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THE CORPORATION OF THE DISTRICT OF BURNABY 

May 22. 1970. 

MANAGER'S REPORT NO. 35, 1970. 

His Worship, the Mayor, 
and Members of the Council. 

Gentlemen: 

1. 

Your Manager reports as follows: 

Re: Report on attendance of Chief Building Inspector 
at Canadian Building Official's Conference. 

Attached is the Report submitted by Mr. Jones on the Conference of the 
Canadian Building Official's Conference in Ottawa. 

2. Re: Lot 120, D.L. 85, Pl. 32980 

3. 

S183 Canada Way. _____ _ 

The Corporation obtained an easement over the west 101 of Lot 120, D.L. 85, 
Pl. 32930, in 1968 for servicing purposes when the property was subdivided. 

Prior to the servicing being constructed. adjacent property to the west 
was subdivided and an easement was obtained over Lot 126 in this new sub
division to contain services of benefit to both subdivisions. No services 
were placed in the easement on Lot 120. 

The easement on Lot 120 is therefore not now needed by the Corporation and 
should be released. The owner of Lot 120 has requested this. 

It is reco111Dended that approval be granted to release the easement over 
the west 10 1 of Lot 120, D.L. 8S, Pl. 32900. 

Canadian Welfare Council and Board of Governors 
and Canadian Confere_n£_e _ _?lt._Social Welfare_. _____ _ 

The annual meeting of the Boar~ of Governors of the Canadian Welfare 
Counci1, and bienniel Canadian Conference on Social Welfare is to be held 
in conjunction with one another June 1S to 19 in Toronto. 

Mr. Coughlin 1 s first priority for attendance is as a Western represent
ative to the Board oZ Governors of the Canadian Welfare Council at which 
time the reorganization and By-Laws of the Council will be finalized. 

The Canadian Conference of Social Welfare is a professional services con
ference involving the following: 

(a) Income security and work opportunities programs 
(b) Social service programs and delivery 
(c) Law and its administrative process 
(d) What people can do themselves 
(e) A changing neighbourhood and need of its residents 
(f) Support services to youth on the move 
(g) Humanizing the high-rise c:ommunity 

The papers and discussion leaders are of top international calibre and 
observance of the above reveals topics relevant to our times. 

Approximate cost is $500.00. 

It is recommended that Hr. Coughlin be given approval to attend. 

Continued - -
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4. Re: Burnaby Tcmpcrary Borrowin3 Bylaw 1970. 
Bylaw No. 5575. 

This Byla·.11 was in t..'1.e amount of $3,000.000 \ihich was the Corporation I s 
predicted need based on normal c~pcctations. 

$2.400. 000 has already been bcrro~·:cd. 

Tax bills for 1970 have been m=i:ed and F&yments are being received. Any 
difficulty with the l!'..'.'.;.i:!. scrvi.ce cc-:.•.lcl disrupt this flow of payments and 
it is now anticipated that necessc.r:t borrowings may well exceed $3. 000. 000. 

Arrangements have been completed with the Royal Bank to have the credit 
increased to $4.COO,OOO~ 

The Municipal Solicftor has prepared the necessary Bylaw to amend Bylaw 
No. 5675 and it is recomm~::idcd it be poased .. 

5. Re: l-!1.1nicipal Finnnce Authority o-F British Columbia. 

11The object of the authority is to provide financing of water. sewer, and 
pollution control and abatement fc.cilities £or regional districts and for 
their member municipalities by the issue of its debentures, or other 
evidence of indebtedness, and lendin3 the proceeds therefrom to the 
regional district en whose request the financing is undertaken." (Sec. 
4(1) Municipal Finance Author.ity of British Columbia Act). 

"E~:cept with t!~e !!pproval of the Lieutenant-Governor in Council, the 
authority mny finance only those water, sewer, pollution control, and 
abateoent facilitios for which a loan authorization by-law was adopted 
after t.'le thirty-first C:.ay of Harell. 1970". (Sec. 4(2)). 

"The council of a r.:::.nic~.palit:r r:.-.y, no·:: later than the second day of July, 
1970, nctify the Inspentor oi; H-:.•-::icir,nlitico, in l'1riting, that the 
municip.::.li.L-y do~s not int:c::id to fir:~1,1-.::c :U:o ·wat"!r, sewer, and pollution 
control and abateco".'lt fc.c:i.li!:~.-::B t::1r ,-.-::;h t'h':! -·.lt:hority, and in that event 
the municipality is not cl:i.~ible to fj_::u:.,~ce the works either through the 
authority or t:'lc recicnal d:!.o!:::::'.ct , f ~~:~.!.ch it is a member." (Sec. 21). 

