i d g e s '  h o u s e .

T h e  s t o r m  s e w e r  s e r v i c e  r e q u i r e m e n t  f o r  t h e  B r i d g e s '  p r o p e r t y  w a s  q u i t e  
p r o p e r .

I t  i s  r e c o m m e n d e d  t h a t  t h e  r e q u e s t  o f  M r .  B r i d g e s  b e  d e n i e d .

L. R e :  S u b d i v i s i o n  A p p l i c a t i o n  - G. N i c k e r s o n

M r .  G .  N i c k e r s o n  o w n s  t h e  N o r t h  y  o f  L o t  1, B l o c k s  1 / 36, D . L .  1 2 9 ,  G r o u p  1, 
P l a n  2 6 3 9 .

T h e  C o r p o r a t i o n  o w n s  L o t s  2 0  a n d  2 1 ,  S . D .  f&"'C", B l o c k s  1 / 36, D . L .  1 2 9 ,
G r o u p  1, P l a n  19**65» T h e  C o r p o r a t i o n  a l s o  o w n s  a  r e d u n d a n t  p o r t i o n  o f  
C u r t i s  S t r e e t  a b u t t i n g  L o t s  2 0  a n d  2 1  a n d  t h e  N i c k e r s o n  p r o p e r t y  ( c o l o u r e d  
r e d  o n  p l a n  a t t a c h e d ) ,  t o g e t h e r  w i t h  a  s m a l l  p o r t i o n  o f  t h e  S o u t h  W e s t  c o r n e r  
•of P a r c e l  " A " ,  B l o c k  2, L o t  2 0 5 ,  G r o u p  1, P l a n  lk671- ( h a t c h e d  b l a c k ) .

M r .  N i c k e r s o n  h a s  a p p l i e d  f o r  a  s u b d i v i s i o n ,  a n d  a n  e x a m i n a t i o n  o f  t h e  
s i t u a t i o n  i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  a  j o i n t  s u b d i v i s i o n  o f  t h e  N i c k e r s o n  a n d  t h e  
C o r p o r a t i o n  p r o p e r t y  i s  d e s i r a b l e .

I n  o r d e r  t h a t  a  s u b d i v i s i o n  o f  t h e  N i c k e r s o n  a n d  C o r p o r a t i o n  p r o p e r t i e s  c a n  
p r o c e e d ,  i t  i s  r e c o m m e n d e d  t h a t :

(a) T h e  r e d u n d a n t  p o r t i o n  o f  C u r t i s  S t r e e t  ( c o l o u r e d  r e d  o n  a t t a c h e d  p l a n )  
a n d  a  p o r t i o n  o f  l a n e  a l l o w a n c e  b e t w e e n  t h e  N i c k e r s o n  a n d  C o r p o r a t i o n  
p r o p e r t i e s  ( c o l o u r e d  y e l l o w )  b e  a b a n d o n e d .

( b) T h e  a b a n d o n e d  p o r t i o n s  o f  t h e  s t r e e t  a n d  t h e  l a n e  t o g e t h e r  w i t h  
L o t s  2 0  a n d  2 1  a n d  t h e  s m a l l  p o r t i o n  o f  t h e  S o u t h - w e s t  c o r n e r  o f  
P a r c e l  " A "  ( h a t c h e d  b l a c k )  b e  i n c l u d e d  i n  a  j o i n t  s u b d i v i s i o n  w i t h  
t h e  N i c k e r s o n  p r o p e r t y  w h e r e b y  M r .  N i c k e r s o n  a n d  t h e  C o r p o r a t i o n  w i l l  
e a c h  o b t a i n  t h r e e  l o t s .

(c) T h e  p o r t i o n  o f  t h e  N i c k e r s o n  p r o p e r t y  ( c o l o u r e d  b l u e )  w i l l  b e  a c q u i r e d  
a n d  d e d i c a t e d  f o r  t h e  w i d e n i n g  o f  H o l d o m  A v e n u e  w i t h o u t  c o s t  t o  t h e  
C o r p o r a t i o n .

