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Tl!E CORPORATION OF TIIE DISTRICT OF BURNABY 

28 May 1971. 

MANAGER'S REPORT NO. 39, 1971. 

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

Gentlemen: 

Your Manager reports as follows: 

1. Re: Frontar;e Requirements - S.D. rl.ef. ifl3/71 
D.L. 90, Block 1, Lot 31, Plan 355 
7827 Goodlad Street 

Subdivision No. 13/71 is located at 7827 Goodlad Street in D.L. 90. See 
attached skc tch. 

One of the lots, created by the subdivision, cannot meet the requit'ement& of 
Section 712 (1) of the Municipal Act which requires that a lot have a frontage 
of not less than 10% of its perimeter. 

Section 712 (2) of the Act empowers Counc i1 to waive the re qui remen ts of Section 
712 (1). 

It is recommended that the requirements of Section 712 (1) of the Act be waived 
as they a~ply to Subdivision No. 13/71. 

2. Re: Central Park Swimming Pool - Gas Service. 

Burnaby Parks and Recreation Commission has taken over the operation of Central 
Park Swimming Pool for the Central Park Committee. The B. C. Hydro requires a 
formal contract for the prevision of gas service to this pool and has forwarded 
two copies of a ''Firm Gas Service Agreement". At its meeting of May 19, 1971, 
tl-ie Parks and Recreation Commission authorized that this agreement be completed. 

It is recommended ~y the Commission that authority be granted to have these 
agreements executed by the signing officers of the Corporation. 

3. Re: Acting Municipal Nanage.!:.:.. 

The MunicipaHhnager will be! at the Confederation of Mayors and Municipalities 1 

Conference in S<1skatoon from June 14 to 18 inclusive and it would be desirab]e 
to have someone recognized on staff who could act in the Manager's capa~i.ty for 
the short term. 

There wUJ also undoubtedly be ol:her. occasions due to sicknesn or business that · 
the Manager will be absent (roin t:he office and unti.J. n dcfinltn dee isi<')n is mnde 
regarding nn ass'ist"1nt: of some sort 1.t would appear tbnt a 11 stm-1di.ng 11 authority 
for sorn~on,~ to as~1ume the dutie1i of !:lits ofUcc would lrn in order.. 

It: ls t:her.c,,fon•. rc.co 1nrnendc1d thnt until. furtlw1: noti.ce Mr.. S. B. McCa(fcr.t::y, as 
part: of h1:; dut:.ic'.-; as 1-!uni.c::lpnl 'J.'rc,nrH1rer, bt' nppointwd ncti.ng Muni.cipal M:rnngcr 
to net, Jf nec:cBsm·y, with full Hul.hnrit:y in nny :)ln:;nnct~ of the M1.1ru1gt!t", 

Cn1n::I n11(11l.. , • 
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H Rcpl)rt No, 39, 1971 
28 May 1.971 

4. Re: Burnaby Sign Bylaw Report 

Originally, sign regulations were to form part of ci1c Zoning Bylaw and pro
posed standards designed to govern signs in the .Municipality were included in 
the earlier drafts of the Bylaw. However, during the consiclcralion of these 
regulations by the Council, it was decided that s~gns shoulcl be the subject of 
a separate bylaw. Consequently, all references to signs were dele~<l from the 
fourth draft of the Zoning Bylaw which was submitted to the Council in January, 
1965, and since that date (with the exception of the Freeway Sign Control Bylaw) 
we have been dealing with signs on an I ad hoc' basis. 

The initial drafts for a separate sign bylaw were prepared during 1965 and 1966, 
embodying many of the proposed regulations which had initially been included 
in the earlier drafts of the Zoning Bylaw. Additional research was carried out 
i.n l91.5S, .fa,cludi.nJ? .? detailed review of sign regulations in other municipalities, 
discussions with Lower Mainland offic.iai's'• and otl1er \~uni.~~-~ci.\. .. ,:i,i::·1.-,,.:'~i:.. .... ~,~(.\_.ts. 

Subsequent review and discussion and the receipt of comments and suggestions 
from the Building, Engineering, and Legal Departments has resulted in the devel-
opment of the attached Report. 

This Report is placed before Council for its consideration. It is recommended 
that the Report be referred to the Advisory Planning Commission and other 
interested groups for comment prior to any action being taken by Council. 

5. Re: New Vista Society - Senior Citizen's Project 
Construction of Road. 
(Item 13, Nanager I s Report No. 3 7, Council Heeting May 25, 1971) 

.The above subject was tabled until the Manager could bring in a report as to 
whecher or not the Huuicipality could advance r.:oney to the. Society and show it 
on its books _as an Account Receivable . 

. Since the Society is not a Committee of Council but is registered under the 
Societies Act it is not possible for the Municipality to make an advance to 
the Society. The Municipality is not a lending institution and it is specifically 
prohibit~d from doing this. 

The r0ad could be developed as a local improvement but the property on each 
side is privately owned so it is a question of whether or not the private 
properties will receive any benefit from ·the work. 'lhere is aiso a problem that 
our present road By-Law does not cover the construction of a new road, i.e. 
it basically covers a situation where we can use existing grades. 

It would appear that Council must make a decision as to whether or not to make 
a grant of the amount of money involved for the work in question. As pointed 
out previously, if we are to nssume the cost then they would have to be charged 
against the Contingency :,action of the "Special Roads Projects" of the Capital 
Budget as no specific provision has been mndc for this work. 

