THE CORPORATLON OF THE DISTIRICT OF BURNABY

1 September 1967,

REPORT NO. 55, 1967.

His Worship, the Reeve,

cnd lembers of the Council,.

‘P Gentlemen:

Your Manager reports as follows:

Re: Accelerated Sewer Constiuction Program - 1964-1967.

With the completion of the Oakalla Sewer Project in June of 1967 the accelerated
sewer construction program accepted in 19¢4 has been completed. Associated Engin-
eering Services Ltd. was commissioned to do the englneering on this speciel pro-
gram.

Preliminary estimating for the p=ogram was based on anticipated "cost-per-acre" at
thet time. Construction costs by contract reached a pesk in 1966 and through the
program the average cost per foot ranged from as low as $8.51 per foot on the
South Slope IV Contract (which was the first one in a series of 18 projects) to

as high as $14.40 per foot for the Oakalla Areca.

The original estimates totalled $5,965,000. and the total finsl cost is $7,109.098.
- an increase of $1,144,058. over the acreage calculation. As there are three

work orders still open, this figure will likely increase slightly. This increase

in ectual over estimated costs does not take any account of winter works vecovery
or btenefits obtained through use of the Municipal Delelopment Loan Act, though these
two features were largely responsible for the decisien to accelevate the program in
the manner in which it was done.

The initial agreement with Associated Engineering Services Ltd. provided that the
fee for Enginecering Design should be basec¢ on per diem rates, the total cost of
which should not exceed the minimum percentage fee (Curve 'A') as | set forth in
the Schedule of Minimum Fees published by the Association of Professional Engineers
of B. C., and this figure was confirmed by letter at 3.66%Z. Design costs were
based on a program of $5,608,411,00 and on thisbasis the actual perceantage paid to
Associated Engineering Services Ltd. works out to 3,71%, or .05% in excess of the
minjaum curve figure.

The reasons for the small percentage increase, which represents $2,800.00 in cost,
are quite valid and include, for example, the break-cowm of the Royal Oak/Douglas
Road Arca from a single project into two projects by re-design because the prices
received on the single contract were too high., 1lhere was a significant decrease in
cost when the project was divided. Another factor was the supply of detailed draw-
ings of easements, and this element of the werk, for which there was no indication
of quantity in 19€4, turaned out to be a large undertaking involving approximately
1000 drawings.

Under these conditions it is unreelistic to consider any further increase in unfi-
nanced works at this time., While the amount respecting the Sewer Utility is
rel:ctively modest, it must be looked at in conjunction with the temporary financing
of Local Improvement works which will represeat somz $2,000,000. by the year and if
construction works proceed as planned, of which $1,000,000. must be by General
Purd.

In round figures, when present commitments asre taken into consideration, the Utilicy
will have $1,500,000. for futurc programs.

Of the areas previously reported to Council for consideration these have not yet been