(d) M r .  N i c k e r s o n  p a y  t h e  C o r p o r a t i o n  t h e  s u m  o f  $ 1 , 7 5 0 * 0 0  a s  h i s  c o n t r i 
b u t i o n  t o w a r d s  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  e s t i m a t e d  c o s t s :

R e l o c a t i n g  B . C . H y d r o  S e r v i c e  
R e l o c a t i n g  T e l e p h o n e  S e r v i c e  
S u r v e y  a n d  L e g a l  c o s t s

$  1 ,980.00 
1 , 300.00 

5 0 0 . 0 0

$  3 . 7 8 0 . 0 0

(e) T h e  R e e v e  a n d  C l e r k  b e  a u t h o r i z e d  t o  s i g n  t h e  n e c e s s a r y  d o c u m e n t s

P a g e  b . .

(Item No. 3 - Re: Complaint of ?Ir, IC. E. Bridges, 
7665 Imperial Street 
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cont,) 

which is too high to accept drainnse from the rear of properties in this 
vicinity on the north side of Illlperial Gtreet. However, it was possible to 
connect one house in this subdivision to the storm sewer on Imperial Street. 
It so happens that the storm sewer in front of this house is 2 feet deeper 
thru1 it is in front of the Bridges' house. 

The storm sewer service requirement for the Bridges' property was quite 
proper. 

It is recoDD11ended that the request of Mr. Bridces be deniecl .• 

4. Re: Subdivision Application - G. Nickerson 

Mr. G. Nickerson owns the North½ of Lot 1, Blocks 1/36, D.L, 129, Group 1, 
Plan 2639. 

The Corporation owns Lots 20 and 21, G.D. ~&·1c", Blocks 1/36, D.L. 129, 
Group 1, Plan 19465. The Corporation also 01,ns a redundant portion of 
Curtis Street abutting Lots 20 and. 21 and the Nickerson property ( coloured 
red on plan attached), together with a small portion of the South West corner 
-of Parcel "A", Block 2, Lot 205, Group 1, Plan 14671. (hatched black). 

Mr, Nickerson has applied for a subdivision, and an examination of the 
situation indicates that a joint subdivision of the Nickerson and the 
Corporation property is desirable, 

In order that a subdivision of the Nickerson and Corporo.tion properties can 
proceed, it is recommended that: 

(a) The redundant portion of Curtis ,3treet (coloured red on attached plan) 
and a portion of lane allowcmcc between the Niclterson and Corporation 
properties (coloured yellow) be abandoned. 

(b) The abandoned portions of the street and the lane together with 
Lots 20 and 21 and the small portion of the South-west corner of 
Parcel "A" (hatched black) be included in a joint subdivision with 
the Nickerson property whereby llr, Nickerson and the Corporation will 
each obtain three lots, 

(c) The portion of the Nickerson property (coloured blue) will be acquired 
and dedicated for the wide11ing of Holdom Avenue without cost to the 
Corporation. 

(d) Mr. Nickerson pay the Corporation the sum of $1,750,00 as his contri
bution towards the followinG estimated costs: 

Relocating B,C,Hydro Service 
Relocating Telephone Service 
Survey and Legal costs 

:I,; 1,98o.oo 
1,300.00 

500.00 
$ 3,JBo.oo 

(e) ·The Reeve and Clerk be authorized to sign the necessary documents, 

••••••• Page 4 •••• 
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REPORT NO. 21,1965. 
MUNICIPAL MANAGER 
12 March, 1965.

5. Re: Tenders for Supply of
Two - H.D. Tilt Cab Trucks 
CA* l6 cu. yd. Refuse Bodies

On authorization by Council, an advertised tender call was made for the supply 
of 2 - H.D. Tilt Cab Trucks complete with 16 cubic yard Refuse Bodies.
Six tenders were received and opened by the Purchasing Agent in the presence 
of Mr. J. J. lCaller, Mr. G. Mullis, Mr. R. J. Constable and representatives of 
the firms tendering.

Submitted herewith is a tabulation of the tenders received.