6. Re: Business T.£!.::. 

On the Agenda before Council Nov,imbcr 23, 1970, ,~cro t\·IO Noti.ccH o( H.oLi.on relative 
to tlw subjuct o( business tnx, nnd bot.h wcra i:c[crrr..>d to the Mnnagcr. by Council 
for further report, 

(a) Tim [lrst rosol.11tion clcrnlt: wi.l:h the Uming btud.s on whlch the 
businc!fHJ tnx wns cl111rgcc\, and suggoHLcd c:linnges thnt.: would nacr.iHsit:at·(! 
nmondmcrnt.:s to t:he M11ni.ci.pnl Act:. 'l'llL'. resolution i~cnds 1.1:-; fol.Jm,rn: 

11 TIIA'r t:lw C:01111ci.] pc•Llt.ion LhC' Provl.11c:lnl GovurntnL!nL rn1tl prc,r,c,nt 
n n'fl1,1ut:Jnn to tlic• Uni.on oJ. I',, c. M1111ir.:ip11l.ll.lc·.s, urging Llint t:lw 
M1inl.c.lp1i:. Act Lt! .itll,!t1dud Lo pc:1·111i.L '•i,111'r:lp;1! I ri.r.:fi t·.u chnrgt! 1.1 
bw:.i11t•:;r; tn>: in 1111y 111w yc.•:1r li:1~;1'.rl upon tl1c.i prr.!vi.nui; y1!nr

1
:.: t.a:1,. 

1~r.it:n 1,111·1, :·,ayment: clu,: 011 ,.l:111u:i1·y l::t., pruvidud Lltnt: Lilt: Co1111cl.l 1:1,1y, 
011 or l11i(1ir1i Mny J'Jl.11 n]Ulr L.111\ IH1:;i11,1:::: l::1K t:.il.1.: l.11r I.lint: yc::1i-. 
ll<'\H:nd!lip, upon Lhn rnt·n t!iil.lilil inlt,iil, 1111y ;11n111111l. m1!11,', :-:l111ll hti due: 
1111d pnynhli: ,ir n11y r1•li11tv 1:!1.ill \!l: 1,1.1rl,, 11itl1l11 11 n•n::rn1nlil. 1.: t.!:11\.' 

t'lll! )'(1 1\ LI l.'J' • Ii 

Cn11l:. I 1111,·d,,,, 
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;~ 6. Re: llusincss ·~ax (Continued) 

The Council requested that the Hanngcr examine the proposal and report to it 
on the affects of such a change. 

.. ,.,,,, ..... ,,,, 

(b) The second resolution concerrrs the procedures presently necessary 
with trades licence fees and business tax, and calls for changes 
that will streamline these procedures: Once again ci1e alternative 
proposed will require amendments to the Hunicipal Act. The 

. resolution received by Council is as follows: 

"THAT the Council petition the Provincial Government and present 
a resolution to the U.B.C.M. for amendments to the Municipal Act 
allowing a Municipality, in instances where a Business Tax is 
charged, to not impose a Trades Licence Fee, or alternatively, to 
charge a Trades Licence Fee.over and above a Business Tax." 

The Manager was r~~ues ted i:o examin~. ~be ·c•onc~~~-·•;d6· i.·1~~':i.1::a'i.'.\! \.:Q :;:.~.:,.:f.-.:.-(t tJ.l.<!. 

change in procedures that will be necessary, and its affect on the administrative 
set up should the proposal be implemented. The Council deferred action to 
take these proposals to the U.B.C.M, and the Provincial Government until the 
Manager's reports were received. 

1. With respect to the first resolution, the matter has been discussed with 
the Treasurer and it would appear that there will be very little problem admin
istratively in changing to this method. We are not sure that the Government 
will do anything about the resolution because the Deputy Minister of Municipal 
Affairs has remarked on several occasions that the Act was written as it is 
to prevent Councils from altering business tax rates as a means of balancing 
budgets (or words to that effect). It should be noted that legislation is 
permissive in other provinces (namely Saskatchewan for example) to permit the 
procedures outlined·in this resolution. In effect this resolution appears 
to retain our present cyctcm but it also gives additional flexibility, It will 
create few, if any, new administrative problems. It is therefore reconL'11ended 
that this resolution be passed by Council and submitted to the Gover~ment through 

the U. B. C. M. 

2. With respect to the second resolution, from past discussions with.the Deputy 
Minister of Municipal Affairs .it would appear that there is an inte.rest in Victoria 
about this subject. We feel that the licence fee or the business tax, whichever 
is the higher, should be a fee chargeable for a business licence and in practice 
we do just that. Hc,.:ever, the-met.hod \•le must employ to keep within the law 
tends to confuse the businessman at times. Counciil will be aware of the fact 
that we have a combination l:i.cence - business tax bill and incidentally ,•ie 
understand it is also being adopted this year by Saanich. 

At present the Assessor compiles his roll in autumn of the year and holds his 
Court of Revision in November. Bills arc mai.led in December and become due in 
January. As a consequence, we collect most of ci1e money in January which greatly 
helps our cash position, All other Municipalities including Vancouver nn~ 
excepting Saanich, compile assessment rolls in the epring of the year, hold a 
Court of Revision in April or Moy, and bill directly thcroo(tcr. Under tho 
Munidpal Act and, until r.cccnt:ly, the Vancouver Charter, licence~ fees paid 
are abated ngninst busi.ncss t:axos, which is most confuning. 

An._n.ll:ox.1111..t.i .. Y.!Lis suggested for the second resolution. Effocti.ve with the yc11r 
1970, Vancouver. CJ.ty ir; no longer roquirnd by itii Clwrtc•r t:o nlrntc bu~:i.ncsr; 
tax: by licence foes. In ntlwr wordn, licences nre eomp]ctc:ly divorced from 
business tnx, II: .Ls thcrc!l"orc.i recommended t:hnt Counc:i.l c;otwi.dcir pl:Lit:innjng tile 
Govm:nrnrn1t through the u.n.C.N, for the right to c.li.:,cnnt:in11ci tilt' nbatc1nent c,[ 
llcunce fees pni.c.1 ngninst lll.tHin<.rns tnxc?H pnld by Llw nnrne lrnHi.11es~1. 

