
TH2 COUfCcAVXOLJ 0 ?  YiiF. »UCT OF LUFNABi

10 Novc.'..Voi' ]y£/.
REPORT NO. 74, 1967.

His L’orship, the. Reeve,
and Members of the Council.

Gentlemen:

Your Manager reports as follows:

1. Re: Acquisition of Easement - Portion of Lots ,15,16,17,18,19,20,22,23,24,25 fl'.d 
._____________________________ 26, D.L.135, Croup 1. N.W.D.________________________

An easement is required, in order to finalize a subdivision, over a portion of Lot 'V. 
(Plan 16725) of Lots 22 and 25; E.132 feet (Expl.Plnn 9539) of Lots 15 end 16 (Plan 
3234); Lots 17,24,25,26, and port of Lot 18 (Plan 3234) and Part of Lot "E" (Plan 
19280) of Lots 19 end 20; all of D. L. 135, Group 1, N.W.D. , from M.L.K. Development 
Co. Ltd., 3851 East Hastings Street, Burnaby 2, B. C. The easements are required for 
drainage purposes and are to be provided at no cost to the Corporation. The property- 
on which the easements are located, is situated on the south-west comer of Duthie 
Avenue and Curtis Street.

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

2. Re: Lot 26, Block 1, D. L. 30, Plan 3030.
7092 Linden Avenue.__________________

This property is owned by the Municipality. It is one of many acquired by the Cor­
poration years ago through Tax Sale proceedings and the owners of these properties 
were permitted to retain possession by payment of a nominal rental charge. Mrs. L. 
Howard was tha former owner of 7092 Linden and has occupied the house until 1st No­
vember 1967. She has now moved into the apartment building known as 7052 Linden Avca 
and the house is vacant.

The lot is 55.5: 158Ti and it is zoned RM 3. There is a very small house on
the front part of the lot and this house is old and in not too good repair. It is
not in keeping with the apartment development which has taken place on the street. 
There are large apartment blocks an beth sides of thit lot The one known as 7052 
Linden Avenue was constructed pricr to by-law requirements for parking and so is vary 
deficient in this respect, even including three parking spaces actually located on 
Lot 26 by arrangement between Mrs. Howard and the builder of 7052 Linden.

The apartment block on the Edmonds side was built several years later and is better
equipped with parking facilities. From personal knowledge of your Municipal Manager 
there is no question but that the best use of Lot 26 x̂ ould be to add parking area 
for the use of 7052 Linden. Discussions have been held in recent years with the 
Rental agents for 7052 Linden but the problem of the tenant of Lot 26 could not be. 
resolved.

It is recommended that Lot 26, Block 1, D. L. 30, Plan 3030 be offered for sale by 
public tender, subject to it being consolidated with an adjacent lot, and further 
that the residence on the lot be demolished by the successful bidder prior to the 
lot being conveyed.

3. Re: Acquisition of Easement - Stanley Street Sanitary Sewer Project.

An easement is required in connection with the above sex.’er project as follows:

Owner - Keith F.cgar Falconer and Betty Falconsr, 7809 Nursery Street, Burnaby 1, B.c. 
Property-Portion of Lots 8 and 39, Block ”A", D. L. 87, Group 1, Plan 1494. 
Location of easement - 7809 Nursery Street.
Consideration - $1.00 plus restoration of the easement area.

It is rccotrjpisnded that authoi'ity be granted to acquire the above easement fnd that 
the Reeve and Clerk be authorized to execute the documents on bshalf of th:» Corpo-.ti
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His Uor3hip, the. Rl?cve, 
and Hcr.,bcrs of the Cou1:cil., 

GetHlemcn: 

Your Manager reports as follows: 

1. lte: Acquisitiu,, of Easement - Portion of Lots ,15,16,17,18,l.9,20,22,23,2/i,~5 o·.d 
----------------'2"'6"-'!.,..!:.CD.L,J.35, Group 1, N,W,D, __________ _ 

An easement is required, in order to finali~e a subdivision, ovc~ a portion of Lot •~t: 