The Municipal Engineer has had the bids analyzed and gives the following report 
on the equipment offered:

"1,Title the leach packer units are the least expensive ones, their 
cycling time is the slowest of the three bodies bid on. In our garbage 
operations we have to collect garbage originating from residences, as well 
as from commercial and industrial establishments. This latter garbage 
collection requires fast cycling in order to be efficient. For the price 
difference of $329.00 per truck (on a 10 year useful life of the packer 
body this means $32.90 /year), we recommend the purchase of Heil Collecto- 
raatic II bodies. Garwood packers are equipped with the highest cycle but 
there are no other packers of this make in the area. The price is also 
the highest of the three.

The lowest bidder, Pacific G.M.C., offered T98603 trucks, but failed 
to meet the specifications in respect of transmission, which we required to 
be MTl+O Automatic Allison with Retarder. Instead Pacific G.M.C. offered an 
JfT30 transmission, which is built to accept an input torque of 75'/' of that 
which bTThO is built for. In our continuous stop and go operation this is 
of great significance. In conversation with Mr. Porterfield of G.M.C. we 
were assured that G.M.C. gives a two-year guarantee on the power trains, 
but we do not think that this is enough, 3ince the downtime, in case of 
failure, will cost the Corporation more than the difference between G.M.C. 
offer and the one from the next higher bids. In the same category is the 
bid from Colliers on a Chevrolet T8603 - the same truck a6 G.M.C. T980O3 
with negligible differences.

We recommend purchasing Mercury C800 trucks from the next low bidder, 
George Black Motors Ltd."

It is recoranended that the tender be awarded to George Black Motors for two 
Mercury C800 Trucks with Heil Collectomatic Mark II bodies at a price for the 
two of $31,907.̂ 0 inclusive of 5'/ Provincial Tax.

6. Re: Local Improvement Programme - 1965
Submitted herewith Is the Report required under Section 601 of the Municipal 
Act respecting three Local Improvement Works included on the 1965 list 
accepted by Council in Committee, Monday, 8 March, 1965.
This Report also contains the analysis prepared by the Treasurer giving full 
details of the proposed works.

These three items have been selected from the list for immediate initiation 
with the consent of Council as they are on streets which will be used in

Cont. Page 5*.

~1 

. . 
: ' I, 
~ ! ,, ,., 

.. j 

: l 

5. Re: Tenders for Supply of 
Two - H,D. Tilt Cab Trucks 
c/1: 16 cu. yd. Refuse Bodies 

Page 264 Csl 

Page 4. 
R.i::PORT NO. 21, 1965. 
l'IUHICIPAL MANAGER 
12 March, 1965 • 

On authorization by Council, an advertised tender call was made for the supply 
of 2 - H.D. Tilt Cab Trucks complete with 16 cubic yard Refuse Bodies. 

Six tenders were received and opened by the Purchasing Agent in the presence 
of Mr. J. J. Kaller, Mr. G. Mullis, Ur. R. J. Constable and representatives of 
the firms tendering, 

submitted herewith is a tabulation of the tenders received, 

The J,Junicipal Engineer has had the bids analyzed and gives the following report 
on the equipment offered: 

"lfuile the lea.ch packer l.mits are the least expensive ones, their 
cyclinz time is the slowest of' the three l•odies bid on. In our garbage 
operations we have to collect garbage originating from residences, as well 
as from commercial and industrir,l esto.blishments. This latter garbage 
collection requires fast cycling in order to be efficient. For the price 
difference of $329.00 per truck (on a 10 year useful life of the paclcer 
body this means $32.90 /year}, we reconnnend the purchase of Heil Collecto
matic II bodies. Garwood puclcers are equipped with the highest cycle but 
there are no other packers of this make in the area. The price is also 
the highest of the three. 

The lowest bidder, Pacific G.i-1.C., offered T986<>3 trucks, but failed 
to meet the specifications in re5pect of transmission, which we required to 
be Mr4o Automatic Allison with Re·tarder. Instead Pacific G.M.C. offered an 
Ml'30 transmission, which is built to accept an input torque of 75~; of that 
which Ml'4o is built for. In our continuous stop and. go operation this is 
of great significance. In conversation with Mr, Porterfield of G.M.C. we 
were assured that G.M.C, gives a two-year guarantee on the power trains, 
but we do not think that this is enough, 3ince the downtime, in case of 
faEure, will cost the Corporation more than the difference between G.M.C. 
offer and the one from the next higher bids. In the same category is the 
bid from Colliers on a Chevrolet T86o3 - the same truck as G.M.C. T980<>3 
with negligible differences. 