Con I: J. n 11 c d, • , • 
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7. Re: Business Tax Rate 

In 1965 Burnaby brouglit into effect a business tax of 6 1/2% of the assessed 
rental value of real property or 1% of the assessed value of landlord and 
tenant fixtures (machinery). At that point in time, the rates charge.tble in 
Vancouver and New Westminster were 7% and 9%, In Vancouver there is no alternate 
tax on machinery. 

In 1969 Vancouver hoostcd it's rate to 8% and in October that year, consideration 
was given by Council to increase Burnaby's rate to 7%, The by-law did not pass. 
However, a by-law was enacted to reduce the tax on machinery from 1% to .65%, to 
conform with a change made in the Municipal Act. Section 427 of the Municipal 
Act reads as follows: 

11 (1) The Council may by by-law, adopted prior to the thirtieth day 
of November in any year, provide f0r the imposition 0£ an annual 

·"•t.~,. ~~.~-s.x.·::.\"\,r.<.!:t.<?.r referred to as a "business tax") in succeeding years 
on every person carrying on a resident business within a municipality 
in any amount equal to a designated percentage, not exceeding ten 
per centum, of the annual rental value of the real property, or part 
thereof, uccupi0.d or used for the purpose of the business, or a 
designated percentage, not exceeding one per centum, of the taxable 
value of personal property used by him in or on the real property for 
the purpose of the business, whichever produces the greater amount of 
tax, ... 11 

In 1970, Council approved the increase from 6 1/2% to 7%· and the by- law was 
amended accordingly for application in 1971. Under Section 427 of the Hunicipal 
Act, you will note that the tax or amendments thereto must be made by by-law 
adopted pr~or to 30th November to be applied in the year or years to follow. 

At the time uf passag.:-,, it wns suggested the business tax rates be reviewed each 
year immediately follmving consideration of the Annual Budget, As the Budget 
bas been passed, Coun~il may now wish to consider a further increase !n the 
business tax rate. 

As mentioned, the rate in Vancouver is 8% and is levied on a base calculated in 
a manner and in amounts quite comparable to Burna.by. In New Westminster, however, 
tlie base was much lower than Burnaby, until quite recently. In 1970 the base 
was revised, and the rate of tax reduced to 5%, Apparently ci1is change in base 
and rate of tax has had no appreciable effect on the level of business taxes . 

. . 

The anticipated return from business tax for 1971 is $1,684,000. Increasing 
the rate from 7% to 7 1/2% should realize a further $120,000 plus normal growth 
through changes in rental values, ttdditions to premises and new premises. Any 
change made in the rate will not apply to 1971 and it must be kept in mind that 
if the Business Tax rate is increased, the alternate tax on machinery should be 
:i.ncreascd accordingly to match; i.e., if the rate ,vere increased to 7 1/2%, the 
machinery tax rate should also be raised to .75%, 

Council's direction in ci1is respect ie requested. 

8. Re.: Subcli.vlslon Jlcforcnrn 1/80/71 

J.n order t:o f:i.11c1lizc tho nbovo subdlvision, casenv;rnts a1·e roquircd as shown on 
the n tt:nchcid plani;, The fol lowinf; i.nfonnnti.on nppl i c~,: 

A. Lugil'.1. Desci:lpti.ons: 

Lot 3 of the north hnH CJ( Lot 1., Block 2, IJ.L, 2.06, Plnn J OJ 2<'1. 

J,ot t, of' L\w. nortli hn 1 r of Lot 1' Bl cit:k ? ,. ' l),J.,, ;!,()(,, 1'] ,In 1 U'I ?.11, 

l,oL 3 ~ Jn1nr•n llv11ry l)oclwrty ~ C:on:1Lruc:l.!011 fl.1r,.•11,;1n ;1f\il Pi.t.n ].)o,:li~irt:y •· 

llClll/W\•li Lu 

!,ri(.\i c,r !J?'.i :·:p,·1'1 ill)', Av,•11111.•, l\11r11:1\iy, I\, c:. 
C:1111 I.' I 11111,d, , • , 
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8. Re: Subdivision Reference {tS0/71 (Continued) 

Lot 4 - Willinm Robert Miller - Security Guard 

of 931 Spcrlin~ /\venue, Burnaby, iL C. 

C. Description of Easement: 

As per Explanatory plan attached. 

D. The easement is required for drainage r:1cp<1SPS nnd is to be provided at 
no cost to the Corporation. 

E. The properties are located at: 

925 and 931 Sperling Avenue, Burnaby, B. C. 

It is recommended that authority be granted to accept and execute the easements 

involved. 

9. Re: Tenders for Storm Drainage Contract #1, 1971 

Te~ders were received for the subject works up co 3:00 p.m., local time, 

Wednesday, May 26, 1971. 

The work ~ncludes supply and installation of storm drainage materials; involving 
approximately 14,000 feet of mains ranging in sizes from 8

11 
to 36

11 

diameters, 
including manholes, catch basins and leads and house connections. The location 

of the works are as follows: 

(a) 14th AvenuE: from Kings,-~ay to Mary Ave nu~ 
(b) 14th Avenue fr.om Kingsway to 15th Street 
(c) 13th Avenue from 15th Street to existing trunk 
(d) Royal Oak Avenue from Gilpin St. to Watercourse South 
(e) Gilpin Street and Gatenby Avenue from Royal Oak Ave. to Ivar 
(f) Neville Street from Buller Avenue to Gilley Avenue 
(g) Midlawn Drive from Willingdon Avenue to Nortqlawn Drive 
(H) Westlawn Drive from Midlawn Drive to Delta Avenue 
(i) Northlawn Drive from Midlawn Drive to Delta Avenue 
(j) Fairlawn Drive from Midlawn to Brentlawn Lane 
(k) Beta Avenue from NorthlLl~n Drive to Fairlawn Drive 
(1) bunblane Avenue from Imperial Street to Grimmer Street 
(m) Sanders Street from h0j:.: Oak ,\venue Lu ::elso,i ;...venue 
(n) Irving Street from Royal Oak to Marlborough Aver,ue 
(o) Fir.st Avenue from Boundary Road to 'Ingleton Avenue 

Four. tenders were received and opened in the presence of Mr. v. D. Kennedy, Mr, 
C. R, Walters, Mr. R, J, Constable, Mr, K. Willi.ams and representatives of the 

firms bidding. 

