
THE CORPORATIO:-. OF TliE DISTiaCT OF J;lll{~:ABY 

16 April 1971 

HANAGER' S REPORT NO. 27, 1971 

'-) 

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

Gentlemen: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

Re: 

Your Manager reports as follows: 

Burnaby Horsemen's Association 
Lease of property at the East end 
a portion of Lot 4. Block 3. D.L. 

of Burn::iby Lake known as 
14, Gp. 1, Plan 3047, N.W.D. 

The Secretary of t!-te Parks and Recreation Commission has advised that the 
Com-:nissio:1 h~~s n2;::-:!cC to l.2.~se the .:-.. bovc prop.:::.·!:y to t:h~ Bu::-n:iby p.ors.::.::?c~ 1 ~ 
Association and· to permit them to construct stables thereon. Apparently 
a lease was prepared by the Legal Department some time ago and the Association 
wished to have some changes made in i::. The le::.se has now been returned to 
the Legal Deparr.:nent wiLh a request that a new lease be drawl"? incorporating 
certain amendments of which the Commission has approved. 

The Co.runission now wishes to request Council to authorize the commencement 
of construction of the first stable pending execution of the lease. 

Your Municipal Hanager has the following concerns in this connection: 

(1) We are not .'.\Ware that the Association has, in writing, accepted the 
new terms. i.e. (There does not appear to be a letter of commitm~nc or 
understanding by the Association. 

(2) The land ~n question is pot dedicated as a park and is still in the ~amc 
of the Corpor.'lt:j_on which means t·h,,.t t:here c-ould he A li:,hilit:y pr0bler:-,. 
It has been set aside as Park Site Reserve and is zoned "P3" though. 

(3) We arc not aware of any insurar:ce that: the As SO(.; iation may have to 
protect the municipality from any claims sioce the land is still in the 
name of the Corporation. 

(4) We are not aware of what additional cl.:luses the Legal Department may or 
may not reconunend be included in the lease after the department has seen 
the pro posed .i.mend:nen !:s. 

Re: Rezoning Reference #53/70 
Lot 19, D.L. 125, Plan 3520 
5429 Lougheced liigln,•;:v 

Attached you will find a report from the Planning Department regarding the 
above, the cor?Lcnts of ,~hich nre sc]f-explan,,tory. Hay we have Cour.cil 's 
d ircc tion? 

Re: Sanitary Scucr Punping Stat:ion - Copley Pump Arca ill 
South 33' of Lot "A", D.L. 118, P1::in 3067 (Link-Belt Ltd.) 
Itc,:, 2 M:ine1ver',c; P.en.-.rt: :;r,. 8 1971 (In ~'--.c-'-'-,r"-•. 1~0'-':::-c;....c..:i..,)'-.~------

On Fcbru.::ry 1, 1971, Cour,cil nut.horiz,,d Lhe ,1c1:.ii.?,iLion of the ,;ouLh 33 fcc.L 
of the «..ti.-.,cv~ dl~f:cr:ibed. pror:erty .;t :nl ;1greed-upun price- \...-·hich i~ requjred f~:·r 
sewer purpusc..~s c.1nd for the widt:nin~ of SLil 1 CrL~L:l: Street. 

1.11e ne>C(.:s~nry <luct.1r!1_ .. nts h.1vc- I':f)t·. yet he;c:J co:,1pl •.•t.C;d :ind i hL; Con:.:.r:.lc.· tor \Jj sl,e:::. 
t:u go on lL.e prn 1Jt·rt.:-,.· t..o inst;t]l tl.c !>C\,:.:--r ]i~h.' und(•r tLc dir~ct.ion of the 
Mur1icip;1l Eri!;in,·~r. 

/,. ,:S.'1Ve t~:-~1~11~ ... =~·!"," .\:..:,,1.e•~::vn~ \,.,·. 1,r, 11·,1·.·•d nn !}.- .... >:· •!-,,2~ ]-!., }~J-/ 1J, (. r \' :1t ! 'C,.,.d) 
\-;hic.:u , ... •.:.t. pr~or to t:1~.: ·:c·q\,i:.:iLil"'il h•~t. it\:.·:. ;L.: ,-1~.:c,d ti~•titl \,.:,..,•,,,.._::;,..: , 1 ,: 

t1-.ou~,i,t \ 1.::- • • .-r,1.~l,l t1::·.·1. !. :1'--· ! r::!. ,. i. 1 1 • ::. , , i· :'.' 1, · '. .. , · _: ; ,r: ,, r 
on t\.) li.1...' :_.1 L .... :... L,~ t'! : i I :.:.l I ••.. \.. ,. ' j I,' •· t.i:L 

Ct·;_. i ~ ··,·c ....... 