On 24 April l!:'63, tl:1c r..c3:i.cn.::.::. :"io·'.:: ·ic t o::: Fraser Durrard (Greater Van
couver Re3icn:1l District) in•,:i.t:crl n ·x;:i.:-.t:, to indicate whether or not she 
was interested in having ~:he Di:,tr:.:.c.:; :'::l.nar:ce municipal projects. On 
9 May 1963, Cr.--.:nci:!. in<licntcd .:::ccc;,.:ur::::e of the principal of financing 
through the district and h:!-::: sir.cc:. ·::,or::-o:;cd ~2,l~46,440 and has requested 
a further $1, 9(,0, COO, of l•,hich $7CC, 000 is fo:i:- sanitary sewers. 

nurnaby I s indicated borrc:-1ing req-:..~:i rc~:::nts :i:or sewer, water and pollui:ion 
control, as shewn in its Capital Ir.p:::oveuient Program 1970-1975 are: 

1S70 $ ,2:.., 683 
1971 255,C00 
1972 125,000 
1973 ir, ), 000 
1974 l )tl• 000 
1975 _...1 JC·. 000 

,.. 
1-.L~···] ~ .. (;C~ ~ 

The Procram colls :i:or a f~:,:t!H~r ,xpenditure over six years of a total of 
$2,300,000 for :;:=,n~_tary and stor n sc:-1er connections and storm sewers to be 
.i:inanced by gencr.-11 rcvt>nuc of I he crunicipality. Also, street improvement 
prt.,6 rc.ms to be finonceci u,; ::t.oc,c2·. io p:::ovcmcnts cont.ain storm sewers as 
inte3ral part:: thereof. ::r:n t:1;; c r:.· t: of continued refusal by the Inspector 

Continued - -
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s. _R_e: Municipal Financ;_~_Au_thority of British_ .Col~mbia. (Contd.) 

of Municipalities to authorize borrowings £or Parks and Libraries, and 
perhaps local improvements, it may become necessary to finance storm sewers 
together with storm and sanitary connections by borrowing, and free budget 
money for other purposes, and in the case of local improvements, get on 
with the drainage portions of the works. 

Vancouver City has exercised its rights under Section 21 and has opted out. 
Obviously, it considers there are no advantages to the City of financing 
through the authority. Nevertheless, Burnaby cannot take this point of 
view. It has accepted the principle of financing through the Regional 
District, and with the advent of the Finance Authority. will no longer be 
able to secure financing for sewers, water and pollution control projects 
through the District. If it opts out, it must secure financing for these 
projects on its own authority. and with the passage of time Burnaby, as a 
credit, is likely to become less and less attractive to the buyers. Why 
should they buy a Burnaby when they can buy a Greater Vancouver. Regional 
District jointly and severally guaranteed by all members of the District, 
and for sewer, water and pollution control purposes,, they can buy a 
Municipal Finance Authority. jointly and severally (in practice) guaranteed 
by the taxation on all taxable real estate in the Province, including the 
City of Vancouver. 

Furthermore, the Province, in its wisdom, has oet up the Authority for the 
purpose of assisting the smaller communities in the Province in their 
financing problems. They are not likely to look kindly at Burnaby if she 
does not help them carry out their task. 

It is recommended that Council take no action pursuant to Section 21. 

Currently. Burnaby has before the District a request for $700. 000 in 
financing for sewers. Dy-law No. 5634 to authorize the borrowing was 
passed 12 January 1970. Whether or not this by-law must be repealed and 
passed in another form remains to be seen. 

The loan authorization by-law involved (1-Yo. 491::!) was passed 30 May 1966. 
and the borrowing of a portion thereof ($700.000) is not currently within 
the power of the Finance Authority. However. if the Municipality does not 
opt out. it has no other way of securing this money than by application to 
the Regional District. The Regional District must then apply to the 
Authority, and the Authority must apply to the Lieutenant-Governor in 
Council for authority to proceed. Ho doubt, there are many other municipal
ities currently in this position. 