Submitted herewith is a c.:orrcct tabulation oJ: the firms bidding. 

•render. number. 4, J\ & G Cons true t:J.on Li.mi tcd neg lee t:C!d to include nny of the bonding 
or in sur.ancc requ.i.remc.rn ts and if; the re fore not acc.:C! pl:nb le. 

TI10 Engineering estimate (or. this project in $3U8,000.00. 

The Engi.necr. and Pun.:hr1 1,Lng Agent: roc.:c,rn111(!lld tlwt: the tender of the lm•wsl. bi duor 
being TJn'lt:c.•d Cont:rnc:tor:; I,-l,111:ltc•cl for t:he s\1111 of ~,370,B2~. 7(1, wi.th act:u:.11. pny
mcnt:; to be b,wcd 011 uni.t pd.ces t:c11d,ircid, \,t\ 1.1cC:l'pt:od, '1.'lit! Hanriger concnrs, 



P..ige 6 
Manager's Report No. 39, 1971 
28 Hay 1971 

10. Re: Big Bend Area Study - Interim Report 

Attached you will find a copy of the Interim Report dated May 27, 1971 submitted 
by the Director of Planning and as requested by Council. 

May we have Council's direction in this connection. 

11. Re: Vacant Lot next door to 3731 Regent Street 

In reply to Alderman McLean's inquiry, the vacant lot next door to 3731 Regent 
Street is described as Lot 10, Block 14, D.L. 69, Plan 1558. 

This property was acquired by the Municipality for non-payment of taxes in 1932. 
The property originally had a house on i.t which was rented to the former owner 
up until. approximately 2 years ago, When she vacated, the house was demolished 

and the lot cleared. 

The property was listed as parcel 7 - SBa (Category S - Lands to be Offered for 
•-, Sale Unconditionally) in the Municipal Land Study - ?art 1 A Categorized Inventory. 

However, recent considerations made by freeway consultants for the City of 
Vancouver makes future development in the immediate area of the subject property 
undesirable. This results from the possibility of the area being required for 
interchange purposes should the Regional District designate Boundary Road as a 
freeway route in conjunction with the proposed underground Vancouver - Grandview 
freeway. Therefore, despite the fact that the subject property is presently a 
suitable building lot, it is r_ecommended that the lot ~ be sold as proposed 
originally in the Land Sale Study, but instead be held in reserve until such a 
time as the Regional District clarifies its views on regional freeway routes. 

In light o~ this, th~ Planning Department would not object to the use of the 
property for recreational purposes on an interim basis. There may be some 
justification for this as the area is badly isolated from surrounding parks by 
existing arterials making access for children of the 19 families in the area 

difficult. 

If it is deemed advisable that the property be used for a tot-lot, we are of 
the opinion that it should be done through the P~rks Commission, otherwise some 
form of lease would have to be entered into, either \vith an individual, or a 
community society incorporated for the purpose. In either case, the conditions 
of Section 336 of the Municipal Act would pertain and the property would become 
taxable. We do not think that either of the last two suggestions would be 

beneficial or practical. 

12. Re: Section 411 of the Ht1nicipal Act. 

'Xhe following has made application under Section 411 of the Municipal Act 
for rebate of percentage additions on the respective property: 

·-

M. g, Gaskill, Lot 19, Blk. 9, D.L. 121, 
Plan 10%, 

1970 Penalties $29, 11 

4171 Pender Street, 
Bur.n.:iby 2, B,C, Code: l1019218 

$29. 11 

To date, ]971 allowances which have! bCC!l1 approved under this section, not 
including the above, total $122,36. 

It is re•.:: ommcndecl that approva J. be g ivcrn to th is i:eba to, 

Co11t:l.nuc1d,,,. 

a r ··rnI s 

,,,, ,, ... ,,,,.,, . 
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13 • Re: Chevron Canada Limited Plant Modernization 
Prelimfoar1 Plan Approval No. 1435. 

Attached will be found a copy of the Proposal agreed to \vith the B. C. Research 
Council in connection with the Study that we have requested Dr. McIntyre of 
the Council to undertake. 

The terms of reference are fairly broad but it is hoped that the conclusions 
will be precise. This Proposal hp.s been discussed with Chevron Canada Limited 
and Mr. Harry Fuller so that both are well aware of what we are attempting to 
do. There does not seem to be any objection by either as to the approach 
that is to be taken or the results that it is hoped will be attained. We 
have been offered the full support and cooperation by both, and Dr. McIntyre 
will not only visit the plant, taking tests where possible, but will also 
meet with Mr. Fuller and two or three others in his group so that the points 
of concern raised can be fully explored. 

We would hope that we would have a report in two to three weeks time but this 
will depend upon problems that might arise during the Study. Dr. McIntyre 
has stated that the $2,000.00 budget suggested would appear to be adequate, 
as nearly as we can determine at this time. 

14. Re: Chevron Canada Limited Plant Modernization 
Application for Temporary Building Permit - Pole type Storage Shelter. 

We have received a request for approval to erect a temporary building 
urgently needed for the purpose of interim storage of project material for 
construction, which has already been purchased and is now being received at 
the Burnaby Refinery. The location is within the Refinery's No. 2 Area. 
The 'planned structure is pole-type, requiring no foundation other than a 
level site and the net value is $3,500.00 after dismantling. The application 
is for a 6-month permit with option for renewal. 

