
THE COllFORVriQ i: O'S THE D IS T R IC T  C?  BUnr.WY

8 December 1907.

REPORT NO, 7 9, 1 9 5 7.

H ie  W o rsh ip , the  Reeve,
and  Members o f  the  C o u n c i l .

Gentlem en:

Y o u r  M anager r e p o r t s  n s  f o l lo w s :

1 . Re: A c q u i s i t i o n  o f  Easem ent -  P o r t io n  o f  L o t  220 o f  S .D . o f  L o t  " A "  and  1, 
___________________ ______ ___________ B lo c k  1 , S . D . ? ,  D . L .4 4/78/131/6 , P U n  CS 33.

An easem ent i s  r e q u ire d ,  i n  o r d e r  to  f i n a l i s e  a s u b d iv i s io n ,  o v e r  a p o r t io n  o f  
L o t  220 o f  a s u b d iv i s i o n  o f  L o t  "A** and  1 , B lo c k  X, S, D. 2 , D. L .  44/70/131/136  
P la n  6338, from  V i o le t  K n e a le , S te n o g ra p h e r ,  6726  E 3 s t  B roadw ay, B u rnaby  2, B. C 
The easement i s  r e q u ir e d  f o r  s a n i t a r y  sew e r p u rp o se s  and t h e re  i s  no e o n c id e ra -  
t io n  p a ya b le  by th e  C o r p o r a t io n .  The p ro p e r t y ,o n  w h ich  th e  casem ent i s  s i t u a t e d  
i s  lo c a te d  a t  6726 E a s t  Broadw ay.

I t  i s  recoiTiiiiended that authority be granted to acquire the easement and that 
the Reeve and Clerk be authorized to execute the documents on behalf o f  the 
C o rp o ra t io n .

2. Re: A c q u i s i t i o n  o f  Easem ent - P o r t io n  o f  L o t  209 o f  a  s u b d iv i s i o n  o f  L o t  63S%, 
___________________________________ B . L . 1 3 2 P i c .  1 4 9 3 .______________________________________

An easement i s  r e q u ire d ,  i n  o r d e r  to  f i n a l i z e  a s u b d iv i s i o n ,  o v e r  a  p o r t io n  o f  
L o t  209 o f  a s u b d iv i s i o n  o f  L o t  63S%, D, L .  1 32 , P la n  1493, from  H a ro ld  G sngnc s 
and E th e l Mary G angnes, C a rp e n te r  and  H ou se w ife ,
The easement i s  r e q u ir e d  f o r  s a n i t a r y  sew er p u rp o se s  and  th e re  i s  no  c o n s id e r a ­
t io n  p a yab le  by the  C o r p o r a t io n .  The p ro p e r ty ,  o n  w h ich  th e  easem ent i s  s i t u ­
a te d , i s  lo c a te d  a t  6715 K it c h e n e r  S t r e e t .

I t  i s  recommended th a t  a u t h o r i t y  be g ra n te d  to  a c q u ir e  th e  easem ent and th a t  
the  Reeve and C le r k  be a u th o r iz e d  to  e xe cu te  th e  docum ents on  b e h a lf  o f  the  
C o rp o ra t io n .

3• Re: S .D .  R e fe ren ce  £269  /67.

S e c t io n  7 1 2 (a )  o f  th e  M u n ic ip a l  A c t  p r o v id e s  th a t  any  l o t  c r e a te d  b y  a s u b ­
d i v i s i o n  s h a l l  n o t  h a ve  a f r o n t a g e  o f  l e s s  th a n  10%  o f  i t s  p e r im e te r .

S e c t io n  7 1 2 (b )  e n a b le s  C o u n c i l  to  w a ive  th e  p r o v i s i o n s  o f  S e c t io n  7 1 2 (a ) .

I t  i s  recommended th a t  the  re q u ire m e n t s  o f  S e c t io n  7 1 2 (a )  be w a ive d  f o r ‘the  l o t  
c re a te d  b y  the  above  m en tioned  s u b d iv i s i o n .  A  s k e tc h  I s  a t ta c h e d  h e re to .

4 .  R s:  S u b d iv i s io n  R e fe re n ce  Mo. 231/07  -  S a n i t a r y  Sew er E x t e n s io n .

S. D. R e fe re n ce  £231/67  i s  f o r  a 2 6 - lo t  s u b d i v i s i o n  a t  Greenwood S t r e e t  and 
Lougheed  H ighw ay!

To s e r v ic e  t h i s  s u b d i v i s i o n  i t  i s  n e c e s s a r y  to  e x te n d  the  sew e r s e r v i c e  ap ­
p ro x im a te ly  700 fe e t  on  Greenwood e a s t  to  the  G re a te r  V a n cou ve r Sew erage and 
D ra in a g e  D i s t r i c t  t ru n k  sew e r a t  an  e s t im a te d  c o s t  o f  $ 7 ,3 0 0 .0 0 .

I t  i s  recommended t h i s  e x te n s io n  be  ap p ro ved .

(.....*)
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6 Dsceu.1,cL 19&7, 

Hio t,01·ship, the R~cve, 
and M2r..bcrs of the Coi1ncil. 

Gentlemen: 

Your Nanager reports cs follows: 

1. Re: l.cquisii:ion of Enseraent - Portion of Lot 220 of S.D. of J.ot 11
/.'' and 1, 

2. 

Block l ._ S,D. ~. D.I..t,t,/7S/l3"JJ.S?.i_PJ_e_(~3'J, 

An casement is required, in order to finalize a subdivi.sion, over a portion of 
Lot 220 of a sul>divi,,::.On of Lot "A" and 1, lllozk 1, s. D, 2, D, L. t,11/70/131/136, 
Plan 6338, from Violet Knealc, Stcnosraplrnr, 6726 E3st llroact::ay, ll.ir,;a!,y 2, B. C, 
The easement is r!?quircd for sanitary seuer purposes and th2re is no coac!.c1~1.·a• 
tion payable by the Corporation. 'lha propert)•,on which the cttscrn~nt is situei:-?ci, 
is located at 6726 East Broad,-,ay. 

It is reco,m,ended that authority be granted to ac<;'-tire the easerac.nt and th,)t 
the Reeve end Clerk be authorized to execute the c1ocum~nts on b~hDlf C\f the 
Corpo 1.· at ion. 

Re: t.cquisition of Eascrr,enc • Portion of Lot 209 0£ a subdivision of Lot 63S¾, 

--------------- J.J ... 13L,_ i'l&1l ll;.S3. 

An easement is required, i.n order to finalize a su;,division, over a portf.on of 
Lot 209 of a subdivision of Lot 63Sl;, D. L, 132, Plan 1493, from Herold G:msncs 
and Ethel Nary Gansnes, Carpenter and Housewife, 
The easement is required for sanitary se"er purposes and there is no C<>Hsider.,­
tion payable by the Col."porat:J.on, The property, oa dlich the easem:mt is situw 
atecl, is located at 6715 Kitchener Street. 