Pi I 

i !... 



3. 

4. 

5. 

l'.:igc.- 2 
Manascr's lt..,port: ~:o. 27, 1971 
16 April 1971 

Re: s~1nit:arv Sewer Pumping Stntion - Cop]cv Pw:1p Arcn 1•1 (Cont:'ct) 

will t:ake some t:imc to conclude the necessary su::-vcy work involved and so ic 
is recommended !:hat: the Agreement be si~ned between Link-Belt Limited and 
the Corporation which protects Link-Belt: Limited while !:he Concract:or is 
working on their property at: this point in tirne. The Agreement: should be 
dated December 17, 1970. 

Re: 1971 Annual Budget. 

Statut:orily the Council is required l:o pass the annual Ra!:ing Bylaw on or 
before May 15th of each year and if we try to coincide wit:h a Council meeting 
!:he last: date on which the Byl.:iw can be finally adopted is May 101:h. TI1is 
means that the Bylaw would have to be given three readings on May 3rd, again 
if we were to coincide uith a normal Council meeting date. 

Keeping these dates in mind, it is requested t:hat Council establish further 
meeting dates to complete the Budget: discussions. 

Re: Lots 3 and 4, Block "B", D. L. 90, Plan 9287 
Subdivision Reference #20/70 
Item 9, Manager's Report No. 32, 1970 
Council Neetin;, Nav 11 1970. 

It is noted that Hr. J.F. Friesen has written to the Mayor and Council con
cerning the above Subdivision. 

A summary of the events involved in this particular instance are as follows: 

1. On April 6, 1970, tl,e Planning Director wrote to Hr. Friesen and stated 
amongst ot:her things in his letter that 

2. 

11

3. At the .::irac of .:he carlitr Preliminary Approval, a reco::1,r.cnd::tt:ion 
was made to the :-ranager that the Corporation share the servicing 
costs for Berkley Street. The Han.:lger's reply on Septembl~r 3, 1969, 
confirmed that because the Corporation property on the southerly 
side of Bcrl;ley Street is car-marked for Park purposes, there would 
be no opportunity to offset the cost of servicing by tl~c subseq11ent 
sale of land and that sharing the costs could, therefore, not be 
co~sidered. However, in a later discussion with the Manager, he 
suggested the possibility of the applicant acquiring hoth Lot:s 6 ,rnd 
7 which arc formed largely by the Sixth Street right-of-way since 
the Corporation is not in a position to share construction costs for 
Berkley Street." 

Mr. Parr then advised Mr. Friesen that when he had confirr:1ed his i,·:tc,n-
!:ion to proceed with the.! Subdivision, 
approval for the Manager's suggestion 
that other steps would be required. 

On Hay 11, 
ment dated 
attached.) 

steps could be tnken to obtain 
in Item 3. Again he com'llented 

1970, the !·lanager submitted a report from the Plar.ni.ng Dc,part
Hay 8, 1970, in connection with Llw above subject. (S,ic 

In brief, the Pl::tnning Director r.::commendc,d Lhc foll~ng: 

a) That !:he applicant be permi ttcd to have both proposcd Lots 6 a:1d 7. 

b) That the Corporat:ion contribut<' to,,ar<ls the cost of r,:-,a<l and ,,.:acer 
service on Morley Street ,-,i tli respect to f.1turc, Lot.~ (a) .:ind (b) on 
the unc.h.~rst:~-indir~g that the co~"L Lo the: C,,_,;-::-or~tion of pru'\.-':i.ding ro~.., 
and water to serve Lots (a) .,nd (b) ,,a::; ~,,:,roximat.cly $1,000.00. 

3. The decision rca~hc,d by Council on M~y 11, 197~, varied from Lhc Plannin~ 
Director's rc~co:-;1:n 12n<l....-ition j~1 tll.-"!l C,1L''1•..:il <.1_•,_i..:.!c:d ll1.-it. lht.. Cc,rporutioa 
would sh.::.!l·f~ in t:he cost~ of rotHl .:1 ric! \-: ,1 tL: r :. 1 • !--.... • i cc::~ r:., :1 ~!.:,r] c.·y S tr-(-.:._. L Lo 
the amount of $1,tJt,:J.0\, .:tnd ~h:it :-.t·:.nt i.:.!r·j,)• ·, :...t..• I.:c.Jc:1: .--:~ ... L-~ ,.;i:.l-i the-
ow1·:c-r to L:f .. t .. :.r..::... ....:n .::i·r.-t1•~~L'::a ii.t 

~1nd tla: Corpor.:1L'fon :J.l- Lul 7. 
t-:1,(• re: :,· 1 .... ; ''. : ', I:-: .-_. ,~ c' .. • . l i-tr.:. o• .. :l• • T ,.., f !.nr ., 

(: .._, ~; •. j : l t ! i. I! .. • • • 



s. 