We cannot recom.~end any temporary permit approval which might imply that 
development approval for the Refi~ery Project is necessarily forthcoming. 
As-yet no construction has been ~uthorized and since Council has directed 
that plans for this project be examined in detail by an outside authority to 
determine its suitability in terms of enviro.nmental factors, it is felt that 
this application should be considered by Council. 

It must be kept in mind that materials for a Project such as is being con
templated hnd to be ordered as much as a year ago and the delay at present 
has been brought on by the need for closer examination of the Project, It 
~~ therefore recommended that a temporary permit for 6 months be authorized 
without an option for renewal on the distinct understanding that the granting 
of the permit is in no way to be considered as approval of the Modernization 
Project, and that the structure is to he used strictly for the purpose of 
interim storage of Projett construction material, 

15. Re: Proposed 1~1-.1endmen t to the Montee i to Development Plan 
R. z. #143/66, 

Dawson Developments Ltd., the developer of Villa Nontcc:Ho has made a request 
to amL~nd the approved plans of Stage 3 of the Villa Hont:eci.to development, 
The area involved i.s sho'.Jn on the nt:tnchcd .. skutch, 

Council adopted the 13y-law for th<.! Hontcci.to ap:.n:t:rncnt schcn,e on Doccrnbcr 
J.8, J.968. ·An anwnclmcnl: t:o the CD plnn o[ St:ngc l, whi.ch involved the con
vci·sion of 56 thi:ce bedroom uni.ts into two bedroom unlts, was approved by 
Counci.l on February 9, l.970, on the basis of nn ugr.ocmcnl: with the! dtivclopar 
thnt the three bl?droom uni.Ls would l>C! rcplnccid ln a riubr:c:quont stlign of 
development. Fui:l:lrnr., on Mnrch 2, 1.970, Counci.l pnfisod tl1u By-lrn-1 wld.ch 
i.ncorpornl:ucl chnni.:en to tlw two hi.gl1-rise buJ.Jcl.i.ng1.1 of ~;1:ngu 2 of tlic sclir~nw, 

'J.'lw finit 1JL·1;,; ... , 11,11:J IH.C.!11 fully c:<.Jlilplr.:·tu:l .• ,11d LL, 1:•,:(1 high-i:!s,: bu!.1d1ng~; :"re 
no\~ unclnr cnm;Lruct:i.on. 'J11c cfovulopL,r 1 :; m:cl1i.l.1•1.:L: 11,w 11pp1:uac.:l11.:cl Ll1c: i'la1111i.n;,, 
DtqrnrLm,.•nt: wl 1;'1 11 ruvi.nc.11.I llvvelnp111c!11l: pl.i111 Lor :;r.:1f~L\ 3, 11·. npp,:m·s t:ll:11: L:110 
11mu11d111unt·D prnpo:;L:d ill"ll r;u!Jr;Ln11t:Jtt'l ,•111d outuld<.• tliL: L1•r111:; of the npprovc.:d C1J 

pl.1111 1111d, l:111.·n:fnrn, 1111 rn1wnd11wnt: to t:l1n t:1111.ln;\ l',y-lnw wl I.I 1,c, rcirp1lrc:d, 

Cc,nl..l.11111 1 <1,, •• 
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1:.,. Proposed Amcnrim,- nt to the Hontccito Devclopr.tc.nt Plan 
R. z. #143/66 - Continued. 

In. summary, the developer wishes to consider a condominium rather than a 
rental situation and, consequently, a number of apartment units have been 
replaced by individually owned towphouses. 

The following observations resulting from a comparative analysis of the 
original plan and the proposed changes, will explain the present amendment 
in more detail: 

the total number of dwelling units in this stage has been reduced from 

237 to 2.04; 

the FAR of approximately .64 has not been changed; 

the densit~ has been reduced from 21.0 to 18.2 units/acre; 

the proposed accommodation provides for more three bedroom and four 
bedroom units and less two bedroom uni ts (Slo/~ two bedroom and 4_9% three 
bedroom units as planned originally; 10% two bedroom, 75% three bedroom 
and 15% four bedroom units in the amended proposal). 

The reduction in density results from the replacement of 129 apartment units 
by 96 self-contained townhouses, that occupy larger site area. The average 
unit :.;ize has been somewhat increased. The nwnber of three bedroom and four 
bedroom units has been increased to 184, thus compensating for the loss of 
three bedroom units resulting from the amendment of Stage 1. 

The concept of the amended, proposal appears to satisfy the criteria originally 
established for this development. The pedestrian plaza, amenities and land
scaped areas are of similar character and quality as originally proposed; the 
parking and d:::-iveway arrange~1ents appear. to be more satisfac tary. The proposal 
appears compatible in it 1 s architectural concept and expression with Stage 1 
and 2 of the Montecito project. 

It is the Planning Department's opinion, based upon the above observations, 
that the amended proposal is acceptable and that the amendment reflects the 
objectives· and criteria that were established in conjunction with the original 
rezoning application. It is therefore recommended that Council agree to 
accept the above outlined amendments to the development plan which will require 

· a Public Hearing and By-law Amendment for Stage 3 of the Hontecito project. 

The plans that have been submitted do not yet satisfy all the requirements 
of CD zoning, however, the necessary plans will be :nade .:1vailable ?rior to 

the Public Hearing. 

It is recommended that Council forward this application to a Public Hearing 
with the final reading of the amending Zoning By-law being subject to the 
submission of a detailed and suitable plan of development. 