\le recollllllend purchasing Mercury C80o trucks from the next low bidder, 
George Black Motors Ltd." 

It is recolllllended that the tender be awarded to George Black notors for two 
Mercury c8oo Trucks with Heil Collectomatic Nark II bodies at a price for the 
two of :j,31, 907.4o inclusive of 5~~ P1·ovincial Tax. 

6. Re: Local Improvement Programme - 1965 

Submitted herewith is the Report required under Section 6ol of the t-h.micipal 
Act respecting three Local Improvement \lorks included on the 1965 list 
accepted by Council in Committee, Monday, 8 March, 1965. 

This Report also contains the analysis prepared by the Treasurer giving full 
details of the proposed works. 

These three items have been selected from the list for illlmediate initiation 
with the consent of Council as they ure on streets uhich will be used in 
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REPORT NO. 21, 1965. 
MUNICIPAL MANAGER 
12 March, 1965.

(item No. 6 - Re: Local Improvement Programme - 1965 ... cont.)

connection with new Curtis Street entrance to the Simon Fraser University and 
it is desirable from all aspects to have these streets improved in time for 
the opening of the University.

It is recommended that Council authorize the initiation of these three projects.

7> Re: Parks and Recreation Commission
___ Participation by Commission in Conferences

Item 7,'-15 of the Municipal Manager1 s Report { 'l b , 1965, refers.

Council approved the attendance of two Parks Commissioners at the National 
Recreation Association Conference in Seattle, March 28 - 31j 1965, at an 
estimated cost of $200.00.

The Parks and Recreation Commission haB now requested authority for one 
additional Commissioner to attend this Conference and the estimated further 
cost is $85.00.

8. Re; Lot 9, Blocks k  Sc 5. D.L. 160 V.’g of b-jr, Plan 15^39, (Jackson)
Council asked for advice as to why land was not taken from the above property 
at the time it was subdivided.

The Planner reports as follows:

"Reference the Clerk's memo dated March 5, 1965*
I have reviewed the files on the two subdivisions covered by plan 
numbers 1317^ and 15^39, and find no reference to the reasons for 
not requiring a lane dedication at the time plan no. 15^39 was 
approved in 1955.
Mr. D. Whelen, who was Approving Officer at that time, has also 
been contacted but he is unable to recall any reasons for such a 
decision.
The house on Lot 9 is so located that further subdivision is not 
possible without removal of the house. I can only guess therefore 
that the existence of a garage close to the north property line 
may have been sufficient reason at that time to forego dedication; 
or possibly it was felt that the lane system was complete without 
further dedication.
In this latter respect an early sketch plan of the area, prepared 
by an applicant prior to it6 subdivision, does show the extension 
of the lane from the end of Clinton parallel to Gilley in a north-south 
direction to Neville."

Respectfully submitted,
/, o

HV®: gr
II. \l. I'>alfo-*r— ’ 
MUNICIPAL MANAGER
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MUNICIPAL MANAGER 
12 March, 1965, 

(Item No, 6 - Re: Local Improvemen~ Pro.;ramme - 1965 , •• cont.) 

connection with new Curtis Street entrance to the Simon Fraser University and 
it is desirable from all aspects to have these streets improved in time for 
the opening of the University. 

It is recommended that Council authorize the initiation of these three projects. 

7, Re: Parks and Recreation Commission 
Participation by Commission in Conferences 

Item i;115 of the Municipal Manager's Report ,)14, 1965, refers, 

Council approved the attendance of t'1o Parks Commissioners at the National 
Recreation Association Conference in Seattle, March 28 - 31, 1965, at an 
estimated cost of $200.00. 

The Parks and Recreation Commission has now requested authority for one 
additional Commissioner to attend this Conference and the estimated further 
cost is $85.00. 

8, Re: Lot 9, Blocks 4 & 5, D.L. 160 v!; oi' 11½, Plan 15439, (Jackson) 

Council asked for advice as to why land was not taken from the above property 
at the time it was subdivided, 

The Planner reports as follows: 

"Reference the Clerk's memo dated March 5, 1965. 