(Plan 16725) of Lots 22 and 2!; E,132 feet (Bxpl.Plnn 9539) of Lots 15 end 16 (~len 
3234); Lots 17,21,,25,26, 3nd p:1rt of Lot 18 (rJ.an 3234-) and Part of Lot "B" (Plcn 
19280) of Lots 19 encl 20; all of D. L. 135, Group 1, N,•·!,D,, fro.:t I-1,L,K, Devclop:r.ent 
Co. Ltd,, 3851 East Hastings Street, Burna't-y 2, B. C, The ccse::,~nts are require:! for 
drainage purposes and aril to be provided st no cost to the Corpe-ration, The prop,n·ty, 
on »hich the easements are located, is situated on the south-west con,er of D-..ithie 
Avenue and Curtis Stt·eet, 

It is recom.~ended th~t authority be granted to acquire the case~ents 2nd that the 
Reeve and Clerk be authorized to execute the c1ocu=nts on behalf/of the Corr,oretion. 

2, Re: Lot 26, Block l, D. L, 30, Plan 30~0. 
7092 Linden Avenue. • 

This property is owned by the l·:Unicipality. It is one of m3ny acquired t,y the C"r­
poration years ago through Tax Sale proceedings 2nd the owners of the3e pro;>~~·t.ics 
toere permitted to retain possession by paym:.nt of a nominal rental chargP., N~s. J,. 
Howa.rd was tha £onnar owner of 7092 Linden and ht.s occupied the hoase until 1st No· 
vember 1967, She has now moved into the apcu:tmCt\t buildirt& kno~-rn as 7052 Lind~n £:-:c.-:-..1:.e 
anG the house is vacant, 

The lot is 55,5: x 158':'.: an:! it i: z.?neJ fu•! 3. There is a very sr.1all heouse on 
the front part of the lot and this house is old end in r.ot too good rep3ir, It is 
not in keeping with the apartment develop:r,c.:i.t which i,.ss tt,l«•n pli:ce 01\ the street. 
There are li:r:;a i:partl'ler.~ blocks ::t 'ic th sides of thi: lot The Gr,e known as 7052 
Linden J\venuc '.~as consti:''.!ctec1 pri-:-r ;,:o b)·-law require:m~nts for parkiug ar,d so is Vi?"."·'i 

deficient in this respect, even including three parking spaces actually located on 
Lot 26 by arraagement between Hrs. Howard and the builder of 7052 Linden. 

The apartment block on the Ed~.,onds side \-las built severi:l years later and is b:,tt,:,r 
equipped with parking facilities, From per5onal knm-,l.edge of yoar l·!unici!'nl ~:r.nag,H 
there is no question but that the best use of Lot 26 would be to add parking area 
for the use of 7052 Linden. Dhcussl.ons have been hald in recent ye~rs with th!< 
Rental agents for 7052 Linden but the problem of the tenant of Lot 26 could uot be. 
resolved, 

lt is i·ecommended that Lot 26, Block l, D. I,. 30, Plan 3030 be offered for S<lle by 
public tender, subject to it being consolidated ~:ith an adjacent lot, and ful'lhar 
that the rcsidac,ce on the lot be d~molished by tha successful bidder prior to the 
lot bein& conveyed. 

3. Re: /cQuisiti.on of Ec::e~'!r.t - Stanley Street Snnitarv Su;,er Prolc,::t. 

An eAser.,ent is required in connaction with tha above seuer proj~::~ 2s follo»s: 

O,.mer - 1:eith Etl~ar Falconc.r and Betty Falconi:r, 7809 Nursery ~treat, SuriHby 1, t.c •. 
Property-Portion of Lots 8 and 39, Block "A", D. L. 87, Group 1, Plan J.l:94, 
Lc,::ation of e2-s~snent - 7809 l~ltrsery Street. 
Cons.id,eratjon .. $1.00 plus restoration of tha ensement ·:trca. 

It is rccor..i,~n<!ed th~t authority b·! granted to ocquir.a the above car.c::,~nt rnd thnt 
the n~1'!ve nnd Clerk ba o1uthorl2od to e~~cutc th~ c!o:um,mts on h::h.:?lf of th:" Corpo-~ ti,:•::. 
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RKi'tOT , !•>(,*/
muu'i c h ’jM. or.'L 
10 November 196/.

Ro.: Demo lit ion of _ Bui 1 d_i n;?s.

The Corporation owns the property located at 4937 Regent Street which is now vacant. 

All the buildings are beyond repair, unsightly and should be demolished.