It is recommended that auth::,rity be granted to acquire the ecser.:::nt an:I that 
the Reeve pnd Cle1·k be .>uthorized to execute the doc~•:nents on bch:ilf of the 
Corporation, 

3, n~: S,D, Reference C269/67, 

Section ·712(a} of the ~:unicipal J\ct provides that any lot created by a sub­
division shall not hava a frontage of less than 10% of its perimeter, 

Section 712(b) enables Council to ~,aive ~he provisions of Section 712(a}, 

· It is reeom,:nended that the requirements of Section 712(a) ba naived ior "the lot 
created by the above 1,1antioned subdivision. A sketch is attached hareto, 

4, R~: Subdivision Reference No. 23ll67 - Sanitary Se•,er Extension, 

S. D. Reference fJ23l/67 is for a 26-lot subdivision at Grcem:ood ·stre~t !md 
Loughe:!d Hiehway: 

To service this subdivisiou it is necessary to extend the se;:er service ap­
pro:-:im~tely 700 feet on Greern;ood e~st to the Greater Vtlncouvoer Sc·.1cr~ce and 
Drainage Ilistdct trunk sewer at <?n cstiro~tccl c6st of $7,300.00, 

It is reco.,.1ended this extension ba approv~d. 

( ........ 2) 
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Pjgn 2
v:xo u t  k -j . 79 , 19 *7  
i ;u:jic i?/Ii im c .csr 
8 December 1907.

R e : c < j u is i t io n  o f  F ra n c e s  find G e o rg ia  S c re e t  1 sne .

N e g o t ia t io n s  have  bean co n c lu d e d  f o r  the  a c q u i s i t i o n  f o r  la n e  p u rp o se s  o f

(a )  S ou th  ten  fe t  o f  the  v e s t  CO fe e t  o f  l o t  4 , M o c k  " i l " ,  o f  the  West 
3 /4 o f  D. L . 127, Group 1, P la n  1254, owned by  S a lv a t o r e  Pa F a z io ,  
5020  F ra n c o s  S t r e e t .

The c o n s id e r a t io n  i s  $1 .0 0 .

I t  I s  recoucf.ended t h a t  the  a c q u i s i t i o n  be app roved .

Re: h o t  S i z e s  in  T w o-Fam ily  Corves.

H is  W o rsh ip , Reeve Emmott, su g g e ste d  a t the  m ee tin g  o f  C o u n c il  on 2nd 
O c to b e r  1967 th a t  the  re q u ire m e n ts  o f  the  Z o n in g  B y -low  p e r t a in in g  to 
l o t  s i z e s  in  T w o -fa m ily  zon e s  sh o u ld  be rev iew ed .

C o u n c i l  c o n c u r re d  and r e fe r r e d  the  s u b je c t  to  the  P o l ic y / P la n n in g  Com­
m it te e *

A  r e p o r t  h a s  been  p re p a re d  by the  D ir e c t o r  o f  P la n n in g  and i s  sub m itted  
h e re w ith  f o r  c o n s id e r a t io n .

Rr»: CO and Up H e a lth  C l i n i c .

Su b m itte d  h e re w ith  i s  a re p o r t  from  th e  M e d ic a l H e a lth  O f f i c e r  on  t h i s  
s u b je c t .

P r o v i s i o n  h a s  been  made i n  the  1968  P r o v i s i o n a l  Budget f o r  th e  n e c e s ­
s a r y  fu n d s ,  s u b je c t  to  C o u n c i l  a p p ro v a l.

P.e: M e d ic a l S e r v ic e s  A s s o c ia t io n .

The C o r p o r a t io n  p r o v id e s  the  s e r v i c e s  o f  th e  above m en tioned  A s s o c ia ­
t i o n  to  f.V-. em p loyee s. The c o s t s  a re  sh a re d  on  a 50/50  b a s i s  and the  
p rc se n t/ ra £ C s  a re  a s  f o l lo w s :

S in g le  Em ployee -  $4 .9 4  l e s s  107. -  $ 4 .4 4  
Em ployee w ith

D ependen ts  -$ 1 4 .8 2  l e s s  107. -$ 1 3 .3 4

The 107. bonus r e d u c t io n ,  w h ich  h a s  been i n  e f f e c t  s in c e  A p r i l  1 s t ,  
1966 , w i l l  be r e s c in d e d  on Jan u a ry  1 s t  1963  and commencing on  t h a t  
d a te  th e  r a t e s  w i l l  be a s  f o l lo w s :

S i n g le  Em ployee -  $ 4 .9 4
Em ployee w ith

Dependents -  $1 4 .8 2 .

I t  i s  rccotimsnded th a t  the Renewal R id e r  to  th e  agreem ent f o r  the  
y e a r  1967 be execu ted .

Re: E s t im a te  o f  c o s t  o f  w id e n in g  Im p e r ia l  S t r e e t  -  R oya l Oak to 
— _ .J.____________________________________________ ytnKSway*

T h is  p o r t io n  o f  Im p e r ia l  S t r e e t  i s  a p p ro x im a te ly  2 ,0 0 0  fe e t  in  le n g th .

A t  C o u n c i l 's  re q u e s t ,  the  f o l lo w in g  e s t im a te s  o re  p ro v id e d :

W id e n in g  A c q u i s i t i o n  -  $ 65 ,0 0 0 .
Road c o n s t r u c t io n  -  88 ,0 0 0 .

(......... 3)
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· 5. ~--l-~_g~J.r.;i.tion ot Fn:incc5 1md Gcoi:r,{.n St rec~-!~ 

6, 

H~e,otintions h3VO been concluded for the ucquisit5.01\ for l[ln~ pu1:pos~s of: 

(o) South ten fr.l: of the \;est 60 feet of l<>t t,, !,lock "ii", of the 1fost 
3/t, of D. I,. l?.7, Gl'Ol1p l, Plcn l?.511, ouncd by Salvator.r, D~ I-'c.::io, 
5020 Frances Street. 

The consld~rotion is $1.00, 

lt ;_s reco:n:,,cnc!ed tlrnt the acquisition be approved. 

R~ • J..ot Sil,es in T;,1c;,..::I..amilL~ 

His Worship, Reeve Ec,'IT.ott, suggested at the meeting of Cour,ci.1 on 2nd 
Cctober 1967 that the rcquirem~nts of the Zanin(: lly•low p~rtafoing to 
lot sizes in T"o•family zones should be rcvie·.;ed, 

Council concurred and referred the oubject to the Policy/l'lannin& Com­
raitl:ee. 

A report has been pi·epared by the Director of Plnnning and js subm!.ttccl 
h~rewith for cons~deration, 

7. ,B.~: GO and Up Heal. th Cli.nt':.!. 

Submitted hei·e1,1ith is a repoi·t from t\12 M,:,dical H~alth Officer on this 
subject, 

Provision has been made in the 1968 Provisional Bud.::et for the ncces­
sory funds, subject to Council approval. 