I have reviewed the files on the two subdivisions covered by plan 
numbers 13174 and 15439, and find no reference to the reasons for 
not requiring a lane dedication at the time plan no. 15439 was 
approved in 1955, 

Mr. D, Whelen, who was Approving Officer at that time, has also 
been contacted but he is unable ·~o recall any reasons for such a 
decision. 

The house on Lot 9 is so located that i'urther subdivision is not 
possible without removal of the house. I can only guess therefore 
that the existence of a garage close to the north property line 
may have been sufficient reason at that time to forego dedication; 
or possibly it was felt that the lane system was complete without 
further dedication. 

In this latter respect an early sketch plan of the area, prepared 
by an applicant prior to its subdivision, does show the extension 
of the lane from the end of Clinton parallel to Gilley in a north-south 
direction to Neville," 

11\/B:gr 

Respectfully submitted, 

I /J ,J. . .s~o.:J o., . ._ 

11. li:naifl:.-sr-
MUNICIPAL liANAGER 
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REPORT NO. 21, 1965. 
MUNICIPAL MANAGER 
15 March, 1965.

9. Re: Welfare Institutions Licence Application 
Mrs. Doris Boyd, 1*255 PundaB Street.

The Chief Inspector of Welfare Institutions has advised that Mrs. Doris Boyd 
of 1*255 Dundas Street has made application for a Welfare Institutions Licence 
to give day-time care to children.

U255 Dundas Street (Lot 2k, Block 15, D.L. I87, Plan 1282) has sheen inspected 
in connection with this application.

The Committee reports that firs. Boyd has four children of her own aged seven, 
five, four and two years, and approves the issuan 3 of a Welfare Institutions 
Licence for one foster child and to give day-time care to one child.

10. Re: Local Improvement Temporary Financing

The following works of local improvement are underway and require temporary 
financing pending the issue and sale of deventures.

Construction By-law  No. Amount
5302 $ 5,775.
1*1*83 209,6^0.
1*500 1*9,225.
1*503 6 6 .050.
1*508 • 3 ,000. 
1*523 60, 700.
>+533 2l*, 265.
>+536 >+8,253.
>+5>+3 7, >+30.
1*550 >*, Oil*.
1*555 16 8 , 300.
1*558 1 ,600.
1*590 6,100.
1*591 6,600.
>+630 7,335.
>+631 9,165.
1*61*7 22, 800.
1*675 27,000.
1*676 3,850.
1+679 1*56, 380.
1*680 27, 000.
1+685 7,350.
1*686 6 , 285.
1*687 5,000.1. — ™  1 ■  ■$ 1,233,117.

Burnaby Local Improvement Fund, having been reimbursed from the issue and sale 
of debentures, is available for financing of these works from time to time as 
they proceed.

The fund balance at 15 March, 1965, iG $593,710.1*5.

It is recommended that a Local Improvement Financing By-law be passed to 
authorize the Local Improvement Fund to be used to temporarily finance the above 
works pending the issue and sale of debentures.
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9. Re: Welfare Institutions Licence Application 
lirs. Doris Boyd, 4255 Dundas Gtreet. 
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Page 1 - Supplementary 
rul'ORT NO. 21, 1965. 
MUNICIPAL liANAGIB 
15 March, 1965. 

The Chief Inspector of Welfare Institutions has advised that Mrs. Doris Boyd 
of 4255 Dundas Street has made application for a \/elfare Institutions Licence 
to give day-time care to children. 

4255 Dundas Street (Lot 24, Block 15, D.L. 187, Plan 1282) has,been inspected 
in connection with this application • 

The Committee reports that t;rs. Boyd has four children of her own aged seven, 
five, four and two years, and approves the issuan i of a Welfare Institutions 
Licence for one foster child and to give day-time care to one child. 

10. Re: Local Improvement Temporary Finnncing 

The following works of local improvement are underway and require temporary 
financing pending the issue and sale of deventures. 

Construction By-law No. 
4382 
4483 
4500 
4503 
4508 
4523 
4533 
4536 
4543 
4550 
4555 
4558 
4590 
4591 
4630 
4631 
4647 
4675 
4676 
4679 
468o 
4685 
4686 
4687 

Amount 
$ 5,775. 