It is recommended that the Land Agent be authorised to have the buildings demolished.

5. Re.; Civmdviev Motel and Trailer Court.

(*n 30th October, Mr. F. Maczko, Barrister end Solicitor, appeared before Council on 
behalf of the occupants of trailers located in the above mentioned Trailer Court.

The statements made by Mr. Maczko were referred to the Municipal Solicitor and Council 
asked for answers to the following questions:

(a) indicate the course of action that is open to the municipality in respect of 
the allegations that were made concerning the arrangement between the Pacific 
Tbbile Home Company and the owner of the Grandview Motel and Trailer Court 
whereby purchasers of trailers from that Company are provided with a trailer 
space at the Court and then, after moving there, are evicted by the owner of 
the Court.

(b) submit a report on the other aspects of the r:\atter which are of more direct 
concern to the aggrieved trailer owners indicating whether there is any way 
Council can ease their plight.

The following is the opinion of the Municipal Solicitor as requested:

"The first question requests me to indicate the course of action open to Council 
in respect to the allegations made by Mr. Maczko. Before answering this question 
and before Council deals further with the matter, I would suggest that Mr. Maczko 
be asked to submit documented proof of all of his allegations.

X am also asked tc submit a report indicating whether there Is any way Council can 
ease the plight of the tenants who are to be evicted from the trailer court. Unless 
Council wishes to turn a blind eys to its by law, there is nothing it can do. It 
seems to me that from the moment a charge was laid against Mr. Shiskin for violating 
the zoning by-law, he has raised one delay after another. Although the first charge 
was laid, I believe, In July, 1966, it was not until March, 1967, that the case was 
finally concluded and Mr. Shiskin convicted. He thereupon filed an appeal from that 
conviction in the County Court at Mew Westminster and served appeal notices on the 
magistrate and informant and filed affidavits of service in the Court Registry, Since 
April, 1967 nothing has been done to bring the appeal on for hearing and no trans­
cripts have been ordered. It was only after he was charged again with violating the 
zoning by-law that the question of tenants being evicted arose."

6. Re: Hastings - Sperling Area Study.

Resulting from a number of enquiries regarding possible apartment development ira- 
media.tely south of the Hastings-Sperling Commercial area, Council required that a 
Study be made of this area rather than be placed in position of dealing with appli­
cations for rezoning on a piece-meal basis.

The Planning Department has‘now completed its Study of the area and the Report of 
the Planner is submitted for the consideration of Council.

7• Re: Screening Rcciuirer-snts for Auto Wracking and Junk Yards.
The Planner has prepared a further report on this subject, which is submitted here­
with for consideration of Council.
The matter was discussed in Council on 2nd October 1967 with reference to a report 
from the Planner dated 6 September 1967, and the subject was tabled by Council to per­
mit members to view an existing fence, and to permit the Planner to consider alter­
native requirements to those presently provided for in the Zoning By-law.
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'I.ho Corpor'1'tion o\/ns che property loczted :it t,937 Rq;ent Strce:t which is no11 vaca:1t. 

All the bllildini;s are beyond repair, unsii;htly and should be d<irnolishcd. 

· It is rccomm,mcl.:d that tho Land /,gent be authoi:ized to have th<i! buildi.n.;$ dcmoli~hc". 

C-n 30th C'ctober, Nr. F. Maczko, Barrister pnd :"olicitor, appeared before Council on 
behalf of the occupants c:,f trailers located in the ab-~ve mentioned Tr.iiler Court. 

1·he statements made by Hr. M~czko uere referred to the 1-funici.pal _ Solicitor end C~uncil 
&sked for ansuers to the following questions: 

· (a) indicate the course of action that is open to the municipality in respect of 
the allegations thot wera mndc concerning the arrangement batwecn the P::::ific 
1•bbile Home Company ,;,nd the o,mer of the Grandview }:otel and Trai.ler Co .. rt 
whereby purchasers of trailers fro:n that Co:q:my are provided with a tr~iler 
space at the Court and then, after moving there, are evicted by the o,., •• ~r of 
the Court. 

(b) sub:nit a report on the other aspects of the qatter which are of more di.rect 
concern to the aggrieved trailer owners indicating whether there is any "'ay 
Council can ease their plight. 