8. F.c: J:.:~d!cal Services Associat,.on. 

The Corporation provides the services of the above m~ntioncsd Associa­
tion to r:'"· el\'floyecs. The costs are shared on a 50/50 basis and the 
prcsent/r2/?g~ afe as follows: 

Sfogle Employee - $4.94 less 10% - $4.44 
Employee with 

Dependents -$14.82 less 107. -$13,34 

The 10% bonus reduction, which has been in effect since .April 1st, 
1966, uill be rescinded on January 1st 1968 and com:ncncin:; on th3t 
date the rates will be as follows: 

Single Er.1ploy<>e 
Employee ,>ith 

Dependentn 

$4.94 

$11,.82. 

It is rcco,cmended that the Renm1al Rider to the ai:recem~nt for the 
year 1967 be eY-ecuted. 

9. Re: Estimate of cost of wid:;minz Imperlal Street - Royal Oa!, to 

--~-------------- ------- }('fo~~-·--

"i'his por~ion o! !mperl.al Sti·-,et is appr,ndmntely 2,000 feet in lcn:;th, 

At Coui,-:il 's rcquest, the followini, estimates arc provid~d: 

Uidcnfn:: t-. .:qu1.sit;;.o,, -
Ro~d construction 

$65,000, 
88,00(). 
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C h.-e ember 1967.

X is  S id e w a lk  -  S p a r l i n g  Avenue,
f rom M m iu ip n l  Tec R ink to  B ro adway.

T he re  i s  one uncomp] efccd item  from  the l e t t e r  o f  2 5 ll i Septcii.bar,
1967 from  M r s .  S . F i s h e r  o f  1266  S h e r lo c k  Avenue to C o u n c i l.  T h is  
ite m  i s  o s id e w a lk  on  S p e r l i n g  Avenue between the  M u n ic ip a l  le e  
R in k  and Broadw ay.

The p re se n t  s i t u a t i o n  i s :

From  B ro a d w a y 'to  l^ougheod *  no s id e w a lk  and in co m p le te  'road..’ay.

From  L ou gh ccd  to  Greenwood -  no s id e w a lk  bu t c u r b - t o - c u r b  roadway.

From  Greenwood to  R in k  -  a g r o v e l w a lk  on  the  e a s t  s id e  o f  S p e r l in g .

The M u n ic ip a l  E n g in e e r  a d v i s e s  th a t  the  e x i s t i n g  g r a v e l w a lk  from  
th e  R in k  to  Greenwood i s  s t i l l  i n  q u i t e  good c o n d it io n .  He s u g g e s t s  
t h a t  an ad equate  s id e w a lk  from  Broadw ay to  the  R in k  w ould  b e s t  be 
p ro v id e d  by:

(a )  B ru sh  c l e a r i n g  a lo n g  the  e x i s t i n g  g r a v e l  w a lk .
(b ) A d d in g  a 4  1 / 2 "  s id e w a lk  to  the  b ack  o f  th e  e x i s t i n g  c u rb  

betw een Greenwood and  Loughced .
( c )  C o n s t r u c t in g  a g r a v e l  w a lk  between Lou gh ced  end Broadw ay.

A l l  t h i s  on  e r s t  f i d e  o f  S p e r l i n g  to  p ro v id e  a c o n t in u o u s  
w a lk in g  s u r fa c e  from  Broadw ay to  th e  R in k .  The e s t im a te d  c o s t  
i s  $ 2 ,5 1 C .0 0 ,

11. Re: Good-r*r J< m son__ ( I 9 60 ) 7,td. - Ttezonina R e fe ren ce  # 2 9 /5 7♦
The p ro b le m s r e g a r d in g  th e  G cod u in  Jo h n so n  o p e ra t io n  a t  th e  fo o t  
o f  Penzance D r iv e  h a ve  been  the  s u b je c t  o f  much c o rre sp o n d e n ce  and  
s e v e r a l  d i s c u s s i o n s .  The a c t i v i t y  b e in g  c a r r ie d  on a t  th e  s i t e  
h a s  been and s t i l l  i s  ’w ith o u t  b e n e f i t  o f  p ro p e r  s e r v i c e s  o r  b u i l d ­
in g  p e rm it s ,  and  i s  u n l ic e n s e d ,  b e in g  c o n t r a r y  to  the  Z o n in g  B y - la w .

C o u n c i l  d e c id e d  to  a l lo w  the  u se  by am end ing th e  Z o n in g  B y - la w , 
p r o v id in g  G o od w in -Jo hn so n  r o t  a num ber o f  c o n d i t io n s .  T he se  c o n d i­
t i o n s  have  n o t  boon  met and the  Z o n in g  amendment h a s  n o t  been p a sse d .

The o p e ra t io n  i s  a c t iv e  and i s  b e in g  c a r r ie d  on c o n t r a r y  to  t h i s  
C o r p o r a t i o n 's  b y - la w s .  T he re  h ave  been o n ly  token  a tte m p ts  on the  
a p p l i c a n t 's  p e r t  to  meet C o u n c i l 's  c o n d i t io n s  and the  p e r s i s t e n c e  
o f  th e  o p e ra t io n  d i r e c t l y  f l o u t s  the  d e c i s i o n s  o f  C o u n c i l .

I t  i s  recommended t h a t  s in c e  d i s c u s s io n s  and c o rre sp o n d e n ce  have 
f a i l e d  to  p ro d uce  the  d e s i r e d  e f f e c t ,  le g a l  a c t io n  be commenced 
a g a in s t  Goodwin Jo h n so n  (1 9 5 0 ) L td .

12. Re: P e t i t i on  u r g i n g B ru sh  Removal i n  E d m o n d s -S tr ld e  A re a .

A  p e t i t i o n  h a s  been  r e c e iv e d  c o n t a in in g  43 s ig n a t u r e s  a s k in g :

" t h a t  a l l  the  b u sh  be removed from  Edmonds to  S t r id e  Avenue S ch o o l 
to  a v o id  c h i l d r e n  b e in g  m o le ste d  by  nude c h a r a c t e r s  r e c e n t ly  sca n  
i n  th e  a rea  g o in g  to  and from, s c h o o l .  L e t 's  ta ke  a c t io n  b e fo re  
so m e th in g  h a p p e n s . "

The E n g in e e r in g  D epartm ent c o n ta c te d  M rs.  A nne ' Ra in ier, s p o n so r  o f  
the  p e t i t io n ,  and i t  was a s c e r t a in e d  th a t  i t  i s  1 9 th  S t r e e t  j u s t  
so u th  o f  Edmonds th a t  M rs.  Re im er i s  m ost co n ce rn e d  w ith .  T h i s  i s  
a wooded r a v in e  on m u n ic ip a l  p ro p e r ty .