16. Re: Required Easement - R. Z. 1fol2/7L 
-L'-..) 

In conjunction with t:he above rezoning, cnscments arc rcqui.rt-\d as shown on 
the three attached diagrams. The following is provided for information: 

1.,cgnl Dci,ci::l.pti.on: l'ort:i.on of Lot 28L1, D.L. 6/10, Plnn 3857h nnd 
Portion of Lot G7, D.L. 6/10/56/l~B, Plan 315G9; 

Detail r; of: Owrwrsh ip: 

/\s to Lot 28l,: Dunhil.l Dev0.lop11wnu, Lt:d., 778 Vi:t!rni.cr St:., Nnrth 
Vnncouvc!r, II. C. 

Mi t:o Lut. (i7: T,,1k,;•. Cl L:y Tndur;t:rin'J Co1:1iornt:i.011 1.Ld., 1030 \fost. C:ufl1:gL11, 

Vancouvr•i:, B. C, 

\Jnclor llf\l'<'t:llttlnl: f()l' n:1] c wi I'll: llm~Hon lluVtl] np111,;i11t:: l,l:d., 
7/1'.i C:L,rl< Dr!Vt\, 
Vn11eu11vur (,, II. c. 

Con I l 1111 v. d, , , • 
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~ 16. Re: Required 1,;nscment - R. Z. #12/71 - Conti.nuc<l. 

Description of Ens0mcnts: 
The easements nre 10 1 nn<l 20 1 wide nnd are located on the \1csterly 
portions of Lot 284 and Lot 67, as shown on the attached diagrams. 

Purpose of Easement: 
The easements are required for sewerngC! and drainage installation and 
arc to be provided at no cost to the Corporation. 

Address: nm properties are located at: - 8990 Centaurus (Lot 284) 
- 9831 Gaglardi Way (Lot 67) 

It is recommended that Council authorize the acceptance and execution of 
these east,=ments. 

17. Re: Proposed Heliport Facility - Gizeh Shrine Temple 
Wayburne Drive at Woodsworth. 

Representatives of the Gizeh Shrine Temple have requested permission to provide 
a helicopter landing facility on the existing parking lot of their property 
at the subject location. The immediate intent is to accommodate a temporary 
use during the upcoming Shriners' Convention, Hay 31 to June 6, 1971, but 
interest has been expressed in developing a permanent facility in future, if 
municipal approval can be obtained. The initial use would consist primarily 
of flights to and from the Pacific National Exhibition ground for publicity 
purposes, and the frequency is estimated at two flights per day. 

The Department of Transport has advised the Planning Department that they have 
examined the proposal and find it acceptable from a safety point of view, and 
have prescribed .an approach and take-off path which would take the craft along 
Highway 401 and over the industrial and institutional land to the west of the 
site, with all maneuvering near the landing pad confined to a westerly direction. 
We are informed that they are prepared to issue a licence for thi~ temporary 
use subject to approval from the Corporation, and that further, they would 
consider a permanent permit if certain conditions could be met in the actual 
facility and if Council so approved. 

The Planning Department would observe that the landing site is in close proxi
mity to a residential neighbourhood, immediately cast of the property, across 
Westminster Avenue, and the approach path could have an effect on residential 
areas to the south near Willingdon Avenue. Protection of the residents from 
a possible noise nuisance would be a major concern at such a location and we 
could the.-refore ~ recrn:1.'s'.o.nd any permanent helicopter use for this site. 

The direction of Council in the matter of the proposed temporary use is also 
required in order that the applicants may be advised accordingly. Direction 
is required regarding both the permanent and temporary use. 

18. Re: Wayburne Wav - Dominion Cons true tion L:mdscape Screening. 

A letter has been directed to Council by Hr. J.E. Saunders, l,929 Fulwell St., 
inquiring ns to the provision of n landscaped hu[fcr adjacent to the Gizoh 
Shrjnc Temple site, between a developing industrinl area and a residential 
neighbourhood, Thn Plnnni.ng DeparLment hns been anGngecl i.n recent months in 
working with Dominion Construction and other involved parties toward accept
ance o[ 1.1 suH.abfo pl1111 for n tread screen buffer nlong the \Wst.: side of 
Wcst:rn.i11:-;t:ar Avenue.!, Prior Lo Lil'VCiloprnunl: o[ t·hu W,1yhurnn inch1r:trial p.:1rk, 
the clovel.opur 1.1greed to f>hnro 1:hc cost o[ neccf;snry true plnnt:i.ng wj th the! 
munJ.cipnU.ty, on n 50/50 co!-,t: Hl1m:i11g b,Hds, ton mm~J111111n contrJbutitJn of 
$2,000.00 by Dominion Const:n1cl:"l.011, 

Dt1ring Llw counw of 1ncot:i.11g11, proponnli, wuro prerwnt:ed by t:lw Pl;i11ni.11g 
Jk:pnrl.111011t, /lnd ni•,r0(:111()nl: 111 pri11eipnl 011 n pl.in 1,nr; i.icliluv1.,d J11 crnr.l.y 1\pril, 
J\ dut.111.lt•d pln1', pn•p;1r1!rl by th1.! d1.:V1.)lop('I.', 1-•;rn l."l!t:L•.iv(,d M;1y 20 nnd !~:1r; '"'''ll 
rof()rrod l:o Ll1c.! 1'111.'i:r; 1\lld IU,crenl.lC111 llc.,p,·11:Lnw11L fol' c:01111111,nl:r; n11d co:;t: 1111n·1v: J:;, 
Jt.: In n11i: [u1.!ll11;\ 111:il t.l1e p:l:111 h:wicr1lly nqlru:;c,nLH 11 good :,L:111d:1rd 111 Jn.1nl~ 
1,:c:ipv dcnig11, ;ind cm1ld bv i111plvrnc11l:ccl cl11ri11g ili<i r:11rr,:111: 11lo111Li11g :;r-:i:,1.,11 ii 
Cho r.:nn ti. rt11d 111;i I 1ll ('.l),'1111,;(.' ror11111l ii prOVl! il\:C.:L!pl::il1l (!, \-It.! hn111.• Lu COIi(: J 11dc lilt: 

cltii;J,,, 11 ~1ork ;iiHI 1:0 n:porl: ti, C1H11H:i.l in tl1r.: vvr',' 11<:;ir l11L11rr• to nhtni11 
1111!.11111·i;,.:r1·in11 lnl' lliC .. ' 1.-111rk, '1'11/11 l.u prc1v.f.d1:d n:, n r•ro,:,rur;:; l"V\Hll'L. I.Pl: L11,· 
Jntun,1,1LICJ11 nl. 1:1111111.:IJ. 

c;, II I t: i I 11 I I: d •..• 
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19. Portion of Water Lot 6317 & 5870 - MacMillan Bloedel Ltd. 
Item Nos. 3 and 5, Manager's Report No. 37, Council Meeting May 25, 1971. 