6. 

7. 

Re: 

Pni:;c _. 
H,::mager's Report No. 27, 1971 
16 April 1971 

Lots 3 and 4, Block "B", D.L. 90, Plan 9287 
Subdivisi~n Reference #20/70 (Cont'd) 

4. We would recommend that consideration be given to the Planning Director's 
original submission, namely that 

Re: 

a) The applicant, Mr. Friesen, be permitted to have both Lots 6 and 7. 
b) The Corporation share ir. the costs of services on Morley Street to 

the amount of $1,000.00. 

Overnight Parking. 

An inquiry was raised in Council on April 5, 1971, to ascertain if it is 
possible to issue an annual permit to allow parking on the sides of streets 
between midnight and 6:00 a.m. 

The Solicitor's _reply is as follows: 

"Council has the power by by-law to regulate, control and prohibit parking. 
Therefore it may make regulations concerning street parking between the 
hours of midnight and 6:00 a.m. If parking is prohibited on any street 
between those hours Council may not, in my opinion, grant an exemption 
permit. If Council has in mind issuing parking permits and charging a fee 
there is, i.n my opinion, no authority to support this action. Since streets 
are public highways for the use of the pu:>lic it would require specific 
authority to deny the use of streets for parking unless a fee were paid for 
the privilege. At present the only power to prescribe parking fees is by 
use of parking meters." 

Re: Century Gardens. 

At the !:"!"~ues~ of t:.!1c P:1?:l':.~ :in~ R~!:'!:'C~tion Commission;, Justice .::!nt:l ~~Jebb> 
Landscape Architects, were commissioned to prepare a Master Plan for the 

_ Centu.ry Gardens Complex. A preliminary plan. has been received by the 
Commission and it advises that it is evident that a final plan cannot be 
completed until the future road pattern in this area is resolved. 

The Commission, therefore, wishes to request Council to authorize the 
Municipal Planner to prepare a detailed study and cost estimate regarding 
any future road affecting the Century Gardens Complex. The Commission 
further requests that this study be done with full consultation with thc 
Parks Planner and that it be based on the prchlise ci1at any future roRds 
must be so designed, engineered or directed as to retain the Park and 
Public Use environment currently availnble to the Public. 

8. Re: Fish - Deer L3ke • 

. ' 
By Item 6 of the Municipal Manager's Report No. 21, 1971, Council was advised 
that the Health Department was continuing with its investigation ~s to the 
dead fish being found on the shore of Deer Lake. 

The Medical He;,11 Lh Officer has now provided t:he following progn,ss report: 

"Further to e>ur report of !.-larch 25, 1971, we would submit the follo\~ing 
information. 

On Monday, March ?9, 1971, four gold fish were taken from Deer Lake and 
de1ivcrctl by ..,_ Fisla.:ries offici-11 to Dr. Bc,ll of Lhc Fisheries Research 
Bonrc.1 at ::anair110, n. C. 

Upon cxarnin.:1tioi1, D1.~. ncll 1.•:as of the opi ni.on tla.,t thc~c f .i..sh \,1crc infected 
with a protozoa, C,i]Dtlcn.:,]i:1-c-vnryni. Tli,,: is ,1 ,;kin p:irasitc· that pro<lnc":.: 
a heavy s]i::if.! ~;ro-...1 th or: 1-.i:,i1 :ind u::u.:.111y nccurs in ,,:inter. T!1is proLozo:i h:: _ _; 
en.used d<-:i:Lh to C,"..rr• in ~!u:::.ja :i;1d L:1:: ~H .. ·,.·n \:t!l•\.:1 ~ .. , t,cc11r j;-1 trout.. S,·eun\l.-
••ry l;:1ctL·ri; i ,! .... <..l ii..'i':?,: ;""l' ~-cL-i.:1~1s vcre ;1];-;ri ,"'Tt• ;,.••1•~-

We do n{; l kntn .. , he)',-: 1 nn;: 
sin.~~ t11L :~it,1,ttit.:·1 ·.:iL!.1 

'. :!L nrl' 1,re::t.·11t..1y 
. ! "'". r· l , · \.' •~ · \. i ! 1 

<l f : : C. \ I ~ -

j 



9. ,..---., 
i 

10. 

