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17. Re: Letter - Mr, A. Lav~rs <lated October 10, 1972 
Government St:rect bct1-.1 e>en PhilHps .:rnd Brig!.ton Avenues 

Appearing on the Agendn for the October 23, 1972 meeting of 
Council is a letter from }Ir. A. Lavers concerning improvements 
for Government Street, 

The Manager has instructed the Engineering Department to r0\·iew 
the design and to bring forth a report outlining the costs involved 
if we proceed with the \,orl: as requested by the residents, 
The Engineering Department l1as also been asked to advise how many 
trees, if any, would have to be removed with this suggested n~, 
design, There are other technical questions that would have to be 
reviewed as w21l, 

It should also be noted that if we do not proceed with the existing 
local improvement on Government Street bet,,;ecn P-1.pe:r- and Brighton 
Avenues, and Ha new work program for a new 28' curb pavement with 
a separate 4' sidewalk on the north side is initiated, the taxable 
rate per front foot ~ill increase, 

per. front foot for 28 1 of pavement and 5 1 curb side,,:alks 
.~~. 89¢, whereas if a separate sidewalk is constructed, th~ charge 
becomes $1.12 per front foot for the owners on the n·orth sid.:: where 
the separate sidewalk would be built. The rate where a side~alk is 

being built remains the same at 75¢. per front foot, This fact 
not mentioned at the Public Heeting. 

Concerning the writer's inquiry regarding the initiation of the 
street in1provement for two years :i.n a row, the first initiation pro
duced a very clear desire on the pan of the property owners for a 
sidewalk b0tween Piper and Brighton Avenues. The Council, Traffic 
Safety Committee and staff are on record·as supporting this need, 
However, it ~rns reported to Council that the only feasible means 
of constructing the sidewalk would be in conjunction ,,:ith full 
street construed.on and therefore, the street was reinitiated in 
1972 primarily to produce the desired side1.,alk. 

Finally, it is not economical in this instance to construct a side
walk without constructing the road. The location for the sidewalk in 
ordE!r to avoid removing a lot of trees means that it has to be built 
approximately where the ditch presently e:dsts on the road, i.e. 
sinc:e there is no room available, for. relc)cating the ditch, the side
walk must therefore be constructed at the same time as the road in 
order to save th8 trees, 

.{l.~.!::J.~£:_hc.~l is a reply from the Di.recto'!'.' of Planning to some of the 
other points tbnt were rais0.cl in llw letter from Mr, Lavers, 

Coun~il will receive n full report on this nAttcr on October 30, 1972, 

R ECO t n-1r.:mxr Hl'.1: 

THAT a copy of thi!; report hr.! r:cnl: to t•lr, /1, L:wer.s, 
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\.,1 Ml\NAGE!l'S HEPORT NO. <i8 ; 

\'.l COUNCIi. f,1EETING (kt:. 23/72 : 
l.:..:;s~~«:rJ::1,<t1-•= :::i.:e~~,~...-

MR. MELVIN J. SHELLEY 
MUNICIPAL MANAGER 

DEAR SIR: 

PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

OCTOBER 19, 1972 

OUR FILE: 08.640W 

RE: GOVERNMENT STHEET BETWEEN PHILLIPS 
AND BRIGHTON AVENUES 
(LETTER Fnm1 A, LAVE HS DATED 
OCTOBJm 10, l 97 2) 

Following 1·oprcsc11tation :frum ~Ir .. J. E, Greenfield, spealdng 
nn behalf of tho surroundJng property owners on the above 
sub:ject,tlw Council on :n ,July 1972 cli:i:ectcd thr.Lt ~!1..mtd.pnl 
Si:nff m<~ot wtth tho rcstdcnits clm:j,np; Sc!ptomber for tho 
plll'pose of: 

n) c:i,~pla:i.ning tl1c: work thn!; :lfs propo:;cd to be c.lono on tlic 
pOl'ti.on of CiOV(JX'l)n1Clll: Struut bct\V(!(!)l Pl-d.llip:,,; and 
Bd.gl1ton Avernws: 

h) oxnmjnJnp; tJ·1c: poss:\.b:1.·11ty of' nn alto1·nat:l.vu ~uornotr;ic 
cl o ::;j g n I' (11.' t. ) W s L l' o r,, t. , 