The following is the opinion of the ~:unicipal Solicitor as requested: 

"The first question requests me to indicate the course of action open to Counci.l 
in respect to the allegations made by l-l'r. Meczko. Before answaring this qucstiou 
and bafore Council c!eals further with the matter, I would suggest thnt Hr. Maczko 
be asked to subrait documented proof of all of his allegations. 

I 
,' 

l am also asked tc s11hralt a report indicating whether there ls any "~Y Council can 
ease the plight of the tenants t,•ho ace to be evicted fr0:,, the trailer court. Unles3 
Council wishes :;:o t 1• 1 rn a blind ey? to its by lQ.w, th~re is nott1ing it can do. It 
scens to me that frori: the mornent a charge wns laid against M,:. Shiskin for violatin;; 
the zo:iing by-lnw, he !,as raised one delay ,:ft.,r another. A! th.;ugi: the first charg? lr., 
,.,as laid, I believe, In July, 1966, it was not until Narch, 1967, that the cas,a wc,s 
finally conclud~d and Mr. Shiskin convicted. He thereupon filed an appanl fro<> th~t 
conviction in the County Court at New 11cstr.iinster and served appeal notices on the 
magistrate and infonnant and filed affic!avits of SC?rvice in the Court Registry. Sincal 
April, 1967 nothing has been d:me to bring the appeal on for hearini; and no tr~1's­
cripts have been orderec!. It was only after he was cha1·ged a3.:iin with violating the 
zoning by-law that the question of tenants being evicted arose." 

6. R0 • Hastin,;,s - Sperl!.nv. Area Study. 

7. 

Rcsultine from a number of enquiries regarding possible apartment devclopci:mt irn­
media.tely south of the Hastings-Sperling Go=.arcial area, Council required that a 
Study be made of this arC?a rather than be placed in positinn c,f dealing with appli­
cations for rezoning on a piece-meal b3sis. 

I 

I The Plauning Depo-ctmant has 'now completed its Study of the area and the Report of 
the Planner is submitted for the consideration of Council. 

r...~: SzteC!i'\i!:."! nc~uir-e:,-entc, fo'!:' A·uto ~-~rc~kin'.'.? and 
Ihe Planner h~s prepar~d a fttrth~r report on this 
"-•ith fer considt:1:ation of Council .. 

Jun!{ Yards. 
sabject, t.:hich is sub!?litter1 ltt:.re- ~; 

The t:1ntter ,ws discussed in Council on 2nd Cctobar 1967 with re1:erance to a n,port 
fro:n the Plar,ner d~tcd 6 Sept,smbcr 1967, and the subject· "3S tabled by Coun::il tc, pc~-
1i1it n~r,i!>c.:S to vict-.1 an e~isting fencC", ancl to p~!udt the· Plunner ta con~irlcr alter­
n~tf,,e r~qui rer-tents to tho:;e p~c5ently pro•r!.Cc:d for in th~ Zoning Ey-la-:,1. 
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RiCtCKT NO. 74, 1967, 
MUNICIPAL Vu\lL\GFit

' 10 November 1567.

Re;• Ornamental Street Lights- Grandview Highway.

Four tenders were received for the above mentioned project end opened on Friday, Novem­
ber 3, in the presence of Messrs. R. J. Constable, J. Hagen, K. F. Williams, cud rep­
resentatives of the firms tendering. A tabulation is attached hereto.

The x:ork to be executed under this contract consists of the complete installation of 
approximately 59 ornamental street standards, including luminaires, lamps, photo cells 
end duct work, and hook-up to B. C. Hydro and Power service .points on the Grandview 
Highway from Smith Avenue to Westminster Avenue and on.Gardner Court from the Grand­
view Highway south to and including cul-de-sac.

It is recommended that the low tender submitted by Norburn Electric Ltd. be accepted.

Re: 1968 Business Tax Assessment Roll.

1963 Business Tax Notices were mailed recently to conform to the procedure initiated 
last year.

Comparative figures for Business Tax are listed in the following table with the data 
for 196S subject to modification by decisions reached by the Local Court of Revision 
to be held on November 29, 1967.

Year Number of Accounts . Gross Business Tax.

1965 1,906 $ 780,150
1966 1,960 820,600
1967 2,022 909,600
1968 2,098 939,600

The amounts shown include Supplementary Roll figures in 1965, 1966 and 1967, but do 
not take into account instances where Business Licence Fees govern.

