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RE: S U B D I V I S I O N  0?  D.L. 12S, sj of B l o c k  99,. Pla n  1492
S U B D I V I S I O N  R E F E R E N C E  # 1 1 9 / 6 6  (Delaere)_______________

On  June 10th, 1966, Pre l i m i n a r y  A p p r o v a l  was g r a n t e d  to a sub d i v i s i o n  
c r e a t i n g  two lots f r o m  the a bove p r o p e r t y  s ubject to the d e d i c a t i o n  and 
c o n s t r u c t i o n  ox a lane at an e s t i m a t e d  cost of $924.00,

T h e  a u t h o r i t y  to r e q u i r e  s u c h  d e d i c a t i o n  and c o n s t r u c t i o n  is v e s t e d  in 
the A p p r o v i n g  Of f i c e r  u n d e r  p r o v i s i o n s  of the Mu n i c i p a l  a n d  Regi s t r y  
A c t s  as follows:

S e c t i o n  S3 of the L a n d  R e g i s t r y  Act sta t e s  that "All subdiv i s i o n s  shall 
c o m p l y  w i t h  the f o l l o w i n g  r e q u i r e m e n t s  in a d d i t i o n  to all o ther r e q u i r e 
m e n t s  c o n t a i n e d  in thi s  part -

(c) S u i t a b l e  lanes s h a l l  b e  p r o v i d e d  in c o n t i n u a t i o n  of
e x i s t i n g  lanes and in e very ca s e  w h e r e  lanes are c o n 
s i d e r e d  n e c e s s a r y  by the A p p r o v i n g  Off i c e r . "

Se c t i o n  7 1 1  (1) o f  the M u n i c i p a l  A c t  r e q u i r e s  that "lanes" w i t h i n  a 
s u b d i v i s i o n  b e  cleared, drain ed and s u r f a c e d  to a p r e s c r i b e d  standard.

T h e  p a r t i c u l a r  lot b e i n g  s u b d i v i d e d  was c r e a t e d  in 1944 b y  the sub d i v i s i o n  
of 3 I o c k  99 into a n orth and s o u t h  half. No  f u rther s u b d i v i s i o n  of the 
Si of Lot 39 had t aken p l a c e  s i n c e  1944 u n t i l  the p r e s e n t  s u b d i v i s i o n  was 
appr o v e d  in 1933.

D u r i n g  this 22 yea r  period, however, s u b d i v i s i o n  of adjacent prope r t i e s  
had c r e a t e d  Grant Street and the lane b e t w e e n  Grant Street and Winch 
S t r e e t .

Ir. o rder to p r o p e r l y  locate the lane th e r e f o r e  and in fact in o r d e r  to 
comp l y  w i t h  S e ction C6 of the Lan d  R e g i s t r y  Act, t here was no alternative 
nor has there ever bee n  any a l t e r n a t i v e  but to cont i n u e  the lane on  its 
p r e s e n t  al i g n m e n t  th r o u g h  to Fell Avenue.

T h e  r e q u i r e d  lane cost of $ 9 2 4 . 0 0  was r e c e i v e d  o n  June 24th, 1966 and the 
p l a n  d e d i c a t i n g  t h e  lane and c r e a t i n g  the two lots was a p p r o v e d  w i t h  the. 
full k n o w l e d g e  of Mr. D e l a e r e  o n  June 24th, 1966. It was not u ntil 
September 26th, 1966 that a letter was r e c e i v e d  f r o m  Mr. D e l a e r e  ob j e c t i n g  
t o * t h e  s u b d i v i s i o n  r equirements.

In conclusion, this s u b d i v i s i o n  has b e e n  dealt w i t h  prop e r l y  in c o n f o r 
m a n c e  w i t h  our n o r m a l  p r o c e d u r e s  and as p e r m i t t e d  by s u b d i v i s i o n  l e g i s 
lation; and as s t a t e d  in my  m e m o  of O c tober 26th, 1966, t h e r e  is no r e a s o n 
why the C o r p o r a t i o n  s h o u l d  pay the r e q u i r e d  s e r v i c i n g  cost of $924.00, 
a l ready submitted, as a r e q u i r e m e n t  of a s u b d i v i s i o n  a p p r o v e d  in June,
1S6S.

A . l  . Parr 
A P P R O V I N G  OF F I C E R
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;~r .•.. W. Balfour 
:.~u~ici:_Jal :;~ana~ei· 

Planning Department 
May 12, 1967 

!l:S: SuB):::V::: sro:; OF D. L. 129, s½ of Block 99 ,· Plan 1492 
SV"B:0:V:SIO"f REF::::ctENC:E #119/66 {Delaere) 

On ~une 10th, 1966, Preliminary Approval was granted to a subdivision 
c:..·aai:ir,;; two lots from the above property subject to the dec!ication and 
construc·~:i..on of a lane at an estimated cost_ of $924.00. 

~~e au~~ority to require such dedication and construction is vested in 
the Ap~rcving OZficer under provisions of the Municipal and Registry 
Acts ~s ~allows: 

Sec'!::.cn SS of the Land Registry /,ct states that "All subdivisions shall 
cc:nply V!:'..·~h the following 1·equirements in addition to all other requi:.e
filen~s contained in this part -

{c) S~it~ble lanes shall be provided in continuation cf 
e:-:isting lanes a11d in every case where lanes are con
sidered necessary by the Approving Officer." 

S3ction 7:;_:;_ {1) of the !r.unicipal Act i·equires that "lanes" within a 
su~divisic~ ~e cleared,croin ad and surfaced to a prescribed s~andard. 

~he ,zriicular lot being subdivided was created in 1944 by the subdivision 
of Block 99 into a north and south half. No further subdivision of the 
S} of Let 99 hnd taken place since 1944 until the present subdivision was 
~,J~oved ~n 1963. 

Du:::-ina this 22 year period, however, subdivision of adjacent properties 
hal crea"ed Grant Street and the lane between Grant Street and Winch 
St:.:ee"t, 

:n order ·.:o properly lociite the lane therefore and in fact in order to 
co~p:y with Section 36 of the Land Registry ~ct, there was no alternative ,,o,: has t:-:.ere ever been any altern::..tive bu. to continue the lane on its 
p:. .. esant align:aent through to Fell Avenue. 

~he re(uired lane cost of $924.00 was received on June 24th, 1966 and t~e 
pl~n dedicating the la11e and creating the two lots was approved with the. 
f-.:.11 l:1:owleclie of J.lr. Delaere on June 24th, 1966. It was not until 
.S:Jp',;cmb;J:::- 25th, 1966 that a letter was received from l.:r. Delaere objecting 
to the su0ciivision requirements. · 

In conclu~io~, this subdivision has been dealt with properly in confor
r,1r.:-.ce wi t:1 our normal procedures and as pei•mi tted by subdivision legis-
1::.•.:ion; :..;1d l.s stnted in my memo of October 26th, 1966, the:-e is no reason 
w::y the Corporation should pay the required servicing cost of $92~.00, 
~lready submitted, as a requirement of a subdivision approved in June, 
1965. 

~Vv/ 
A. L. Parr 
APPROVING OFFICER 
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