11. 

Page 
Manager's Report No. 27, 1g71 
16 April 1971 

Re: Proposed Church Site -
Morley at- !:\uckingham Avenue 
D. L. 86. 

At its March 8, 1971 meeting Council authorized the taking of a number of 
steps towards the creation of the above church site. One of the steps 
authorized was the preparation of a report on the rezoning of the site and 
the advancing of this rezoning proposal to a Public Hearing. Attached 
herewith is the Planning Department's report on this matter for Council's 
consideration. 

Re: Mobile Home Park Standards. 

The Planning Department was requested by Council to prepare a report con
cerning the development of appropriate standards for the establishment of 
a new zoning category that would allow Mobile Home Parks to locate in 
Burnaby, and a copy of the Planning Director's report of April 1~. 1971, 
in this connection is attached. 

Re: Opportunities for Youth - Federal Government Plan. 

The Canadian Government has attempted to stimulate the employment of 
students in work and activities during the summer of 1971 and the program 
which is shown on the attached "Notes for Applicants" outlines the plan. 

Also attached is a copy of a letter dLted April 15, 1971, from the Personnel 
Director to the Municipal Manager outlining the discussions that he has had 
with the various departments in this connection. 

The program is being paid for entirely by Federal monies. 

The portion of the program covering the Parks and Recreation D~part:ment has 
been prepared with the knowledge of the Commission and we will have to seek 
concurrence of the Commission as we do not have the Commission's final 
approval at this point in time. 

A summary of the program recommended is as follows: 

1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
s. 
6. 
7. 

Teens Help 
Trails Restoration 
Brunette Creek 
Student Housing 
Senior Citizens Housing 
Citizen Participation 
Urban Planni.ng Data Study 

Students 
4 
6 
6 
2 
2 
2 
2 

24 

Months 
3.5 
1.5 
1.5 
3 
3 
3 
3 

Cost 
$

0

-=r:T.87 
6,965 
7,875 
3,117 
3,117 
3,117 
3,117 

$34,495 

This program should provide 56 man-months of work. 

Because of the deadlines imposed on us we have had to submit the program 
without Council's approval but there is no commitment by submitting the 
application. If Council docs not wish to take advantage of the program 
then of course we can withdraw any part of all of the application. It goes 
without saying that we are not sure that any or all of the applications 
that we have submitted will be accepted because they may, or may not, be 
deemed by Ottawa to be within the reference terms of the progr.,m. It is 
unfortunate that the time allotted was not sufficient to give this program 
more thought but, as you can see from the com:nents niadc by the Personnel 
Director, it has been extremely difficult to get the information that we 
wanted before we made any decisions in this respect:. 

In summary it is recom.~endc<l that 

1. The projects subr.1ill~·d to Lhe DL'partment of St:atc be ratified by Council. 
2. 111c approved 1.cxr,s:,n<lilurcs for Liie proje<.:t:.s n<.:cc,ptc<l by Lhc· Dc,partt~L'llt: of 

St:at.'- r.~ ._uthor·j: . ..:..l: on an inLL:r-i:;1 b:.s ... ~ 1·1,ir,: :1L1:,..:..::ipnl rc!"~e:rve:: Fe:-:<l1 116 
rcimbu1·;.";(~!;~t;nl by the Federal Cuver 11: .. 1...~i~l tl:1d ~-:ubjc..;t to LL._• approval uf 
t.hc UcparL,,1ent. of :-!unicip.:il Affair::; in Vict-:.>rir1. 

Co:1 ti 11\lt.·d ...... 



12. 

13. 

14. 

Re: Stadium Feasibility Study. 

, . .-~~-
Pag ~ 
Manager's Report No~ 27, 1971 
16 April 1971 

On April 14, 1971. I reported to Mr. G. Suart, Vice-President Administration. 
Simon Fraser University, regarding Council's decision in connection with the 
above and I have now received a letter from Mr. Suart which reads as follows: 

"Further to our telephone conversation this morning, the University 
has decided to study the feasibility of a recreational stadium on our 
own. We hope that the results of this study will be available in a 
couple of months. We sincerely believe that any such project, in order 
to be feasible, will have to have the interest of the broader community, 
and we hope that when the study is finalized we shall be in a position 
to discuss it with you further. 