This tax reflects the level of business activity in the Municipality. It is, there­
fore, of interest to note that the total collectible has increased at a rate of 6*7* 
per year since 1965.

Re: Proposed Broadway Extension to North Road.

Last year your 2-fcinicipal Manager and Engineer met with a delegation from Coquitlam tc 
discuss with them their proposal that Broadway be improved westward from North Road 
and access.provided to Gaglardi Way.

Your officials did not consider the proposal to be practical because of the poiut of 
entry to Gaglardi Way. The point of entry would be on the curve of Gaglardi
Way. This opinion was checked with the Department of Highways and concurred in.

It has been planned for many years now that the approximately 600 feet offset between 
the two sections of Broadway be corrected by S'diagonal road extending from the pro­
jection of Broadway eastward along the alignment of Still Creek Avenue, to tha inter­
section of Como Lake Road and North Road. Extensive acquisitions have been made to 
facilitate this plan.

At this moment it is not possible to determine the actual alignment of Broadway as 
this will have to be governed to a large extent by contour of the land, and to tha 
final degree by the location and geometries of the Broadway Overpass and Interchange 
on Gaglardi Way.

According to information received this week, instructions have been-issued by the 
Department of Highways for a full field survey and design cf the proposed structure. 
This is quite significant as the development of this general area is proceeding at a 
rate which has made it imperative to look at road access into it on both a temporary 
and permanent basis.

To revert t> the problem raised by Coquitlam it would have to be stated that a road 
connection from Gaglardi Way to Como Lake Road could not be conceived to be for "uiT*a!.'

(....... 4)
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Ri~fORT L:O. 7t• t J ~j\,7, 
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Four tenders t.:ere received for the ttbove mentioned project tmd ope.n11<l cin Fr:i cl.:.iy, r:ov.:1.·.­
hi?r 3, in lh'-1 p1·escnce of Messrs. R. J. Constablt:>, J. Hatien, K. 1-'. Hillinrns, =~id rcp-­
rescatatives of the firms Lenderinr,. A tai'>uli:tion is attached hereto. 

'£he i:ork to be executed und,:,r this contract consists of the complete in~tallotion of 
opproximately 59 on1arnental strea:t stand::n:ds, including l..imi.nai1cs, le;;i~s, p~1oto cells 
end duct woYk, and hook-up to· B. c. llyJro ancl Power setvicc :roinls on the Grcn<lvicw 
Highway frou1 Smith !,venue, to l1cstminstcr Ave,1ue aad on_ G3rdner Ccc:rt f.:o,n the Crr.nd­
view llii;hway south to and includiag Clll-de•soc. 

It is i:.,corr."\encled that the low tender subr,,it:ted by Norlmrn F,l.,ctric Ltd. be accepte,I. 

Ra: 1968 B11si.ness Tax Assessment P,~g_,_ 

1968 Business Tax Notices w.:,re mailed recently to confona to the procedure inHiated 
last year, 

Cor.iparative figures for Business Tox are l.iste.d in the following table with the data 
for 196S subj~ct to modification by decir.ions re~ched by the Local Court of Revision 
to be held on November 29, 1967. 

~.E. Number of Accounts . Gross Business Tax. 

1965 1,904 $ 780,150 
1966 1,960 820,l:00 
1967 2,022 909 ,t,OO 
1968 2,098 939,400 

The air.ounts shown include Supplementary Roll figures in 1965, 1966 a:id 1967, but do 
not take into account instances where Business Licence Fees govern. 

This tax reflects the level of business activity in the N•Jnicipality, It is, there-
- fore, of interest to note that the total collectible ho~ ir.creese~ at a rate of 67. 

per year since 1965. 

Re: Proposed Broadway Extension to North Road. 

Last year your Ilunici;,al Manai::er and Engineer met with a delegation from Coi;uitlar:i tc 
discuss with them their proposal that Broadway be ir.1proved w"stward from ~!orth Road 
and access. provided to Gaglardi Way. 

Your officials did not consider the proposal to be practical because of the poiut of 
entry to Ga~lardi Hay. The point of entry would be on the curve of Ga&lardi 
Way. This opinion "as checked with the Departce;ot of llighways and concurred in. 