209,640. 
49,225. 
66.050. 
3,000. 

6o,700. 
24,265. 
48,253. 
7,430. 
h,014. 

168,300. 
1,600. 
6,100. 
6,600. 
7,335. 
9,165. 

22,eoo. 
27,000. 
3,850. 

456,380. 
27,000. 
7,350. 
6,285. 
5,000. 

$1,233,117. 

Burnaby Local Improvement Fund, having been reimbursed from the issue and sale 
of debentures, is available for financing of these works from time to time as 
they proceed. 

The fund balance at 15 March, 1965, iG $593,710.45. 

It is recormnended that a Local Improvement Financing By-law be passed to 
authorize the Local Improvement Fund to be used to temporarily finance the above 
works pending the issue and sale or debentures. 
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Page 2 - Supplementary 
REPORT NO. 21, 1965- 
MUNICIPAL MANAGER 
15 March, 1965.

11. Re: Springer Sanitary Sewer Project " l h

Easements are required in connection with the above sewer project as follows:

(a) Owner - Leonard Robert Peterson and Stella Gladys Peterson,
50l*0 Venables Street, Burnaby 2, B. C.

Property - East 8' of Lot 17, Block "K", D.L. 127,Group 1. Plan 217$8,N.W.D. 
Location of Easement - 50k0 Venables,Burnaby 2, B. C.
Consideration - $1.00 and-a sewer connection plus restoration of the 

easement area. This is a flankage easement.

(b) Owner - William Lloyd Nelson and Ann Nelson, 5518 Georgia St.,Burnaby 2,B.C. 
Property - South 10' of Lot $, Block 6, D.L. 127,Plan 13$2,Group 1,N.W.D. 
Location of Easement - 5518 Georgia Street, Burnaby 2, B. C.
Consideration - $1.00 plus restoration of easement area.

It is recommended that authority be granted to acquire the above easements 
and that the Reeve and Clerk be authorized to execute the easement documents 
on behalf of the Corporation.

12. Re: Malvern-Imperial Sanitary Sewer Project #5

An easement is required in connection with the above sewer project as follows: 

Owner - Carl Oakland, P. 0. Box 1119, Prince George, B. C.
Property - South- 2' of Lot $, Blocks 1$ and 15, D.L. 91C, Group 1, Plan 1$109,

N.W.D.
Location of easement - 6633 Linden Avenue, Burnaby 1, B. C.
Consideration - $1.00 plus restoration of easement area.

It is recommended that authority be granted to acquire the above easement and 
that the Reeve and Clerk be authorized to execute the easement documents on 
behalf of the Corporation.

13- Re: Sperling-Halifax Sanitary Sewer Project yl6/l7

Easements are required in connection with the above sewer project as follows:

(a) Owner - Laurence Edward Gregory and Margaret Mary Gregory,
Box 212, Fort Langley, B. C.

Property - Portion of the North $76.78 feet of Lot 1, as shown outlined in 
red on plan filed in Land Registry Office numbered 275$9,
Block 10 of D.L. 13b, Group 1, Plan 3052, except Parcel "A" 
shown on Explanatory Plan with fee deposited No. 225$0-E,N.W.D. 

Location of Easement - North 8$' north of 2l8l Sperling Ave.,Burnaby 2,B.C. 
Consideration - $1.00 plus restoration of easement area.

(b) Owner - Harold Raymond Rink and Marion Victoria Rink,
66l6 Kitchener Street, Burnaby 2, B. C.

Property - Portion of Lot 77 E-jr, as shown outlined in red on plan filed in the 
Land Registry Office, numbered 277$5, D.L. 132, Group 1, Plan 1$93> 
except part shown as road on Expl. PI. 13310,N.W.D.

Location of Easement - 6616 Kitchener Street, Burnaby 2, B. C.
Consideration - $1.00 plus restoration of easement area.

Cont. Page 3
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REPORT NO. 21, 1965. 
MUNICIPAL HANJ\GER 
15 March, 1965. 