approved: Project #2 - 19th Street - $ 49,00,
#3 - Deer Lake - 7,500,
#6 - Hillview - 36,000,
#7. - Copley #3 - 220,000,
#8 - Aubrey Street - 190,000.
£9 - 4700 Block Cambridge- __286,000. $ 515,500.
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Completion of the above would leave $1,000,0600, for a further program.
1
i
Since the programs embarked upon to date have all been designed to provide the
greatest number of services consistent with cost, it follows that generally speaking i
the arcas which would not be served are those which are more sparsely settled, and ita
in which the subdivision pattern {s only now starting to evolve to any exteant. It
would therefore seem logical to examine the possibilities of providing the necessary ) The
“spine" sewer into those aveas to encourage subdivision and to make it possible for . B
these new subdivisions to be sewered. | :;
#ith the concurrvence of Council this approach will be taken. This in itself will ‘
mean expeanse’ for Design but this should be accepted in the interests of having pro- It
jects designed for the time when it is appropriate again to embark on a construc- frc
tion program. : gt
at
Council .may be assured that closec attention is being paid to any reasonable possi- it
bility of permanent financing. 6r:
. 1o’
pet
st
There is only one additional project now in hand and that is the Stanley #4 Project i T
at an estimated cost of $140,000.00. This is being designed by the Engineering De- el
partment, and it will soon be ready to go to tender. g an
K -
Of the "ready-use" fund of $125,000. established by Council earlier this year therc 00
is a balance of only approximately $20,000. to meet demands for sewer extensions ! ve
for new subdivisions justifying such extensions. This amount might prove adequate, i
depending upon the demands on it. ] S ¥
The projected balance of temporary financing at the year-end is now $403,000. com- : [—
pared with the $360,000, predicted in the Report received by Council in June, 1967. i ¢
'— t
There has been no improvement in the bond market for municipal debentures. Even prime : o
credits are rated at about 7 1/4%, if buyers can be found and there is absolutely mo ° &
fndication of improvement. It is reported in newspapers that rhe City of Vancouver .
will explore the U.S. Market with a coupon rate of 6 1/27% to 6 5/8%. : o
4 ?
2. Re: Street Lights. :
Submitted herewith is the Municipal Engineer's report covering requests received i
for street lights. .
It 1s recommended the installations be approved. J
f
3. Re: Estimates.
Submitted herewith is the Municipel Engincer's report covering estimates of work
in the total amount of $134,300, @
set
It is recormended the estimates be approved as submitted.
Respactfully submitted, X
e h
—= i
H. W. Balfour, - |
aB:eb : MUNICIPAL MANLGER.
. ef
cche. ) I
h
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4. Re: Sanitary Sewer Service -
Lot 9, Block 44, D, L. 122/3/4, Plan 1543,
1221 Delta fAvenue.

l“B( This lot is on the south-west comer of Fairlawn and Delta. It is not served by san~
: itary sewer in the Brentwood area because of the natural topography.

ary The new owner of the property apparently purchased it with the intention of building
ot ) a house on it and subsequently discovered, »pon making an enquiry, that the property

is not served by sanitary sewer. He apparently complained to His Worship, the Reeve,
| who directed that a report be made.

= It is possible to serve Lot 9 by means of a long connection which would c¢ross the
frout portion of the next lot to the west, Lot 15. The owner of Lot 15 would have to
agree to an easement to contailn the connection. There is a twin stone retaining wall
at Lot 15 and an estimate has been provided of $1,500.00 to install the connection if
- it is possible to tunnel under the twin vetaining wall without damage to it. The
Greater Vancouver Sewer District is reluctant to extend the Glenbrook Area to include
Lot 9 because of existing capacity deficiency in rainy seasons and would only grant
permission on condition ttat Lot 9 redirect its connection to Delta when sewer con-
struction proceeds on Delta.

ot ! There is an altemative method to serve Lot 9 and that is to extend the sanitary

e~ i sewer from Westlawn to Fairlawn on Delta at an estimated cost of $2,750.00. It is
anticipated that this will have to be done in 1968 before Stage II of the Local Im-
provement Programme is carried out. This extension would also serve two properties
i on the north side of Fairlawn by an extension into the lane between Falrlawn and
Westlawn,

5. Re: Rosewood - Wedgewood Lane,
6th Street to Grandview-Douglas Highway.

Council directed that an examination be made of the practicability of constructicn
of a portion of this lane utilizing existing allowance or widening not incconform-

rive [j
! ance with the original alignment.

no

This problem was re-checked in the field by Mr, Olsom, Mr. Kennedy and Mr. Walters
of the Engineering Department. The unanimous decision was that because of drainage
problems which would be created it is impractical to czonsider comstruction of only
a portion of this lane.

There is no effective compromise based on partial counstruction.

Respectfully submitted,

,../‘O E e B

H. W. Balfour,
MUNICIPAL MANAGER.

dB:eb
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