'l'ld.s Jll(1nL:i.ng wUl1 npp1•0:drnnLc.·ly ·1:;,0 r 1::dck;-1ls nf' (iOVC!l'J\llll!l11: 

:H.J·1•c,L :1111.l till' 1;ui·1·c11.11Hli111•· nr.·i; 1;1ll1rn11·11 1 iocl, w:t:.i l1vl.d al- 1;1•11.l'm:l.!1 
}:l(:l]l(!JlL:11·:v 111:)10()! ()I) ~;r•plr•:,il.H J' 'i,?, nr,'.~, n11d w:i:,; .iL(.(!)J(ll:Od 

by Lil<! f'ollor1.ii1:•; :-;t:;1l'f' IIH'llllli:I'.': 

4 I ' 

• ;i • .t 

·-\· 

,, 



i • • :·:""..'·"i'.'?.:Jl;1!'a:f1:~,~ :1:,:: l·, ·,-· ....... ~~::i,r·:.:&.T..r.-::- ::c·-.:~-i"'·'·--;:,;·:•-,,•''." 

i , ITH.1 1 ·; 
1 , r:. ',N/\!.iEn'S tP:POHT No. (,r\ 
€; 
f • COUNCIL tJF.ETltJG Oc·I. ':.J/7'.' 
t _ -~--'ci.~U$:•!~'lt,~11: ;. t·_.;.,;:_j;.t,!';,.:f .. .u,i.;r'-~ ... -::-.;:rty:~~~:·c .:".i):".l ... t;:til'·1~ 

~lr. II. 
~11'. V. 
~Ir. H. 
~Ir. E. 
~Ir. A. 
Mr. w. 
i1r. it. 

Bacon 
Kennedy 
F. NorcJjffc 
E. Olson 
L. Parr 
Scott 
Shelley 

-
'l'raf'fie Supl'l'visor 
Deputy ~run ic.Lpal Engineer 
Se c'.1"1) l·ary 
Municipal Engineer 
Director or Plunnin~ 
Transportation Planner 
l\lunicipal ;,1anagt!r 

Mr. A. Parr who acted as Chairman for the !lleeling introduced 
the subject by describing the background leading up to tho 
meeting, and the purpose of the meeting which was to 
f:irstly make sure that tile residents understood the current 
proposals for Government Street, and secondly to attempt to 
ascertain what type of improvements, if any, they desired 
fo1· Government Street. 

The follow :ing diagrams were then shown to the residents, and 
described by the Chairman: 

a) a plan of the Government Street aren showing existing 
and proposed residential development and related roads 
indicating the need for Government Street to function 
as a residential collector. 

b) a diagram indicating the current proposal to improve 
Government Street to a 36' wide street with curbs, and a 
curb sidewalk on the north side, providing for two 
moving lanes of traffic and parking on both the north 
and south sides of the street, with bus stops at intc:cvals 
being provided in the parking lane. 

c) a di~gram indicating a possible alternative, involving 
the improvement of Government Street to a 30' wide 
street, with curbs, and a separate sidewalk on the 
north side, providing for two moving lanes of traffic, 
and parking on the south side only, with bus stops at 
intervals being p1•ov ided on the north side by indented 
bus bays, and on the south side by use of the parking 
lane. 