11, Re: .Springer Gar.itary Sewer Project ,;'1li 

Easements are required in connection with the above sewer project as follows: 

(a) 

(b) 

Owner - Leonard Robert Peterson and Gtella Gladys Peterson, 
504o Venables Street, Burnaby 2, B, C, 

Property - East 81 of Lot 17, Block "K", D,L, 127,Group 1, Plan 21748,N,W.D, 
Location of Easement - 5040 Ven~~les,Burnaby 2, B, C, 
Consideration - $1.00 and- a sewer connection plus restoration of the 

easement area. This is a flankage easement. 

Olmer - William Lloyd Nelson and Ann Nelson, 5518 Georgia st.,Burnaby 2,B.C, 
Property - South 101 of Lot 4, Block 6, D.L. 127,Plan 1342,Group l,N.W.D, 
Location of Easement - 5518 Georgia ;3treet, Burnaby 2, B, c. 
Consideration - $1,00 plus restoration of easement area. 

It is reconnnended that authority be granted to acquire the above easements 
and that the Reeve and Clerk be authorized to execute the easement documents 
on beha.li' of the Corporation. 

12, Re: ¥Jal.vern-Imperial Sanitary Sewer Project i.~5 

An easement is required in connection with the above sewer project as follows: 

Olmer - C2rl Oakland, P. o. Dox 111~, Prince George, B. C. 
Property - South-2' of Lot 4, Blocks 14 and 15, D.L. 91c, Group 1, Plan 1h109, 

N.\l.D, 
Location of easement - 6633 Linden Avenue, Burnaby 1, B. C. 
Consideration - $1.00 plus restoration of easement area. 

It is recommended that authority be granted to acquire the above easement and 
that the Reeve and Clerk be authorized to execute the easement documents on 
behalf of the Corporation. 

13. !!e: Sperling-Halifax Sanitary Se11e1· Project i;'16/17 

Easements are required in connection 11ith the above sewer project as follows: 

(a) Owner - Laurence Edward Gre13ory and Margaret Mary Gregory, 
Box 212, Fort Laneley, 11, C, 

Property - Portion of the North J.i-76.78 feet of Lot 1, as shown outlined in 
red on plan filed in Land Registry Office numbered 27549, 
Block 10 of D.L, 13l, Group 1, Plan 3052, except Parcel "A" 
shown on Explanatory Plo.n with fee deposited No, 2254o-E,N,W,D. 

Location of Easement - North 84' north of 2181 Sperling Ave.,Burnaby 2,B,C, 
Consideration - $1.00 plus restoration or easement area. 

(b) Olmer - Harold Raymond Rink and Harian Victoria Rink, 
6616 Kitchener Street, Burnaby 2, B. C. 

Property - Portion of Lot 77 E-~, as shown outlined in red on plan filed in the 
Land Registry Office, numbered 27745, D.L. 132, Group 1, Plan 1493, 
except part shown as road on Expl. Pl, 13310,N.W,D, 

Location of Easement - 6616 Kitchener Street, Burnaby 2, B. C. 
Consideration - $1.00 plus restoration of easement area • 
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REPORT NO. 21, 1965. 
MUNICIPAL MANAGER 
15 March, 1965*

(item  No. 13 - Re: S p e r lin g -IIa lifa x  San itary  Sewer Project # l6 / l7 . . ..  cont.)

(c) Owner -  J u lia  Kechik, 11996 I ’icklow  I'ay, Haney, B. C.
Property -  Portion  o f Lot 80 as shown outlined  in  red on p lan f ile d  in  the 

Land R e g istry  O ffice , numbered 277**5> D.L. 132, Group 1,
P lan  lU93> Save and Except Parce l "A " (Exp l. P I.  16233) and 
Lane, N.V/.D.

Location o f Easement - 6658  Kitchener Street, Burnaby 2, B. C. 
Consideration -  $1.00 p lus re sto ration  o f easement area.

I t  i s  recommended that au thority  be granted to  acquire the above easements 
and that the Reeve and C lerk  be authorized to  execute the easement documents 
on behalf o f the Corporation.

l4. Re: Harwood Park / School Site

The Burnaby School Board and the Burnaby Parks a l Recreation Commission have 
agreed to the joint enlargement and development of Harwood Park as a 
Park/School Site on which will be constructed a school for retarded children.