6. c.ll.R. Land Exchange and Si:reet Alignment 
H_i_l_lingdon Overpas13 __ aJ!_d _ _£;_.N. Tunnel Pro jecs_._ 

Consent of this Municipality to the C.N. Tunnel project was contingent, 
among other things. upon a meaningful new road attern being provided to 
replace the previous road pattern. 

The new road pattern also considered the construction of the Willingdon 
Overpass and its effec~ on the road pattern. 

All of the above have been achieved on the ground but much paper work re• 
,aa.ined uncompleted. For some time now Planning has been working with the 
C.cl.R. to complete details of the original agreements on t:he exchange of 
lands and re-alignment oi: streets related to the tunnel and the overpass. 

One of the final steps involved is the re,.\oval of some of the existing 
road allowances and the creation of others. It h~s been agreed that this 
will be done in two parts: 

Continued - -
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6. C.H.R. Land Exchange and Street: Alignment -
Wil].ingdon Overpass ~n_d_ C.H. Tunnel Projec_t.!. (Cont:d.) 

(a) Street Excha_n~ 

A new road is to be created along t:he 1-lort:h side of the tunnel 
Right-of-Way. 'this road will replace the former Alaska Street:. 
The new road is already constructed and what is now required is 
the passage of a Street Exchange Bylaw which will exchange the new 
allowance outlined in red for the rodundant allowances outlined in 
e,reen and brown. (See attached sketch.) Counc :1.1 authority to 
introduce such a Bylaw is requested. 

(b) Plans Cancellation 

All of t:he redundant: allowances lying West of the new road and its 
continuation on Rosser Avenue are to be acquired by the C.N.R. 
through their own efforts. This will be done under t:he Plans 
Cancellation Act. 

It is reco111111ended that Council grant authority to introduce a street 
exchange Bylaw as described above. 

7. Re: Proposed Road Abandonment 
Smith Avenue - _J'.ly_rJ:_!~ Street to St:ill ___ C_!'eek Avenue. 

A request was recently received from Jackson Scaffolding, the owners on 
t:he West side of the above allowance. t:hat the Corporation consider 
abandoning this piece of road. The applicant has discussed t:his pro
position with the owner to the East and the Corporation is given to under
stand t:hat: he is in agreement wit:h this action. 

Planning has examined the request and is prepared to recommend t:hat the 
allowance be closed. abandoned, and sold to the adjacent owners. It 
would be necessary to make provision for t:he B.C. Hydro and Gas instal
lations in t:he allowances. This is now being examined. 

Authority is requested to introduce a Road Closing Bylaw. Once the 
pet:it:f.on is granted and the land vests with the Corporation, sale to the 
adjacent owners can then be considered. 

C. r:.e: Lane Paving - i-.!.l.!..11.i_c.J.pal overtime. 

Council questioned Overtime work on weekends respec t:ing the Initiative Lane 
Paving Program. 

The contract for this program calls for completion of the work by 31st 
July, 1970, in order chiefly. to get the black-top down as dust: prevent
ative measure. 

In order to get ahead of the Contractor for such work as is required by 
Municipal forces. the Engineer arranged for his crews to work one Saturday. 
It was never intended that .Eurt:her overtime l-1ork be done for preparation 
purposes. Instructions to this effect were issued and re-confirmed. 

If the Contractor works hours other than nor,nal municipal hours it is 
necessary that the Engineer provide inspection service and any other 
particular service which laay become necessary. 

Continued - -
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9. Re: Water Supply - Deer Lake Drive 

\iv' 
!I_ ✓ 

Letter from Urs. Willia_m~s __ • __ _ 

A letter from Mrs. Williams protesting the water supply to property was 
received by Council 19th Hay, 1970, and was tabled for a report from the 
Engineer. 

Burnaby's Water Superintendent had previously been in touch several times 
with Mrs. Williams in an attempt to gather information necessary for a 
decision as to what action might be indicated by the Corporation. Mrs. 
Williams apparently chose to write to Council rather than answer Mr. 
Francis• enquiries. 