These leases were referred back to the Manager to ascertain if the rental 
rates were adequate - should they be raised? The Land Agent has been in 
contact with Mr. Eastman of the North Fraser Harbour Commission who advises 
that the Commission is concerned with exorbitant: profits being made as a 
result of subletting Water Lot leases granted by the North Harbour Fraser 
Commission. They are not adverse to a reasonable administrative fee being 
charged, but we could not obtain any commitment as to what in their opinion 
constitut~d a reasonable charge. 

He informed the Land Agent that it was the Commission's intention on 
expiration of Head leases on all Water Lots on the North Arm of the Fraser, 
for the Commission to lease directly to users of the Water Lot. These 
leases would be granted subject to the approval of the Upland owners, and 
he indicated that there was a possibility that a fee could be charged for 
the approval. 

Specifically, in the case of the Portion of Water Lot 6317, Council at its 
meeting of April 5, 1971, approved the extension of a lease to Weldwood of 
Canada Limited under the same terms and conditions as recommended for this 
portion of the same Water Lot. It would therefore appear to be inconsistent 
to sublet the remaining portion of the Water Lot at· a different rate. 

It is recommended that both leases be renewed on the terms and conditions 
as recommended ;;i.t the Council Meeting of May 25, 1971. 

20. Re: National Harbours Board Water Lots - Burrard Inlet. 

Alderman MacLean inquired at the Council Meeting of May 25, 1971, as to 
under whose jurisdiction the leasing of water lots in Burrard Inlet comes, 
and as to how certain industries get authority to build out into the Inlet. 
The Land Agent has been in contact with Mr. ·Poulson of the National. Harbours 
Board and he advises that insofar as Water Lots are concerned, the National 
Harbours Board jurisdiction extends from the high water mark over the whole 
of Burrard Inlet. The actual depth which a Water Lot might be, can vary in 
accordance with use. However, construction of any kind on any Hater Lot is 
subject to the provisions of the Navi~able Waters Protection Act. 

An industry wishing tb be located on Burrard Inlet applies to the National 
Harbours Board for a Water Lot lease, the area of which is determined by 
survey. 

Cu1·rent National Harbours Board policy tends to favour leases up to 20 years 
or less, some ranging down ns low as a monthly basis. In previous years it 
was possible to obtain Water Lot: leases for n longer period of time thnn 
that which is currently favoured. On the 20~ycnr lease there is a rcntnl. 
review every 5 years, and in gcrneral this practice is applied over all lciasc:s. 

Sublctti.ng of n Nntl.onnl Jlnrbours Boar.ti louse is subject t'o cipprovnl by the 
Board. This con<lit:i.on i.s ri.gi.dly ndhcrcd L:o, to prevent t.:lie Board from 
becoming a party l'.o a 1,d.tual.1011 whore a lease has hc:cn obt.:nJ.mid for a 
i:casonnblc figure by one pnrty who then for vnri.ou1:; reasons j_s able to 
obtni.n somco11u to trnhlt!t tlw lc:mic nt an cxorbit:nnt.: profit. Aho f:or Lhc 
same rcrnson l'.hn Board p1~ofcr:i 1.:0 lun:;c dir.ecL:1.y t:o the Wnt:cr Lot: use:t'. 

Crrn I:. i.n 11v d •• , • 
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In keeping with the trend to recirculate waste materials, the Engineering 
Depnrtmcnt proposes to request our asphnlt mnintcnnnce cont1:c1ctor, 
Columbia Bitulithic, to lny a l\" to ?." overlay of "glassphalt" on Royal 
Oak between Gilpin and Eglinton, in order to test this material under 
nurnaby's climntic conditions and under heavier traffic conditions thnn the 
only other one in Cannda (in Scarborough, Oritario), which was laid on 
17 October, 1970. 

Hr. Kaller arranged this project with the collaboration of Glass Container 
Council of Canada, who underwrite any costs in excess of the 'price per 
ton laid 1 , ,~hich Burnaby must pay for ordinary asphalt under the terms of 
the contrnct between the Corporation and Colu:nbia Bitulithic Co. Rc:claimcd 
glass will be supplied hy the Dominion Gloss Co. of Burnaby and will be 
crushed and graded similar to ordinary aggregate. Should the sieve analysis 
indicate improper gradation stan<la~d mineral aggregate in appropriate ~ 

degree of fineness will be added to assure proper density of the mix. 

The laying of 11glassphal t II will take place in the afternoon of 18 June, 
weather permitting. Should the unsuitable \~eather prevent this work, it will 
be postponed to Saturday morning, or if wet conditions will again prevail, to 
the first dry day in the subsequent week. 

Similar test strips are to be laid dlso in }bntreal and other large cities 
in Canada. 

According to information available, the perfor.rn:mce of "galssphalt" in 
Scarborough does not differ materially from performance of standard asphaltic 
surfaces. 