In s t r u c t i o n s  ware i s s u e d  to  have  the  b ru sh  c le a r e d  a d ja ce n t  to 
the  vpaa a llo w a n c e  on  b o th  s id e s  o f  1 9 th  S c .  in  the a re a  co m p la ine d  
a b o u t.  ( ......... . , 4 )
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10. R:.::: SidC\ 1:ilk - ~p..!d.iuz Av..:!r:.tH.:, 

11. 

12. 

fr~n.1 ~: mic.dpnl Jee r..i.11!-:. to HrowJt,~11,·, 

There is one UltCC11:,~,1 etcrl ite,,1 f:t'Ol1'\ the lc-ttcr uf ?.5:..h S::l1t.:..i1.:•~i'", 
1967 fro1:i Hrs, S, Fishc,· or 1266 s:12,:0:;k /,v,;;nu·, to Cc1.mcil. '.J:ilic 
item is o side.walk ou Si1crling, /\venue b{!tt-1:.on t:hc i:•,n;.c::.r,al Ice 
Rink o.nc1 Broo.~wo.y. 

The present situ::ition i.s: 

1-'rom Broodw~y to Lougheed - no sicl0ur:J.!, a~id :l.nco.:,!)J.~te ·i~O[;<~.Jsy~ 

Fron Lougheed to Grean,:ood - no sidt!uaJ.k b•Jt c1.n:b-to•curb ro~th:ny. 

Fro::u Greenuoocl to Rink .. n grovel ,,rnll~ on. the e;::a:;t: side of Spe,.:1:i.r,z, 

'):he i-:unicipnl Enzinc,e.- advises that lhe existin3 gravel walk fro.~ 
the: Rink to Grecm:ood is vti.ll in c:,uitc goocl conclit:ion, He !:n3zeotD 
thr.t an ndequate cid:m.:lt, fror., :&roudu"y to the Rink \·/Oulc.1 bast be 
provi:hd by: 

(a) Brush clearing al<'n& the existing gravel ,-,nl.l:, 
(b) Aduing a t, 1 /2" sidewclk to the b::1cl: of the existing cu::b 

be?t·wecn Grc!?n--;,:ottd and Loughc.c.cl. 
(c) Constructing a zrovcl wall: bct,-:cen Lcuzh~ed a:1d Broa,h:ay. 

All this ora tl-. ..: c~;;.:: ride of S;,erlinB to provid~ a continuou:; 
wtilkinz su ~fc=.e from TI::-:>ach:ay to the ~ink. Thi! cstimcted cos~ 
1s $2, s ·,c. ,_,,:,. 

Re: Good1 1~r._ .Jc Cu fon (1 ~GO) _Ltd. - n.~zonin~ l:"!fcrcnce t-29/';7. 

The problens regarding the Ccoduin Johnson oper;.tio<1 at the foot 
of Penzance D1:ivc have been the subj~ct of much correspOilrlence end 
several discu~sio:is. ·n~e activity being ~arricd 0:1 a:: th,a site 
har. been and still is without benefit of proper services er build­
ins permits, e:-icl is unlicc':lcccl, being contrary to the Zoning ty-law. 

Council clacic'.cd to allo,-, the use by amer.Hnz the Zoning l\y•la», 
providing Gcot:,in ·Jo::n~on ~~t. a number of coaditions. 111es2 condi­
tions have not bczn ~~t a-r..d th-:? Zoning ocend,~?nt has not beea p~s:::?d, 

'I'he operatica is e~tiv:e end is being carried on contrnry Lo this 
Corporation's i::,-1.a::~. T:-,:,rc hove been only token attempts on the 
applicant's pee·~ to r.,eet Ce>l'.ncil 1 s condl.tions and the persi~tence 
of the opero~~on directly flouts the decisions of Council. 

It is recor.'.1lC?t>:'cd that since discussions and correspondence have 
failed to pro~uce the cl2sirad effect, legal ection ba con-.:n~nced 
against Cood:-,in Johnson (1950) Ltd. 

Re: Petitio_!}_!!.!$Jnf!: Brush Recoval in Ec!r:-:>nds·Strtde Are.n. 

A petition has been received containinz 43 siznotures askinz: 

"that all the bush be reroovc,d from Edn-.onds to Stride Avenue sc:,ool 
to iivoid children being mole5tcd by nude ch.:i,·acters recently seen 
in the ore a gcdn3 to and fror:1 sc~col. Let I s tDke ccticn b.Jf-:>r~ 
so:i~:!thinc hepp::ms." 

The E:ieineering D~?art~~nt contacted Mrs. Anna· nE!dmr::r, spon!ior of 
the ['3tition,~nd it w:s ascertained that it is 19th Strc"t juat 
south of Ed:-:ondn thnt ?:rs, r.~im.:ir is rr.ost concatncd with. ThiE: io 
a f,oodcd ravin.:o on municip:il prope1·ty. 

tRgt ~~51~~ro;;~;~.~ 1g~u~~t1\0 s?.:r~; i~cl tnrtc ~li~t"i~e nti~~eci~rr.;1tincd 
~bout·, (., •• ,, • •'') 
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UEPOIVT .10. 79, 1967 
MUNICIPAL MANAGER 
8 December 1907 .

13. Up: E s t im a te s .

Su b m itte d  h e re w ith  f o r  y o u r  a p p ro v a l i s  the  M u n ic ip a l  E n g in e e r 's  
r e p o r t  c o v e r in g  E s t im a t e s  o f  V’o rk  i n  the  t o t a l  amount o f  $212,44-6,40.

I t  i s  recommended the  e s t im a te s  be ap p ro ved , a s  su b m itte d .

14. R c : E x p e n d it u r e s .
Su b m itte d  h e re w ith  f o r  y o u r  a p p ro v a l i s  the  M u n ic ip a l  T r e a s u r e r s  
r e p o r t  c o v e r in g  E x p e n d it u re s  f o r  th e  p e r io d  ended 26  November 1967 
i n  th e  t o t a l  amount o f  $ 2 ,0 1 5 ,5 1 6 .
I t  i s  recommended the  e x p e n d itu re s  be ap p ro ved  a s  sub m itted .

15 . Re: A l lo w a n c e s .
Su b m itte d  h e re w ith  f o r  y o u r  a p p ro v a l i s  the  M u n ic ip a l  T r e a s u r e r 's  
r e p o r t  c o v e r in g  a p p l ic a t i o n s  r e c e iv e d  und e r S e c t io n  411 o f  the  Mun­
i c i p a l  A c t  i n  the  amount o f  $ 1 5 .0 0 .
I t  i s  recommended th a t  the  a llo w a n c e s  a s  a p p l ie d  f o r  be g ra n te d .

16 . Re: S t r e e t  L i g h t s .
Su b m itte d  h e re w ith  f o r  y o u r  a p p ro v a l i s  the  M u n ic ip a l  E n g in e e r 's  
r e p o r t  c o v e r in g  the  i n s t a l l a t i o n  o f  a s t r e e t  l i g h t  on  the  so u th  
s id e  o f  C l in t o n  between D u l l e r  end Plum Avenue.