The school is to be constructed on a part of the site abutting the Grandview 
Highway which will be conveyed to the Board and in exchange, the Board will 
acquire the rear portions of four privately owned properties located on the 
south side of Laurel Street. The costs of these acquisitions will be borne 
by the Board and the work will be done by their negotiator. The conveyances 
will be direct to the Corporation.

In addition to the land acquisitions, the Board will contribute the sum of 
$4,000.00 to the Corporation being the estimated cost of the redevelopment of 
the park.

It is recommended that the enlargement and development of Harwood Park as 
a Park/School site as indicated above be approved.

15. Re: Lot 19, Block 7, D.L. II6/1G6, Group 1, Plan 1236 
Application to Lease as Garden Centre_____________

Mr. Peter l.'ong has applied to lease this lot known as 3815 East Hastings 
Street for garden purposes.

The lot is vacant and rises steeply to the north. Mi’. Uong has sent in a 
plan of development and is prepared to lease the lot on a year-to-year basis 
at a rental of $330- per annum plus an additional sum for taxes. The 1965 
calculation for taxes is $155*00.

Planning is now charged with implementation of the C.M.H.C. Study Agreement 
and this particular lot is in the 38OO Block, though on the north side of 
the street. For this reason, the Planning Department does not recommend 
concurrence in the proposed lease.

It is recommended that the application by Mr. Peter l.'ong be not approved.

HVB: gr

Respectfully submitted
I . S '

i u - - 4
H. M . Balfour 
MUNICIPAL IiAMAGER
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(Item No. 13 - Re: Sperling-Halifax f.,anitary Sewer Project j/16/17 •••• cont.) 

(c) Owner - Julia Kechil~, 11996 \'icklow \-'ay, Haney, B. c. 
Property - Portion of Lot 8o as shown outlined in red on plan filed in the 

Land Registry Office, numbered 27745, D.L. 132, Group 1, 
Plan 1493, Save and Except Parcel "A" (Expl. Pl. 16233) and 
Lane, N.W.D • 

Location of Easement - 6658 Kitchener Street, Burnaby 2, ,B. c. 
Consideration - :ja.oo plus restoration of easement area. 

It is recoDD11ended that authority be Granted to acquire the above easements 
and that the Reeve and Clerk be authorized to execute the easement documents 
on behalf of the Corporation. 

14. Re: Harwood Park / School Site 

The Burnaby School Board and the Burnaby Parks a· l Recreation Commission have 
agreea. to the joint enlargement o.nd development of Harwood Park ns a 
Park/School Site on which will be constructed a school for retarded children. 

The school is to be constructed on a part of the site abutting the Grandview 
Highway which will be conveyed to the Board and in exchange, the Board will 
acquire the rear portions of four p~ivately owned properties located on the 
south side of Laurel Street. The costs of these acquisitions will be borne 
by the Board and the work will be done by thetr negotiator. The conveyances 
will be direct to the Corporation. 

In addition to the land acquisitions, the Board will contribute the S\.Dll of 
$4,000.00 to the Corporation being the estimated cost of the redevelopment of 
the park. 

It is recoonnended that the enlargement and development of Harwood Park as 
a Park/School site as indicated above be approved. 

15. Re: Lot 19, Block 1, D.L. 116/136, Group 1, Plan 1236 
Application to Lease as Garden Centre 

Mr. Peter Fong has applied to lea·se this lot known as 3815 East Hastings 
Street for garden purposes. 

The lot is vacant and rises steeply to the north, Mr. \long has sent in a 
plan of development and is preparco. to lease the lot on n year-to-year basis 
at a rental of $330. per annum plus an additional sum for taxes. 'rhe 1965 
calculation for taxes is $155.00 . 

PlanninG is now charged with implementation of the C,H.H.C. Study Agreement 
and this particular lot is in the 3Joo Block, though on the north side of 
the street. For this reason, the Planning Department does not recommend 
concurrence in the proposed lease. 

It is recormnended that the application by Mr, Peter l!ong be not approved. 

HWB:gr 

RespectfVlly submitted 
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