It has been planned for many years now that the approximately 800 feet offset between 
the two sections of Broadway be corrected by a·diagonal road extencling £rom the pro• 
jection of Broadt1ay eastward along the alignrr.rint of Still Creek Avenue, to th~ inter­
s~ction of CoLr.o Lnl:e Road and North Road. Extensive acquisitions have been mai!e lo 
f_acilitate this plan. 

· At this rr.om~r:t it is not possible to determine the actual alignrr.ent of Broadway as 
this will have to be governed to a lorgc extent by contour of th" lanJ, and tc, the 
final de3!."'e~ b:,, the location and geometrics of the B1·oad•.-1ay Ov~rp~ss and Interchange 
on Goglanli Way. 

According to inforG~ation received this \1Ce!c, instructions have been ·issued by the 
D~:,artr.,~nt of lligh·~ays for a full ffold suivey and d'-"sign cf th" propos-?cl structure. 
"Ibis is q•..1ii:e siznificant as the devclopmer.t of this gc~.cr~l area is procccclin:; a:: a 
rt\te t-!:lich has r..:3d,e it im?erativc to look at :-oad ace~ss into it on both a tc,npor:ary 
a~,d pct'm:,u,:mt biisis. 

To revert t, the probl,er.1 rnised by Coquicl,un it w"ul<! hnve t<> be stnted that a r<>.'.ld 
conncctioa from G:,glardi !fay to C!lrno L3:te Ro3d could not be concciv..?d to he. fc,r i,•H'r':l:-~~ 
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R̂ L'Clu' l.'J. 74, 1 
rumcn-Ar, u 
10 NovcmIh t  1967.

(lce.-n, 10-. ..rc Proposed Broadway extension lo North Pond... .conliuuuJ)

residents though it can be foreseen that Burnaby will have to pay for its construc­
tion. That is not to say that Burnaby would not benefit as such a connection would 
be helpful to students attending Simon Fraser University and it would also provide a 
great deal of relief to Lyndhurst, Noel Drive and Ball Avenue, which arc now being 
used as- a by-pass for North Road to the great discomfort of the people living on ther 
streets.

Rough estimates have been made of the cost of constructing a road from Com.o Lake end 
North Road to Gaglcrdi Way, to an interim standard. Excluding land acquisition the 
estimates vary front $172,000. to $313,000. The variation is dependent upon the 
means used to cross Stoney Creek. For example, a 60" diameter culvert would cost 
$9,000.; a twin culvert would cost $105,000.; and a bridge structure would cost 
$150,000. These alternatives have been examined from the point-of-view of aesthetics 
on the one hand, but more importantly from the point-of-view of effect on the strip 
park system and the need to avoid impedance of pedestrian and equestrian traffic, 
single culvert would block such traffic; a twin-culvert or a bridge could acccr..mcdate 
it. Between the twin-culvert and a bridge structure there are the matters of accep­
tability and expense.

Your Municipal Manager will continue his contact with the Department of Highv?sys con­
cerning the Overpass and Interchange but he has gone about as far as is reasonable 
concerning the Gaglardi Way - North Road connection without receiving advice from 
Council.

During a visit to Victoria on 9 November 1967, the subject of the Broadway Inter­
change was discussed with Mr. Miard and it was ascertained that the Department of 
Highway studies have advanced to the point that it should be possible for the Depart­
ment to indicate the optimum location of the Interchange within a period of two 
months. This would enable completion of the road design and more accurate estimating 
of construction costs.

11. P.o: Estimates.

Submitted herewith for your approval is the temicipal Engineer’s report covering 
estimates of work in the total amount of $50,500.
It is recommended the estimates be approved.

12. Submitted herewith for your approval is the Municipal Treasurer’s report covering 
expenditures for the period ended 29 October 1967 in the total amount of $2,275,300.

It is recommended the expenditures be approved as submitted.

13. Submitted herewith for your information is the report of the Chief Building Inspector 
covering the operations of his Department for the period 9 October to 3 November,19C7.

14. Submitted herewith for your information is the report of the Chief Licence Inspector 
covering the operations of his Department for the period - October, 1967.