I t  i s  recommended the  i n s t a l l a t i o n  be app roved .

17 . Su b m itte d  h e re w ith  f o r  y o u r  in fo rm a t io n  i s  the  C h ie f  B u i ld in g  
In s p e c t o r 's  r e p o r t  c o v e r in g  the  o p e ra t io n s  o f  h i s  Departm ent f o r  
th e  p e r io d  November 6  to  December 1, 19S7.

18. Su b m itte d  h e re w ith  f o r  y o u r  in fo rm a t io n  i s  the  r e p o r t  o f  th e  S o c ia l  
S e r v ic e  A d m in is t r a t o r  sho w in g  co m p a r iso n s  o f  c a s e lo a d s  and d i s b u r s e ­
m ents f o r  s e le c t  m onths i n  1967 a s  com pared to  th e se  same m onths in  
1906.

R e s p e c t f u l ly  su b m itte d ,

M U N IC IPAL MANAGER.
H B:eb

.. 
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m;e,1::T .:o. 7?,J.!•67 
l-&IJ:l!Cll'.\!. i-1.\t:.\Gii:ft 
8 D..!C\:,~lJ.!L" 1967. 

Suhmitted herewith for your r:.pproval is the Nm1icip~l Entinecr' s 
report covering E:::timntes of Work in the totol amount of $212,l14-6,l10, 

It is rccotr.mcndad the estimates be appt:oved, as suLmitted. 

l'•• Re: E:-:pc,1diture.s. 
Sub:nitted here~;ith £01.· you1.· ap?rovol if- the H'.l':.licip~l T1.·eosur~r•s 
report covering E:~penditures for the period ended 26 llovcmber 1967 
iu the total an:ount of $2,015,SJ.6, 
It is recom;ncndcd the expenditures be ap:,roved as sub:~ittcd. 

15. Re: Allow:?nces. 
Subillitted hcret,dth foi- your approval is the :•:·Jnicipal Treasurer's 
report co·.rerino applications received undei." Sectio,\ 1}11 9f the ?·ll:.1-
icipal Act in the arr-ount of $15,00, 
11:·· is recommended th11t the allowances as applied for be gn:inted. 

16, Re: Street Li~hts. 
Submitted here,,,ith fot· your .>pproval is the Kmieipal Engin:oer' s 
report covering the installation ol a stre~t lisht on the south 
side of Clinton b:?t-ween Bull.er and Plum Avenue. 

It is recommendeC lbe installt:tion be approved. 

17. Submitted herewith for your inforir,ation is the Chief Building 
lnspector's report covering the operations of his Dcp~rtr.-ent for 
the period r!ove"1ber 6 to D~cer,,ber 1, 1957, 

18, Submitted herewith for your information is the report of the Social 
Service Adulini.:trator showin3 comparisons 0£ caseloads nnO C!isburs:?­
ments for select months in 1967 as COti1r,ared to thase sema months in 
19G6. 

HB:eb 

Respectfully submitted, 

,J;Jy,r~ 
H, •f. BalTour, 
NUNlCIPAL N,\NAGER, 
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79,196 V,
11 December 1967.

Ro: Acquisition of Easement - Portion of Subdivision of the South
200 1 Lot 10, micl part of Lot 9,

__________________________D.I-. 83 ̂P). _______________
An easement is inquired, i*n order to finalize a subdivision, over 
o portion o£ a subdivision of the South 200 feet of lot 10 and part 
Of lot 9, D. L. 83, Plan 1267, from George Cleridge and Helen J. 
Petschl, both of 5541 Gilpin Street, rnd Bridge Loftuc, 5595 Gilpin 
Street, The easement is required Cor drainage works and there is no 
consideration payable by the Corporation. The property, on which 
the easement is located, is situated cast of 5541 Gilpin Street.
It is recommended that authority bu granted to acquire the above 
easement and that the Reave and Clerk be authorized to execute 
the necessary casement documents.

20. Re: Marlborough Junior Secondary School Site.
Council recently passed the iarlborough Road Closing By-law Ko.
4, 1967, for the purpose of closing ccrtai.n streets and lanes for 
consolidation with the above mentioned school site.
During the necessary searches it has been determined that Parcels 
"A" end ‘‘B", as shown on the attached sketch have never been dedi­
cated for the Marlborough Avenue right-of-way v?hlch means they are 
not covered by the road closing by-lav?. It will be necessary to 
convey them to the School Eoard to complete the consolidation of 
the site.
It is recommended that the said Parcels "A" and "B** be conveyed 
to the Burnaby Sohool Board for the consideration of £1,00 and that 
the Reeve and Clerk be authorized to sign the necessary documents.

21• Re: Policing the District of Burnaby.
Division Headquarters, "E" Division, Victoria, of the Royal Cana­
dian Mounted Police have forwarded the Agreement between the Govern­
ment of Canada and the Corporation of the District of Burnaby, 
covering the period 1 April 1967 to 31 March 1968.
The Agreement has been checked and found to be in order.
Advice has also been received that consideration is being given to 
extending the period of Municipal Contracts to cover two or three 
fiscal years.
The present Agreement provides for 148 members of the Force for the 
Burnaby Detachment, R* C. M. ?.
It is recormanded that the Reeve and Municipal Clerk be authorized . 
to execute this Agreement on behalf of the Corporation*

22. Re: Proposed 15th Avenue Industrial Estate.
The Corporation requires the following easements in connection with 
the above mentioned Industrial Estate to contain storm and sanitary 
sewer and a v?atei* main;

(a) A 0.153 ac. portion of Lot 39, D. L. 53, Group 1, 
granted by the B.C.Hydro Authority, See sketch attached.

(b) A 0.459 portion of Lot 52, D. L. 53, Group 1, granted by 
Dominion Construction Co. Ltd. See attached sketch.

There is no consideration.
It is recommended that the easements be acquired cud that the 
Reeve and Clerk be authorized to sign Che necessary documents.

' . (...... 2)

r>s<

l',1t. 1- .:-... _. · ..• 
i·:.;t;'+G!-.'t 1!'.i :-;.-;t- .. ~T 1:e>. 

79,l~\>), 
11 llc·~c,.,!.>;:,: 19:'>7. 