Full information has now been obtained and any necessary corrective action 
has been ordered. #I' 

/.': 
'.P ~ '!he circumstanc4s of this problem, briefly, are that Mrs. Williams was 

~
¥ ){. indirectly affected by the Subdivision Water Servicing. The Williams 
• ./ .. property, along with two others, was served by a long 3/4" galvanized 
cJb ~ ~ connection from Haszard Street. '!here were many such "jury" services in 
:r r/ liurnaby at one time. With the servicing o:i: the subdivision the flow of J,¥, "Y' / water was reversed ti1hen feed was made from Haszard. This disturbed the 

.,r / inevitable rust, sediment and deposits in the galvanized pipe. 

The Water Utility accepts its responsibility to serve these customers and 
a new copper pipe is being provided to which the customers can connect. 

10. Re: Proposed Easements -
Sullivan Street Closure. 

Council recently approved the closure of Gullivan Street in the eastern 
portion of the Lake City area. It now beco,lles necessary to arrange for 
certain easements as follows, as a result of the closure: 

1. Red outline an easement in favour of the Greater Vancouver 
Sewer and Drainage District. 

2. Blue outline, - an easement in favour of the British Columbia Hydro 
and Power Authority. 

3. Yell~ outline - an easement in favour of the British Columbia Hydro 
and Power Authority. 

It is recommended that Council grant authority to provide these easements. 
(_~tch attached.) 

With this approval the Lieutenant-Governor-in-Council will be petitioned. 

11. Re: Excavation Contract -
Tenth Avenue Water Storage Reservoir •. 

Tenders were invited for the subject project up to 3:00 p.m. local time, 
Wednesday, May 20, 1~70. 

The work to be executed under this Contract con~ists approximately 70,000 
cubic yards of excav.:ttion. Details of the work to be performed are shown 
on drawing number 113-01 prepared by s.w. Faliszewski, Consulting Engineer. 

Eight tenders were received and opened in the presence of Mr. s.w. 
Faliszewski, Mr. R.J. Constable, Mr. K. Williams and representatives of the 
:i:irLllS bidding. 

l\ tabulation of ta'-ie t:en<lers is submitted l~ .. §..t•;~~l"!.• 

These tenders were reviewed by the Municipal Engineer and it is recommended 
that the tender oi.: the low bidder• Carper 1 :. Services Limited, in the amount 

Continued• -
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Tenth Avenue Wase~-~t2rage Reservoir. (Cont'd) 

$11,980.00 be accepted, to do all excavation in accordance with the 
engineering drawings, specifications, and contract documents, with any 
additional excavation ordered at 20c per cubic yard and any excavation 
deleted to be at the rate of 10¢ per cubic yard. 

12. Re: a) Senior Citizen I s Iligh Rise (Edmonds) 
b) Hew Vista D~velop,..ien.=-t=•---------

Council required that plans of the above developments be provided to it 
in order that it can be determined whether they can be integrated to create 
a "village'' situation. 

§ub,uitted herewith is a report 
Senior Citizens catchL1ent area 
the plans for the block within 
proposal is located. 

by the Planner with sketches showing the 
for the proposed Collllnunity Centre and of 
which the Hew Vista senior citizens 

13. _R.e: The X-Kalay Foundation Society. 

Council directed that all correspondence which had been submitted by the 
Society during the past three weeks or so relating to the Universal Life 
Foundation property be brought forward for consideration at the May 25th 
meeting. 

There have been only three items of such correspondence, dated 30th April, 
1970, 6th May, 1970, and 7th May, 1970, all of which were placed before 
Council. 

Copies of this correspondence have been made to comply with Council I s 
direction. 

The report regarding the building which is bein3 prepared by staff is not 
yet complete. Mr. Jones is again examining the building with a represent
ative of X-Kalay to determine how the Society would propose to use the 
building so he can develop estimates of the cost of repair and rehabil-
itation. 

The Parks and Recreation Commission has not yet dealt with the question. 

On 27th April, 1970, Council met with the Library Board and suggested to 
that Board that it could possibly use either of the buildings in question 
on an interim basis for Library purposes. The Board has not responded to 
this suggestion as yet. 

14. Re: new I.one Construction and Paving 
w. o.'s #32-7Jl to 32-709 Inclusive. 

Council questioned the above Work Orders because they included a cost for 
paving. A report to substantiate this inclusion in view of the Initiative 
Lane Paving Prograr.i was calleci for. 

Toe Municipal Engineer has provided the following information: 

"With reference to queries received at the last Council meeting re con
struction and paving of lanes, we justify the paving of lanes and the 
provision of lane construction as a general charge, on the following 
oasis. 