HB: eb

Respectfully submitted,

H. W. Balfcul, 
MUNICIPAL MANAGER.
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(lta:n 10-.... re PrC'~osed nroad·.-:ay extension Lu ?~orl:l& FoaJ .••• contiuu,.;J) 

rt)sidcnts ~houch it can be foret.ecn that tu1·ne,l,y uill have to pay for ics constrc.-:­
tion. 1'h,,t is not to sny that Burnaby would not benefit ns such a conn~ction ,:c,1,ld 
be l1clpful to studc~ts cttending Sireon Fraser Univcrzity and it would also provide o 

great dcr.l of r.::lief to Lyn~hurst, Noel DLfvc and Dell Av~nue, ,-:hich tll"C now b~in~ f, 
used ns- ,: by•;:>3ss for North Road to the great discor.1fort of the people l ivin,; on thcr 
streets. • 

Rougi1 cstir.,.E\tcs have been r.1ode of the cost of consl:ructini a roacl fi:om Co:r.o Li,!;e .:ud 
North Road to Ga3lcrcli. \·lay, to all interim standard, Excluaing land acriui~itioa tCJ'-' 
estir,ates vary fro::n $172,000, to $313,000, The vadation is depcndcllt upon thG 
rneE.nS used to cross S~on.ey Creek. For example, a 60'' diameter culvert \.I01.1ld co3t, 
$9,000,; a t1:in culvE:rl would cost $105,000,; and a b1·id:;;e structure 1:cmld co~t 
$150,000, 'l'hese altcrnztivcs hr.vc bi~n e,:ar.,ined from the point-of-vies, of. ae3thotics 

· on the on~ hand, but r,.are im?ortantly from the point-of-viev of effe~t on the strip 
park system and the need to avoid impcdence c.,f pi!destrion 2nd eque5t1·i2n traffic. 
sincle cclvcrt ~:ould block such trnfJ:ic; a twin-culvert or a bridge cou1d acccr,.:-:!C1~te 
i.t. Betwc~n the twin-culvc1·t and a brid3e st1·ucture there are the m~tt;31.•s of 2ccap--

· tability and expense, 

Your l·'.:..micip,:l l-!onager will continue his cor,tact 1-lith the D~part:n:>nt or Highways con­
cen1ing the Overpass and lr.terchanse but h<? has go11e about as far as is rc.1sonablc, 
concerniTI3 the Gaglardi Hay - North Road connectio1\ without receiving advice frC\;;1 
c,:a:ncil. 

During a visit to Victoria on 9 Novemb,~r 1967, the subject of the Broad·.-:ay lnter­
ch2n3,e: was discussed "ith ?-;r. Hiard and it w~s ascertained that the D~partml?nL c,f 
Highway studies have advanced to the poinC that it should be possible for the D~psrt­
ment to indicate the optimum location of the lnterchan~e '1ithin II period of t.:o 
n;onths, This ,muld enable com;:,letion of the road design and more accuratG estic,ating 
of construction costs. 

11, P.e: Esti~~tcs. 

S,ibmitted h~rewith fol' yo·~r ap,>roval is the ~~nicipal Engineer's report coverini; 
estimat:es of ~10r'.< h, th" lot.:l arr.ot•nt of $50,500, 
It is recomme:\dec1 th3 estii,1a1..es b~ app1·ovcd. 

12, Sub:nitted hereuith for y,)1.n: ar,provol is the l-'.1.1ro.icipal Treasurer's report coverin:; 
expendit:ures for the period ended 29 O::tober 1967 in the total ar.,ount of $2,275,300. 

It is recom:oended the e:q,enditures be e;,provcd as sub:nitted. 

13, S':Jbmitted het:'euith for your infor.,ation is the report of the Chief Buildin3 l!tspc..:to.:­
coverin;; the operations of his Department for the period 9 C'ctober to 3 ~!ovcn-,ber,19(,7, 

14, Sl!bo,ittec! herewith for your informotion is the reJ.'Ort of the· Chief Licence lns;,cctor 
covering the operations of his Departta~nt for the period - October, 1967, 

Respectfully s~b~itted, 

¾&r 
H. H, }:..:,~ tCUi. J 
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rxi-.rour 1:0. 74 , 19 r>v 
municipal >:\:;vh5ii 
3 3 November 1067.

15. Re: Lane between Francis and Georgia Streets, 
from Delta to Springer Avenues.__________

On 2nd October Council authorized negotiations to acquire portions of properties' to
complete the above mentioned lane right-of-way.