]9, Re: t-.cqu~siti.:>n of Ec:cc:n~nt .. .[>\.-,ri.:J.o.l of Suhr.~ivinion.o! the South 
200 1 J.ot 10, nnci pnrt of l.ot 9, 

. ___________ n.I,.83, 11].~,_1 ).'>" .. "'6~7.;;.•---------

1\n eosemcmt i.s required, i•n order to flnall?.e a subtli\rision, over 
o po1·tion or a G<11'clivio1.ou of the S·~uth ?.00 feet of lot 10 nnd p~:.-t 
Of l-ot 9 1 D. L. 83, Plcn 1267, from Gcor~e CJ.cri<~za a:td Hele,\ J. 
Petschl, both cif 55!~1 Gilpin Strc.el) r-m! D-.:ic~~.at Loit.u~, ~5~5 Gilpin 
Street, The C"uscr:i~nt i~ rcqui1:¢d ~Ot' ,h::1:i.n:2,c ,·01·::.s ao.cl thz._.c is oo 
consid2ration pay.,3bJ.e b)' the Corpol.4 £1t::i.ori. The p1:c,c::ty, on t:hich 
th~ cnscm-ant is loc~tccl, is situ~tecl c~st of S~t~l Gilpin St1:cet. 

It is reccm.:11?,,ded th.at authori.ty be grm1ted to ac(luii-c the arova 
easement and th~t t:ha R~e,·e tmd Cled, be aut'horizcci to e:~<:cute 
the necesE-E'll.")' C3S.Jtn:'\lt docurn:m,t.!i. 

Coun-::il recently pass~d the iarlho,:ough Rot1d Clos!n& P.y-1.au ?~o; 
4, 1961, fol" the purpose of closing certa;_n stro:?ts and lanes for 
consoliclatic,n ,-,!th Lha above n.entionec.l school site. 

During the necesoary searches it h3s baen detcrmin:,d that Parcels 
"A" and "B", as shom1 on the <1ttachcd sketch have ncvc,: been dadi­
cated for the Harlbot·ou;)h /.venue right:•o:::-.. ,8y ~,hich means they arc 
not covei•c,d by the road closi.ng by-lmi, It \!ill be necessary to 
convey than> to the School Board to co,,1plcte the conroliclation of 
the site. 

It is rc.::;:,,nm?ndcd Lhat the said Parcels "A" and "B" be conveyed 
tc, the ruri.nby S:hool B:.arcl for the consi<l:arution of ?l,00 and that 
the Reeve and Clerk b:a authorized to sign the nccei:sary documents. 

21. Re: Policin~ the Di$trict of Bnrn,;by..!. 

Division Hciiclc1uarters, "E" Division, Victori.o, of the !\oyal Cana­
dian }:ounted Police have fo~·mirded the t\gree:n:mt b2t.,aen the Govern­
ment· of Canada a.1d the Corporation of tha Di.strict of Burnaby, 
coverillg the period l /lp;:il 1967 to 31 }farch 1968. 

The Agreement has been checked ,md found to be in order. 

Advice has also boen received that considerAtion is beins &iven to 
extending the pariod of Nunicipal Contracts to cover tuo or three 
fiscal years. 

The present Agreement provides for ll:.e members of the Force for the 
Bu,:nctby Detachment, R. C. M. i'. 

It is recoe,-ncnded that the Rl!eve and l-:un1.cipal Clerk b:a authorized 
to execute this Agreer,1ent on behalf of the Corporation. 

22. Re: Proposed 15th /\venue lnd•.,stl"iol Estate._ 

The Corporation re,1uires the fol.lowinz easen-.ents in connc.::tion with 
the above L1entioned Industrial Estate to COr'.tdn storm 2nd s:.nitcry 
sewer rmd a u::itet· m:.:1in: 

(a) t\ 0.153 oc. portion of l.ot 39, D. L. 
granted by the B.C,ll:,,d::o ,\uthorHy. 

(b) /1 o.t,59 portion of Lot 52, D. L. 53, 
Domlnion ConstrucLion ::o, Ltd. See 

There ·is no consideration. 

53, Grou:, 1, 
See st:etch att.:1ched. 
Grou;> 1, granted by 
attached sketch. 

It is rccor•u~n-·tcd th3t tha c.lc~nt--:?nta be clCt'lu1.:-1:?cl cud tlt~t th'1 
Rcev'i! nnd Cle1·k be authorized to $i[:,n the ~~~e::sary t.ocu:!lonts. 
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23. Ha: Acquisition of r.asergnts-Stsnlcy Street: Sever I’ro ] ?.ct
Easements arc required in connection with the above sanitary sewer project as follows:
(a) Owner - J. K. Fremmerlid, 4004 Bsyridge Drivc,”c*st Vancouver. 

Property-Portion of Lot 3, Block. "A15, D. L. 87,Plan 1494. 
Location of propert>*-5920-22 Grandview Highway .
Consideration - $1.00 and restoration of the.easement area.

(b) and M» H. Stone, 7729 Haaeltnei'e Street, Burnaby 1. 
Property - Portion of Lot 2 of Lot "D" of

. Block 3, D. L. 87,Plan 17670. 
Location of property - 7729 Kazelrcere Street.
C o n s id e ra t io n  -  $ 1 .0 0  p lu s  r e s t o r a t io n  o f  the  ea se m e nt*a re a .

(c) Owner - Norman and Hyacinth Graham, 9230 E. Grandview
Douglas Highway.

Property - Portion of Lot 3, Block 2, D. L. 87, Plan 1494* 
Location of property - 6230 F.. Grandviow-Douglas Highway. 
Consideration - $1.00 plus restoration of the easement

Block 3, D. L. 87, Group i, Plan 20357.
■Location of property - 7818 Stanley Street, Burnaby 1, B. C. 
Consideration - $1.00 plus restoration of the 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 necessary easement documents.

24. Re: (a) Lot 20, D. L. 83 (5926 Gilpin Str-eet - Innes)
(b) Lot "B", D. L. 83 (5988 Gilpin Street-Bisaillon)
and letter of 27 November 1967 from Mrs. Oxendale to Council.

The letter from Mrs. Margaret Oxendale of Block Bros. Realty Ltd. to 
Council was tabled for a report.
The letter frera Mrs. Oxendale refers to the two properties and to 
the actions of your Municipal Manager with respect to the Innes property.
To deal first with this question: your Municipal Manager recalls 
having been visited by the Innes1. The subject did not appear to 
indicate the preparation of an office record of the visit so none 
was made. It is certainly recalled that the question of the value 
of the Innes property was raised and though it cannot be recalled 
there might wall hove been some commitment to communicate with 
the Innes* though this is not practice once negotiations have been 
started by the Land Department. The Land Department recall that 
they were required to review and explain their position with re­
spect to their recommended Land Value but certainly there was no 
communication with the Innes* as a result of their visit. There 
has been no contact between the Innes* and the Manager’s Office 
since December 1966. Had the Manager been reminded of any commit­
ment .at an earlier date the purported omission would have been 
rectified.
A sketch is submitted showing the two properties in question. It 
should be noted that the sketch shows a projected new road pattern. 
This is actually a preliminary sketch showing iihe possible location 
of new roads without benefit of survey for location, or design r.s to 
right-of ~;>ay requirements. It is sufficient however, to indicate 
that these two properties would bo affected by the proposed ro*.dr..

area.(d) Owner - Arthur A. and Margaret G. B. Todd,7018 Stanley
Street, Burnaby 1.Property - Portion of Lot 1 of Parcel "C** and Parcel "F"

( 3)
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E::rnements arc rcquir\o!d in c-om1cctio,1 uith the nbovc sanitcry sewC!r 
project as follows: 

(a) O\·m-er - J. K. 1---rcrc:;n1•lid, l;O0li J33yri.clg~ Drive, 1.·!ost Vcmcouve;:. 
Pror,erty-Portion of Lot 3 1 Block. 1)l n, D. J ... 87, Plea 11:-9!1. 
Locption of pi:opcrty-·5920-22. G1·rmclvieu l!igh;,ay • 
COn~ideration - $1..00 ond rerto.,.·ution uf the.cnscmzn~ a:-ca. 