'I'he Chairman then invited questions and discussion from those 
present; and following a great deal of discussion lasting 
approximately one and a half hours, during which time 
many questions were answered, by the staff present, with 
the main intention of making sure that those present full.y 
understood the ram:i.U.ca.tions of the alternaU.vcs available 
to them, the residents formulated tho follo-,ving motion: 

IT WAS RESOLVED 

"That Government Stroot, 1Jotwcen PhU.Jips Av<.'JflW and B1•igl1ton 
J\vcnuo bo const.ructc•d to a width of 28 · with 11<.i pa3·l~ln~~ rtt 
nny t.11110 on oJtbor s.ido. Thal: bus l:iny~; bu coni.;tru('(:ucl 
(on both sjdui-:) n.ncl n F,opnrate sidewall·~ bu coni:;tructc•cl on 
the 1101·th rdde of l1ovn1·nrnrYJ:1t Strr.1 (! I:." 

1t was f'ult by Lho,-;e prci~-:(·nt tlin.L lwo h< 1 pn·,·atr! vol<n; Hhoulcl 
be tak(m on i:l1c mot.ion, t:!11: r:11·1,t: o(' Covc:1·m11<•nt SLrc1 ct 
1·<!HJ<knU; only, alld l.llo :,;c:r:ond or noJglll,ourJ1i1; i;l1·,:ul: 

1·osi.dc·nt:., 01,ly. 

]loth Lllr:i','' ;1;ro111,:·; v<>L(•d vi,·lu:,l.ly un:,ni1:1nu:-;ly l'nr l.l1c: 
1-:L:tridri1·tl c,c•: .. ;c·.l'.ii,1,r! i.n t'l1u 111ol:iu11, wiLl1 1,11!,v L111· 1 '( r;o\'1•1•11i;10•11I 
~,t1·c.·vt 1'c,::itl,•11t.'.; :i11d iwo tll:.i:~11!><>11.1•jn;; 1·1·:;iil1·11I :, l/l.':l11:,; ur1111;,.1•d, 
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'l'he mc-(•ting was Llten advi:--1•d that Llic r~0 :c,t1l1s or· the J11ect::ing 
would lw commun.ic:1lc•cl Lo Lile• Council, and that: if Cou11cil 
chose~ to pro, ('<.:cl ;don(-{ the: lines indi(':',Ll'd by t lw a fo!'<'ment:ioncd 
resolution, then thu proposal would have to be rc-hdUated, 
probably in the Sj--,r:ing or 1973. 

Commenting briefly on the letter from A. Lavcrs dated 
Oct:obe1· 10, UY/'.)., it seem::; qu.Lte clc,tr to Ill(', as expressed 
in the resolution passed by the residents, what they wish 
to sec,· happen to Goverrnnent Street. 'file resolution docs 
not say ''do nothing", it spells out a specU'ic improvement 
standard for the st.rcet. 

It is possible that my emphasis on making sure that the 
residents understood the rami[ications of thuir choice 
by my asking them a number of questions, may have lead to 
the feelings expressed by A. Lnvers, but the resolution 
speaks for itself and allows for no uncertainty as to the 
residents'desires. 

These "ramifications" which were pointed out to the residents 
before they formulated their motion, included the following. 

a) no parking in perpetuity on Govcrrunent Street. 

b) the possibi.li ty that no parking, result illg in two free 
moving 14 '0 11 lanes would encourage f a.stcr vehicular 
movement and higher traffic volumes. 

c) the fairly extensive areas of paving that would have to 
be devoted to inset bus bays, arid th,e di f-f icul ties 
that could be associated with locating them in front of 
individual private properties. 

H:owever, the residents, as a :cesult of the meeting, under
stand what is involvc~d and have accepted the above con<liU.ons, 
in order to obtain a street which they believe is more in 
character with their neighboul'hood. 

ALP/mp 

c,c. Municipal Engineer 
Municipal Treasurer 

Respectf.uJ. ly submitted, 

.L/ I:? f/Z/1/f.l/l/V 
A. L. Parr, 
DIRECTOR OF PLANNING 
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