^ The following acquisitions have been negotiated'for the considerations indicated:

(a) the south ten feet of the of Lot 5, Block of the W 3/4 D.L.127, Group 1,
Plan 1254. Consideration is $ 46.00 which includes §45.00 for the loss of ea 
old fence.

(b) The South ten feet of the of Lot 5, Block "H", W 3/4 D.L.127, Group 1, rian 
1254, Consideration is $1.00.

(c) The south len feet of the E-i of Lot 6, Block nH", W 3/4 D.L. 127, Group 1, Plan 
1254. Consideration is §100.00 which includes compensation for the loss of s:i 
old shed. An additional §10.00 is also payable if two pear trees and two small 
shrubs are destroyed during construction.

It is 'recommended that the portions of property referred to above be acquired and
that the Reeve and Clerk be authorized to sign the necessary documents.

16. Re: Rezoning Applications.

Submitted herewith for your consideration are two reports submitted by the Municipal 
Planner as follows:

(a) Polish Veterans' Association - D. L. 175NH 1/4.

(b) Intensive Care Unit for Central City Mission, Hillingdon Avenue.

17.- Re: 6029 Texaco Drive.

On November 6th, Council directed the Chief Building Inspector, Chief Public Health 
Inspector and Fire Prevention Officer to have the dwelling located at the above ad­
dress inspected.

. Inspections have been carried out. The tenants vacated the property over the week­
end of November llth-12th. The owner has assured representatives of the Corpora­
tion that the premises will remain vacant until necessary repairs have been carried 
cut.

FJ:eb

Respectfully submitted,

E. A. Fountain,
ASSISTANT MUNICIPAL VXteGz'X
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J.i!J~'ilClP~\L i':.•-.:~-V~ ~R 
13 !-!ov'3rnbc2.· 1057. 

r.c: L:me b:::tu..:cn Franc{s rmd Gaorgin Streets, 
_ ~ro:n l~el~prin~or :•,venu~s. 

On 2nd October Council authorized nar,otiations ,t:o acquire pot·tion5 0£ vroitcrlii::n· Lo 
co,,,plete the above mentioned lane riglrt-of-wny, 

The followi.n~ acquisitl.onn hove been nci:;otiatccl ·for the con$id,1rctions ind:'.cr,te-:: 

(n) the soc•q, ten feet of the 1:\ of Lot 5, Ill.eek "H", of the W 3/t, D, L. l?.7, Croup l, 
Plan 1254, Conside1·ation is $ t,6.00 which focll1clcs $!15,00 for th~ loss of tn 
old fence, 

(b) The South ten feat of tha E-'s of Lot 5, Block "H", W 3/t, D,L,127, Group l, rlan 
1254, Consideration is $1.0~. 

(c) The south Len feet of the i'); of Lot 6, Block "H", W 3/t, D,L. 127, Group l, Plc<, 
1254; Consideration is $100.00 ,;hich includes com;,cmsation for the loss of c.n 
old shed. An addition~l $10.00 is also pny~c,la if t,10 penr trees end ti:o smoll 
shrubs £re destroyed durin~ constn:ction, 

It is ·reco,.sT.!nded that the portions of property i:efcrred to above be· acquired and 
th.et the Rcave and Clerk be authorized to sign the necessary documents, 

Submitted herewith for your consideration ere t«o reports submitted by the Nun:i.cipel 
Flanner as fol.lows: 

(a) Polish Veterans I Association - D. L. 175N'.•1 1/4. 

(b) lntensi.vc Care Unit fo·r Ce11tral City Mission, Willin,:<lon /,ve,~ue, 

On No\·er..:>er 6th, Council directed the Chief Dc•.ilding Inspector, Chief Public f:e.a1t:1 
Inspector tnd Fire Prevention Officer to have the dwelling located at the above ad­
dress ins1>,;cted. 

r:Ons I 

)0, i In~pections have been car~lcd .:.,ut. The tenants vacate<.! the pro;,ai:ty over the uec,k­
end of November 11th-12th. The owr..er has assured rei')t·esentGtivzs of tha CoL1>ora­
tion that the premises will remain vacant until necessary repairs hav~ be~n carri.ad 
out. 

Respectfully subraitted, 

E, A. Fount,:in, 
'.F.F:c.b ASSISTA,;T NUNIGIP.',L l'.\i,,~GS1. 
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