(b) ·9°~j};i,:;. aC'd N. H. Sto:ic, 7729 llazelm~re Street, Bc,maby 1. 
Property - For~ion of Lot 2 of Lot "D" of 

Block 3, D. L. 87,Plcn 17670. 
Location of property - 7729. Hazclm~re St:1:ect. 
Consiciaratiou - $1.00 pluo rcatoretion of the eas12rr,,e_nt- area. 

· (c) Owner - lform:m and Hyacinth Graham, '."·230 E. G,:anclvie11-
Douslas Hi!;h· . .:oy. 

Property - Portion of Lot 3, Block 2, D. L. 87, Plan ]/;~'•• 
Location of property - 6230 F.. Grantl\Tic~o1-Dvuzlos 115.f5,h;1uy. 
Consideration - $1.00 plus restoration of the caoement 

area. 
(d) Owner - Arthur A. and 1forgm:ct G. B. Todd, 71318 Stanley 

Street, t·.,~,rnby J.. 
Property - Portion of Lot 1 of Parcel "C" and Pa.eel "F" 

Block 3, D. L. 87, Group i, Plan ?.0357 • 
. Location of property • 71318 Stanley St1·eet, Burnaby 1, B. C. 
Consideratioa - $1.00 plus restoration of the ccse;nant area. 

It is recooc-r,endcd that authority be granted tr> "c,;;•Jii·e the obove 
easer.tents and that tl1e Reeve and Clerk ba authorized to cxe~ute 
the necessary easem~nt docum.:mts. 

2l1. Re: (a) Lot 20, D. L. 83 (5926 Gilpin Street - Innes) 
(b) Lot "B", D. L. 83 (5988 Gilpin Street·llisaillon) 

__ end l.etter_of 27 Novc:r,'Jer 1967 from l!:cs. O::endal.e to Co,mciL~ 
. . 

The letter from ~.rs. ~!~rgC1ret o,:enclale of Block Bros. Realty Ltd, to 
Council ,1as tebled for a report. 

The letter frc:,1 M~·s, 0::enble refers to the two properties and to 
the actions of your lbnicipol Manager with respect to the Inne>s 
property, 

To deal first with thl.s question: your }:,.micipal Hana[;er recall.s 
having been visHed by the Innes/, The subject dld not appear to 
indiccte the prcp3ration of ar. office record of the visit so none 
was mede. It is certainly recalled that the question of the value 
of the lr.ne3 pro;,e::~y was raised and thou3h it cannot be recalled 
there m'i.g!lt w,=11 have been some cocl.."Tlitment to cor.i.nunicute 1-Jith 
the Innes' thou3h this is not practice once nezotiatious have b~en 
started by the L:md D:ipartms,nt. The Land D~part1,1e>nt recall that 
they \:ere required to review and explain their position with re­
spect to their reco:r.r.:s,nded L:md Value but certa1.nly the1·e uas no 
corr.rnunicetion ,-,ith t?:e Innes• as a result of th~ir visit. There 
has bc~n no con.tnct: b~twecn the Innes' and the K:m~ger' s 0££lce 
since Dc~cmb..:?r 19G6. Had the l•:.:.n.cger b~c'.'l raminded of eny c-,n-.:i!it .. 
ment ,at en c~rliet· date the purpoi"tecl onission ,-:,,:11,tld have b;lan 
rcctifieC:. 

A sketch i.c su:mittc1 sho;-J!ng the t,:o propertic~ in question. It 
should be not'!d that the sketch shows a projected new roild pattera. 
this is acl:u.Jl ly o prcl ir.llnnry ckatch sl1owinr; i:ha possible locntion 
of n~w roods ,,ithout bcnQfit of sur?ey for location 1 or dasi~n cs to 
ri.ght--of-\.1oy rc.qui,,..cr.i.,nts. It ir. ~ufficj_cat h01:::vcr 1 to indicate 
tlwt th~~e 1:110 proparti~s 11ould b~ :,ffoctcd by tho proposed rocds, 
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Municipal Maung: r 
11 Pccombui: 5.907.

(Item 24. ...rc D.L.33 property.. .continued)
The detailed effect cannot be determined e::copt by survey and final, 
design of the major road betv?ecn Gilpin end Gilley.

but no application was made at that tim*: in 1966. The owners were 
advised of the involvement of the roods and the limes* offered their 
entire property to the Municipality. On 24 October 1966 a report was 
mode to Council giving the ashing price and the hand Agent*s evelu- 
ation. Council directed the band Agent to negotiate the acquisition 
at a reasonable market value.
To this date negotiations on this basis hove not been concluded.
There are several points which must be considered with respect to 
the Innes property.
(1) The property is unsubdividible to the Subdivision Guide Flan, 

even disregarding any major road complications, without the 
co-operation of the owner of the property to the eort (Lot "B”),

(2) In her original letter to the Planner in 1966 Mrs. Innes stated 
that subdivision according to plan would be impossible due to 
theMexaggera.ted opinion of value” by the ovmer of Lot “B".

(3) Mrs. Innes t̂ icJ persuade Planning to grant a subdivision of 
3-5 6  foot locS facl.it, G’lpin. This was not possible because 
of two thingr tbi; frontage requirements of the by-law and the 
major road complication.