Thank you for your interest in the project." 

It is therefore recommended that no further action take place on this study 
as far as the Municipality is concerned except for the fact that we will be 
expected to answer questions and provide certain data as the study progresses. 

Re: Bonding on Engineering Contracts. 

As a result of an enquiry from Alderman Drummond at last Tuesday's Council 
meeting. the following is submitted which is the result of a telephone 
enquiry from neighbouring cities and munici1•:' .'ities regarding bonding re
quirements: 

1. District of North Vancouver require a 50% performance bond and a 50% 
labour and material bond on general engineering contracts, with a 50% 
performance bond on paving contracts and apparently they require no 
labour and material bond on paving contracts as it is a standard 
requirement that before each monthly payment is made to the contractor, 
he must submli: a .::ertifh,ate t:o the effect ::.ha::. he has paid .:-.11 his 
outstanding and labour and material accounts. 

2. New Westminster require 50% performance bond and 50% labour and material 
bond. 

'.!.',, The City of Vancouver require 50% performance bond. 

4. The Greater Vancouver Sewerage and Drainage District require 50% per-
formance bond and a 50% labour and material bond. 

From the foregoing it would seem that our requirementsof 100% performance 
bond and 100% labour and materials bond are quite high compared to the 
neighbouring cities. 

This matter has been reviewed by the Municipal Engineer, Treasurer, and 
Solicitor, and they are unanimous in their opinion that we should reduce 
our requirements to 50% bonds in each case providing that we maintain the 
15% holdback provisions. Your Municipal Manager therefore recommends that 
effective immediately these requirements be reduced as noted above. 

Re: CD Proposal - Halifax Street-Rosser Avenue 
Rezoning Reference 1.!61/70. 

Attached you will find a copy of a report from the Planning Director dated 
April 15, 1971, rei;arding the above, in which he recommends c;,.:;t Council 
endorse the proposed CD concept in principle so as to permit further dis
cussion on the subject with the developers with the understanding thdt a 
detailed report will be submitted to Council in due course to;:;ether \Jith the 
conditions i.;ilich it is recom.'Tlcn<lcd be attached to the rezoning of t:l,is site. 

Continucu •••• 



15. Re: Sanitary Sewer Service 
5045 De~. Lake Avenue (Baker). 

Page 
Manager's Report No. 27, 1971 
16 April IS 71 

With reference to Mr. Baker's letter 8 April, 1971, we would adv.!.se that Mr. 
Baker owns one of four privately-owned homes on the west side of Deer Lake 
Avenue, south of Canada Way. These remaining homes in the James Cowan con
solidation area do not have sanitary sewer service. On each occasion during 
the past few years, when we have reported on outstanding pockets of unsewered 
areas, this small piece of sewer on Deer Lake Avenue has been included as 
Area #5, and on the schedule estimated at approximately $10,000.00 in cost. 
On each occasion, when considering the proposed sewer work for each year, the 
construction on this street has been passed over in favour of more urgent 
problems. 

Mr. Baker has made representation to the Engineering Department several times 
regarding the lack of sanitary sewer, and on each occasion he has been 
advised that the sewer for his street has been amongst those bei~~ considered 
for sewer construction by the Municipal C::ouncil. 

In addition to more urgent problems requiring sewer in other locations, it 
should be pointed out that the remaining four properties have been almost 
entirely surrounded by Corporation acquisition in connection with land con
solidation for the James Cowan Centre. Although the time of acquisition has 
not been indicated, the Planner has advised that these properties should 
also eventually be considered for acquisition. 

In the second last paragraph of Mr. Baker's letter, he quotes from an 
Engineering Depai:tment letter that it \,as not feasible to extend the lateral 
to serve the property. The term not feasible was an unfortunate term, as of 
course it is feasible, but not recommended at this time in view of all other 
considerations. 

In the second paragraph on the second page, Mr. Baker states that he had 
been advised th~..: i c would co·s t app:.:-oxima tely $1, 7 eo. 00 per lot: to serv i.::E. 
these properties, whereas the normal cost is between $500.00 and $600.00. 
This $1,780.00 figure was quoted as an estimate of the cost of extending the 
main line from the Sewer Board Trunk to the south as far as the Baker property 
and to construct a connection into his property line from the main line. Thi.s 
unusual cost to construct sewer service to one lot arises from the need to 
extend the sewer across the frontage of his neighbours property, a distance 
of approximately 125 feet. His neighbour does not need the sewer extension 
in front of his property as he already has a connection co the existing 
Greater Vancouver Sewer Board Trunk, which abuts his south property line. 
This connection is located 3 feet cast of the west property line, and extension 
across his neighbours property would not be recommended, as it would involve 
as easement acquisition. 