1. Considering the '.:act that: asphaltic pavini; has a road-bearing value of 
twice that of gravel per inch of each material, it costs no more to 
construct a pavea ~cne on a Zresh gravel ~ase than to construct the 
lane to a gravel s~andard only. There is also to consider the fact: 

.::ontinued - -
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• 0. 1 s #32-7~~-t_p_~~-709 Inclusive. (Cont'd) 

that maintenance co13ts are literally eliminated with a paved lane and 
the additional factor of complet:e elimination of repreparation costs 
to come back at: a later date to pave. First construct:ion pavement also 
provides a final erade to meet with carports, etc •• and eliminates 
problems of rueetiOB grades with delayed paving. 

2. Lane construction in itself is not always 100% popular, particularly 
to owners where access to the property has been developed from the 
streets. In so1ne circumstances a lane is of little use to some owners 
and the success of any local improvement initiative or petition to 
construct it would be negative in these instances. Therefore, we do 
not believe that a policy of constructing lanes by local improvement 
methods would be an effective means of acco,nplishing an increase in 
our lane mileage. 

3. You may recall that a few years ago, we would open a lane only on a 
cash subscription basis if it was not in the general public's interest 
to do so. That policy was dropped by reason that there was not one 
single case in our recollection where ·l:he policy was implemented. 
Admittedly, the demand for cash contribution is considerably different 
in local improvement procedures and we fear that the end result would 
be the same in respect to accomplishing the work. 

4. Our lane construction program annually is rather a modest one in terms 
of money and it is our intention to keep it that way. We wish to 
maintain a firm control on lane developl.llent because of the many cir
cumst~nces wherein a subdivision will provide both right-of-way and 
construction costs. We do not wish to lose this advantage by introduc
ing a policy which could readily be used against public interest in 
reducing subdivision servicing charges. 

5. The lanes we propose for construction do have good justification for 
completing. If you examine the lane construction program for 1970, you 
will observe that the lanes all provide secondary access to properties 
that front on major thoroughfares, except w.o.•s #32-786 and 32-788, 
which abut school sites. 

In view of these points .:.o listed, we reco·.,unend the above-named work 
orders be approved including paving. 

nn:ep 

Attachc. 

H. H. Balfour, 
MUi!ICIPAL MANAGER. 
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Mrs~ (C.H.) Doroth.,.Y.. Parker 
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The Chief Building Inspector has supplied the follow8ng information with 
respect to the letter from Mrs. Dorothy Parker: 

"'llle Parkers built a single family dwelling on the above described 
property in 1963. At that time Town Planning Bylaw No. 1991 was in 
force and the zoning of the Parker's property was Residential Single 
and Two Family Type II. The conditions of use and lot size require
ments of the Bylaw Ho. l.991 for the above preperty were: Single 
Family Use - minimu;a width 60 1 , minimum area 7200 sq. ft.; Two Family 
Use - minimum width 72 1 • minimum area G640 sq. ft. 

Currently under Burnaby Zoning Bylaw No. 4742 the Parker's above 
property is within a Residential R4 District which permits of either 
single family or two family dwellings. The lot area and width 
requirements Ullder the current Bylaw are: Single Family - minimum 
width 60' • minimwn area 7200 sq. ft.; 'l'wo Family: minimum width 72 1

, 

minimum area 0600 sq. ft. 

The above property with a width of 62.00 1 and a depth of 122 1 does 
not qualify as the site of a two fami.ly dwelling. 11 

The Planning Director reports as follows: 

"The above property• the subject of the Municipal Clerk I s memo of 
May 14, 1970, has been examined by this Department. 

Lot 155 is situated on the south side of Kitchener Street at the 
easterly end of the block between Holdom and Fell Avenues. AT-lane 
intersection divides the lot from the adjoining propertios to the 
east. which fron·1: on Fell Avenue., Although the zoning in the general 
area is R4 (Two-family) Residential, most of the development is of a 
single family character. In fact. al! of t:he dwellings within the 
block in which Lott 155 is situated ere single family units. the 
uiajority of which were constructed :.r .. n the period between 1960 and 1966. 

Lot 155 has a frontage width of 62.C4 feet on Kitchener, and a depth 
of 122.06 feet to provide an o~erall area of approximately 7.572.6 
square feet. The R4 regulations spr,ci:i:y a minimum lot area of 3,600 
square feet and a widt:h cf 72 feet ~or two-family development. The 
corresponding standards for a single family dwelling in this zone are 
7200 square feet and 60 feet. 