(4) It is costly to service.
(5) The lower lots are not the best of land, being somewhat low.
The Lan̂ j Agent, in calculating the market value of the Innes prop­
erty (Lr»t 20) assumed a six-lot subdivision in accordance with the 
Subdivision Guide Plan (without the major road complication). A re­
port was submitted to Council and negotiations authorized to purchase 
at a fair market value. The Land Agent reports that he opened nego­
tiations at $12,500. and subsequently went to $13,500. Since there 
was no indication that anything less than the asking price of $25,000. 
would be acceptable, no further move was made by the Land Agent. The 
last contact with the Innes* was in June, 1967.
The Land Agent does not assume any sentimental value in his calcula­
tions.
On 16 October 1967 Mrs. Oxendale for' Block Bros. Realty put in an 
application to subdivide both Lot 20 and Lot "B". It is possible td 
consider a subdivision of these two parcels together. The impact of 
the proposed new road remains however as a complication.
The .Planner recommends that the Council authorize negotiations for 
the purchase of Lot "B” because of the proposed new road.
Block Bros, were advised on 13 November 1967 that Council had auth­
orized purchase of Lot 20 and on 21st November 1967 they were advised 
that a recorrmendation would be going to Council to purchase Lot “B*1*
Mr. Grist was asked to again review his calculations re the Innes 
property (Lot 20) and ha advises Chat he considers the possible pur­
chase price as reported to Council in 1966 is still valid. He his no 
authority- to purchase Lot "B” and has made no calculations as to mar­
ket value-

The Innes property was
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Thi! detailed O:fcct c~nnot bv dctcri:ii.nc<l c::ccpt: by r.1.1t·vcy unJ finol. 
c1~si~n of the m3jor 1·oad b~twecn Gil1Jin th\cl GiJ. lc}. 

sub]~~t o! 
'ihe Innes p::opc:.·t}' wns the first to be n/&:.ll:t1 ivisio., p~nr-ihility, 
but no epplic.rition 1.1.?.s r.u?cle nt that tim-;: ~n l SV(,., 'J'h\1 o::r.ers ,:;?"CC 

odvised of the involvcr.1cat of the roods an<l the Lnlas • o1:fei·cd thei.r 
cntf.re property to the 1·lmicip.ality. Oil ?.l; r~tnb~i· 1966 a report uas 
mode to Council givins the asl:in3, pr!ce t'.nd the 1..::ra! ,\ce:lt 's evc1lu­
ation. Council directed the Land ,'.gent to n.::goti.nte the acquisition 
at a reoson::bJ ~ w:!i"ket v"lue. 

To this d~te netotintions on thiG bas.l.s h~ve not been concluded. 

There- are several points ,-:hi.ch must be consiclercd with respect to 
the Innes property. 

(1) '.foe property is unsubdividil,le to the Subdivision Guide Plt1n, 
even disi:cgnrding any m3jor roacl complications, -,ithnut the 
co-operation of the owner of the prop2rty to the eort (Lot 11:il"), 

(2) In her original letter to the r1anner in 1966 Hrs. Innes stated 
that subdivic,,i.on a'-cn~J'i~1g to pls.n ,-;ould be impo!isiblc due to 
the 11exagger~ted oyinio11 o~ ·.-c.1lue" b}' the oi•mer of Lot "B". 

(3) ~:rs, Innes t • .i,•.! t,. ;,er~uadc Plan:iing to grant a subdivision of 
3 - 56 foot lo~s f~c! ... ,.. Gnpin, This ,-,as not possible because 
of tt<o tl,~ng~ ~h•a f roncage requirements of the by-law and the 
major ~oad complication. 

(4) It is costly to service. 

(5) The lo,•ier lots are not the best of land, being some,-:hat lou, 

The LanEJ t,gent, in calculatins the rra rket value of the Innes prop­
erty (Lot 20) assum:ed a six-lot subdivision in accordance with th~ 
SubdiviSion Guide Plan (without the major road con1plication). A re­
port was submitted to Council and negotiations auth<>rized to p_urchase 
at a fair market value, The Land Agent reports that he opened·nazo­
tiations at $12,500. and subsequently went to $13,500. Since there 
was no indication that anything less than the askine price of $25,000. 
would be acceptable, no further n:ova was made by the Land Ag,mt, The 
last contact with the Innes' was in June, 1967. 

The Land tgent does not a5sume any sentimental value in his calcula­
tions. 

On 16 Octo~:ar 1967 Nrs, Oxend3le for' Bloc!: Bros. Realty put in an 
application to subdivide both Lot 20 and Lot "B". It is possible to 
consider a subdivision of these two parcels to3ethcr, The ir,,?act o( 
the prop~sed nco road remains ho11ever as a complication. 

The .Planner reco:r,mends that the Council authorize negotiatiO:)S for 
the purchase of I.ot "S" because of the proposed new road. 

Block Bros, ,,ere advised on 13 November 1967 that Council hod auth­
ol"ized purchase of Lot 20 and on 21st Hovea:ber 1967 they ucre advis:ad 
that a recor,.eend!!tion ,-,ould La going to Council to purch:ise lot 11B11

• 

l•!r. Grist t;as asked to 23ain reviC!u his cnlculations ·re the Inn~s 
property (Lot 20) and hc, adviscs_th~t he consi<lcrs the possib!.e pur­
cl13se price as reported to Council iil 1~~6 is· still valid. lie his no 
authority· to purc-.h:is~ Lot 11B" and hns rn .. ,de no c:~lC"ulations as to r,,at·­
kct v~lu-"?: .. 

( .... •• .,.,l:) 
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t:.>. r?t i?;G7, 
KunCcipiil Manager 
11 I'accmhcv 1967.

(Item 26...ve D.L.83 property... continued)
As a further natter of interest:, the owner of Lot “p" has submitted 
a claim against the Municipality for about $3,000. for trespass and 
damage to property in Lhe construction of the walkway south of Gil- 
pin recently constructed by Municipal forces, lhe trespass was re­
moved but the claim has not been settled.

25. R2_Lî scej-.l.aneous Drainage Easement
lhe Corporation lequires an casement over a portion of property as 
shown on the attached sketch. The casement is required to contain o storm drain.
The consideration is $1,00.
It is recommended that the easement be acquired and that the Reeve 
and Clerk be authorized to sign the necessary documents.

Respectfully submitted

H. W. Balfour, 
MUNICIPAL MANAGER,HB:eb

(J.te1j 2.'i ••• re U.L.83 prop:!r-Ly •.• continucU) 

i: :..:.· ! .. :;, .••. 1_ .• ., 

~;r,1:;.T t:J. 7~1, J.~:V7, 

i~1tlcipt1l ~~-•:t~cc~ 
11 Jl~,,c,111,cr 1967. 

As o further r.,~ttcr of ir.tcrc.s!.:, the 01-:ne1- of Lot 11(: 11 hi'.l& suL:nittcd 

a cl~!im '3~:Jinsi:: the r-:unicipnlity for nbout $3,000. for trcsp.::,ss ~ad 

d~1nogc to p~operty iu the construction of the wolkw~~ soutl1 of Gil­
pin recently conr.trucLcd by i:~un5.cip.::l foi:cc5. 'Ihc l1-~sp~'..S wa:; re­
moved b:.it th~ claim h:is not been s~1ttlcd. 

Jhe Corporntion l~quires an casement over n portion of prop.2:fty as 

shm .. m ou the attac1H?d sketch. The cc.\sern2n~ is required to contain 
a storm dr~in. 

The consideration is $1.00. 

Jt is recon:ncn<lcd thnt the easemer~t be acqu5.red and th.::it th~ Rcev2 

anU Clerk be authorized to Dir;n the neccs!;nry docu!:~'3nts, 

Respectfully submitted, 

~j~ 
HB:c~, 

H. 11. llsl.four, 
NUN IC !PAL M•\Nl'.-GER. 