If the properties were to receive sanitary sewer service, an extension on 
Deer Lake Avenue would be the recommended location because of the slope of 
land, and as a :esult of the recent proposal to connect the two existing 
recently acquired park buildings to the sewer on Canada Way, a revi.sed estimate 
of providing sanitary sewer service to the remaining houses on Deer Lake 
Avenue would be approximately $7,000.00 rather than the Sl0,000.00 figure 
which had been originally quoted in the sewer pocket reports. It would not be 
prudent however, to recommend even this expenditure if it is the intention of 
the Corporation to acquire the prope,tics for eventual consolidation in the 
James Cowan complex. 

Further, the Heal th Dep.::irtment ndvises that there is no evidence of ponding 
or the dil'ect discharge of sc:\;ar;e or effluent to the yard or front street. 
According to an interview hcld with !-lr. Buker's wife on l•l.;.rch 17, 1971, the 
septic tank has not been pu:npc:<l [tn<l cleaned in some 13 years. The Dcpart.mt..:nt 
is of the opinion that there is sufficient: land available for the a<lcqu.::ite 
control of sewage by septic tank and Lile ficl<l disposal method~. We have 
suggested to !-Ir. Baker that: if he is dc·s-irous of inst:allin~ further fi.xt:urcs 
ar,d if he feels t.h-:i::. this increase couid cau:-e a future proble:-:,, that he 
should car ... :,· ,~u~ th...: ::0:1 ........ d n:~ proc..:~Jur'--!: 

(a) !lave the !>ept.ic t;?nk 0;11.:.nt.:d, pu: .. p,:d and cleaned. 

(b) Provi<lt.· t:\..-.'O L<..::._;t holl·:... on Lt,L: n,,r~tl si<lt• lH~ thL' p!'""opcrty, ;:.hovt..· t.!:v 

Cont. i nth.:d •••• 

I 
,J 
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15. Re: Sanitary Sewer Service 
5045 Deer Lake Avenue (Baker). (Cont'd) 

tile disposal field, so that the ingress of sub-surface water from 
the next property can be ascertained. (If excessive quantities of 
this drainage is evident, then an intercepting drain may have to be 
installed.) 

(c) Observe the depth of septic tank installation as there has been 
some filling on this portion of the property. 

(d) Be prepared to enlarge the tile disposal system as solids could 
have carried into the field due to the lack of periodic cleaning 
of the septic taPk. 

16. Re: kevenue & Expenditures. 

Submitted herewith for your approval is the Municipal Treasurer's report 
covering Revenue and Expenditures for the period 1 January to 28 March, 
1971. 

It is recommended that the expenditures be approved as submitted. 

MJS:ep 

Attachs. 

Respectfully submitted, 

i 
,I 

i 
' 
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TSupplementary) 
19 April 1971 

Re: Proposed Equestrian Centre at the east end of Burnaby Lake 
on property known as a Portion of Lot: 4, Block 3, D. L. 14, 
Group 1, Plan 3047, N.W.D. 
Item 1 7 Manager's Report No. 27, 1971. 

In connection with the above we have today been advised by the Secretary, 
Parks and Recreation Commission, that the Commission has approved the 
following recommendations put forward by its Equestrian Complex Committee: 

"l. That the Burnaby Parks and Recreation Commission request the Municipal 
Council (Engineering Department) to increase the water service along 
Avalon Avenue from 2" to 6" at no cost to the Commission or the 
Horsemen's Association. 

2. That t:he Commission request t:he Municipal Council to set the taxes on 
the property in keeping with those set on other non-profit recreational 
C::..velopments. 

3. That the Commission request the Engineering Department to rough grade 
a road on the Christie road allowance." 

We have been requested to place these matters before Council for its con
sideration and approval. 

Incidentally, assessments are based on market value, not on whether or not 
an organization which owns the property is prof~t or non-profit. As soon 
as Corporation property is leased it becomes taxable and when this lease 
is completed the property will be shown on the taxable side of the tax roll. 
Then property taxes would have to be paid. Council can, of course, give a 
grant annually equivalent t:o the value of the taxes if it: so desires. 

We have not had an opportunity to investignte the costs involved in items 
1, 2 or 3. 

Respectfully submitted, 

MJS:ep 

I 

,J 