That section of the Municipality in which Lot 155 is located has to 
the best of our knowledge, never been designated as a ''Multiple 
Dwelling Area", as suggested in Mrs. Parker's letter to the Council. 
Under the former zoning regulations (Town Planning Bylaw of 1948) 
which were in effect in 1963 when tl:e Parker's bought the lot and 
built their house. the area was zoned Residential Type II. 'lllis 
category permitted bot:h single famil~7 and two-family dwellings. The 
lot area and width standards at that time were the sgme as those 
presently in effect for single famil:r development. In t:he case of a 
two-faciily dwelL'.ng the requirements included a minimum lot width of 
72 feet and a lot area of a. 640 squa1·e feet. 

As the foregoing analysis indicates, Lot 155, which clearly meets the 
area and width requirements for singl~ Zamily occupancy, is consider
ably below the mini= standards ~or 1-wo-fa~ily development under both 
the 1940 and the present zoning bylaws, not only on a front footage 
basis b•~•t• more :!.m.portontly, on a loc .u-ea basis as .Jell. Although 

Continued - -
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15. Re: 6060 Kitchener Street 
Lot 155. D.L. 129• Plan 25798 
Mrs. (C.H.} Dorothy Parker (Cont'd) 

the owners have apparently misunderstood the intent of these regula
tions. the requirements for o~o-family development. which are quite 
explicit. have equal application to all the properties located 
within the large R4 zoned area in the north-central portion of the 
Municipality o 

We cannot therefore recommend any change that would enable the 
jowners of Lot 155 to develop what is obviously a single family 
residential propercy for lwu-family u~c. P.~~e~er~ the fact that the 
existing regulations permit two boarders or lodgers to be accommodated 
in each dwelling unit, as a home occupation. may be 'of some assistance 
to the Parkers in meeting their own particular problem." 

16. Courteey Cabs Limited and 4388 Imperial StreetA 

The Municipal Solicitor has supplied the following opinion: 

"The Municipal Clert~ has requested me to submit a report to Council • 
. ;/ through you. indicating whether the activity being conducted in thf~ 
~ building at 43;:;c Imperial Street is a business office or a taxi o .:ice. 
}\. Before answering the question, I wish to point out that an official 
~ charged with the enforcement of the Zoning Bylaw has ruled that it is 

~~~- ,~~ a taxi office. The Compan;;·, bP-ing a person aggrieved by this decision 
~ relating to the interpretation of the Zoning Bylaw, has appealed ·k ,. 

~ J _,\ pursuant to section 709(1) (a) to the Board of Variance and the Board 
, ~ - of VariancP. has ruled that it is a taxi office. If the Company now 

. ~ wishes to challenge this dec1.sion. it should use the procedure pro-
'r ~ · vided in section 70S, nnm'3ly ::::i app:=al to a Judge of the County Court. 

J< 1 

0 , Y Although in these circu,"!'.stt'r:.ces it ::cally does not matter what my 

1 I/
opinion is. I will state it 3icce I h2ve been asked for it. In my 

-<~ view, a 'f:,••.o:!.neco office io ,·he.:c th~ bu3ir:.eos of the Company is tran-
• ~ sacted. There one ,:ouJ.d r,::pect to find the officers of the Company. 

'; ~ t: its files, accounts, etce In ,r.y ·.ric~~, the Company does not operate a 
t business office at 4300 I~~=ri~l Street, but only a dispatch office • 

.,_-J • J Further. even if the Co,np.::.ny I s oi:eration at 4388 Imperial Street could 
i"\.,'if be classified ar: a business office, the bylc.w makes it clear that a 
· \ ., taxi office, i.e. the business office o:.: a taxi company, cannot be ·r located there~ If Council ,:i~ht:?s to pcru"lit the operation carried on 

•~ by the Compnn)• at 43uG Ici.:,crial St::rc:::t, it should amend the bylaw." v, ,~ 
,) y 

-✓ i-.. 
'"'/ V ' ..__, . t1 ........ ~ 

H:3:ep 

Respectfully submitted, 

r /) 

~t:~>~• 
n; n;· 1foIToU:r, 
MUUICIPAL HAHAGER 

I 

,J 
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