Mr. Kaller, ,~10 ~ill be attending tl1c National Solid Wastes Seminar in Toronto 
in the wee~ of June 6 - 12, is instructed to double check the performance of 
"glassph[!lt 11 in Scarborough, which gives suffit;ienL th1i:! Lo our a\>pro.:-wh to 

this subject. 

It is recor:.m<?_nded that Council appr.ove of this "test strip". 

22~ I~: Contract with Jnck Ce~e Li~iLed re Engin~0rinB and Constr.uction of 
Services Corporation Subdivision D. L. 86, St:r:?,C 3, 1.~·hasc l" 1971. 

Enclosed herewith from Jack Ccwe Limited is a request for an extension of time 
on the above-mimed contract from 31 :•lay, 19il, to 15 July, 1971. In connection 
with the overload problems of l·!cEJ.lwnncy Engineering and Sut"Ve>ying, we ,.Jould 
confirm that we have ,111 cngince,:in;,; iJgrt2e:1iC:nt 1-;ith ;:.::;::lh~nr:_cy £0::: fiiz::.;t: 2. o[ 

the F.P.S,D.L, Progrnm, d.:itccl 22 February, 1.971, and Phase l~ d;.1tcd l Harch, 1971. 
Their comnd.tmcnt to us on these t.:•,-:.i engineering ngrec:incnts Wi:'.S that the 
cnginccrin3 design for the F.r. s.11.L. ProgrArn would be substantially completed 
by 31 Mar.ch, 1971. 

In connection with the co111r,1cnt rcgnrcli:1g the 1.Jet spring, tlw Engineer advises 
that he cnn only agree that it \•l,.HJ Lhc lrnual \,mt spring \.Jh:i.ch ,Jc may be 
expected to encounter in this country; however, the e:~1:rc111r,: wetness in the 
;;irca to b,: developed in D, J... fl6 ·,-mul cl c:rnse serious probler;1G of clcndng or 
cnrrying out 1.iny work wi-tlt f.!VCn 1111 nrcli11nry \.Jet sprfng, 

We notice? t:h.1t the rcquc;i;t is [or 11 :d:-: wpc~k •:·~:l'c11i,ton, nntl in this connc:ction 
wo would poi.nl: out: thnt; the l:ounci l ddnyc:d 11•.-1,1rdin~ t:b(.! cnntrnc t for one 
we>cl; to co!lsl.dcr n prohlc:rn of" hunli111•, or di.:ipo1;1.11g or tlw cl.C'nd.nr.1 dr:h1:is, 
'J'ld.n clcl ,1y of onL' Wt!l!k \✓ ilS nn [m1l.t or thr· c<,nti:nc:tor::, 1.md e('rt:ntnly should 
bd ccrnid.derc:c.1 i.n C!;<t.c•nr.ling t.hc U1::c t:o c:01:ipl..:.,ri_, 1·!w cont:r,1c:t. 

i\ltliough tllorc! ~:'D..i:. hen l.oni; to tlw ::111d_d;'1dUy lly vin1.1r: ,if- t:lw fr.let t:hnl" 
WC! mny not lit~ rihlci t·o co1;-1i,,111Hl ,1u lli 1•,h ,:1 p,:il:n :1:1 \✓ C! d:i.rl -Lr1 ,111r previc,,rn 'Hlli" 

divii;inn nr; we ·•ill I>(- ,_. 1:•!;lc- Lo •:(•l l th1::;· i it;,'. 1.1: ;1 ''pri::,(: 11 t:J.11-if.', :1 .. ,1 

nlt:ho1.1gh W•.! l111•1e not \ir•:11 nhlci to ,,,1:-11 11 r1·!:11rn <111 1:1c,1H•y '!liir:l, 1-/(' 1,1c,1ilil 
hn•,r• done! j[' 1J1C' lc1tn !1:11\ li(•,·11 :-,(1itl Ly llll\·1, •.w 11re f;y,";,1,1:i11•1.ic to th(• 
COl\l:1."m:l:or 1 n prohl1•11,i-;, l_/1• hn•;c• lwld l_iii:i 1.:0111-1·.it:Ul''. 11[) rc,r :; nr (, 11.-:111l.l1n (Ill 

f;nn L l 1n11•rl,,,, 
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/~ 22. Re: Contr:icl \~it:h Jack Ce\,'C Liuitecl i"t' ·:n[;tlh'('l"ing ,ind C,1nstruction u( 

Service's Cnrpor<1tin11 Subdivision l', L. S(,, St:ngc> 3 1 l'h;H;e 1, 1971. (c;:111t'cl.) 

North noacl through 1w fault of his own hec.iuse o( a dcl:iy by r..c. Telephone 
in moviug a pole line and he has not suggested tlrnt nny extr:i be clrnriccl. 

Under the circwnstances, ta~ing all things into consideratiou, it is 
recommended that the contract: be extended to July 15, 1971, as requented 
by the contractor and that liquidated c\.1rnngesnot he assessed. 

23. Re: Confederation Park Elder Citizens Recreation Centre 
Item 20 1 Manager's Report No. 37, Council Meeting Hay 25, 1971. 

Attached is a copy of a letter dated May 28, 1971, from the Secretary of 
the Parks and Recreation Commission regarding the above. 

Basically, what has happened is that the Contract covers more than just 
the construction of the building, and the original communication last week 
referred to the building only. The Contract price will, therefore, have 
to be changed as suggested. · 

The total Contract price of $172,687.00 compares with an estimate of 
$188,000.00 for the same work. 

It is recommended that Council authorize the change in the Contract from 
$154,627.00 to $172,687.00. 

24. Re: Building Department. 

Submitted herewith for your information is the report of thr Chief Building 
Inspector covering the operations of his Department for the period Aprii 
26 to May 21, 1971. 

25. Re: Medical Health~ 

MJS:cp 

Submitted herewich for your information is t~e report of the Medical 
Health Officer covering the activities of his Department for the month 
of April. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Attuchs. 


