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Local Improvement l~_r_n_m ___________ _ 

Appearing 011 the AgcnJa for the H,1rcli 19, 1973 a!cc:ting of Council was a 
petiti.cn from eleven rcsi.<lcnts on Piper Avenue for an amendment to the 
1972 Local Improvement Program. The petitioners r<:•quest that Lwenty-cight 
foot pavement with curbs only be provi<lc•d on Piper. Avenue between Govern
ment arid Winston Streets as an alternative to t~enty~eight foot pavement 
with five foot curb sidewalks, and t:hat the ai'tern.1tc proposal proceed in 
accordance with the former ti.me schedule. 

The Engineer has investigated the matter and advises that the Local Improve
ment Initiative for Pi.per Avenue, which included curb sidewalks and tm:nty
eight foot pavement, was defeated in February, 1973. There was no rider 
attached to the petitioners' <lefcnt o[ the Local Improvement: l1 rogram request
ing curbs only. The petition as piesentcd can therefore only be accepted 
~s an indication of the desires of the property owners in considering future 

'. Local Improvement Programs. 

·-T~e Engineer, in conformence with Council's dec:ision in similar circl!ln
stances on Lozells Avenue, recommends that Pip(~r Avenue be included for 
~onsideration when a future Local Improvement Program is prepared. 

The above Local Improvement Program should be considered foi:' reinitiation 
•.·.·.• together with other' proposals that shot1ld proceed at this Umc. These arc 

as follows: 

Lozells Avenue from Winston Street to Governm~nt Street 

Council on January 22, 1973, directed that if and when the work is to 
be initiated again~ it is to be initiated on a standard that involves 
asphaltic ._pavement _twenty-eight feet wide with concrete curb on both 
sides. 

2. Sard.is Crescent from Nelson Avenue to Grafton Street 

Having recommended that Lozells and Piper Avenues be reinitiatod 
because the property 01qners requested a revised standard of con
struction, it behooves us to accord the same treatment to property 
owners on Sardis Crescent from Nelson Avenue and Grafton Street 
(Local Improvement No. 72066). The property owners on this street 
advised Council in writing at the time that they rejec tcd the original 
standard involving curb sidewalks that 11 We do, however, respectfull~: 
pettt1.0B that a revised estimate be put forward showing the cost of 
e)~tending the pavement to 28 1 with curbs only 11

• 

3. Keith Stref!t from Royal Oak Avenue to Ravine East of HcPh1::rson nnd 
Pat:ri.ck Street: [r.om Royal Oak Avenue to McPherson Avenue 

~1c nb~vc-mentlonecl streets appear in the schedule of streets attached 
.to Bylaw 6028 nuthorizing the construction as a Local Improvement 
und~r provisjons o[ Part XVI of the Municipal Act o[ Asphaltlc Pnvc
ment twenl:y"eie;ht feet wide with five foot: curb si.duwa1ks on both 
s:i.d11s .t:k?r.con. 

Dns1.gns fo1: th\: two str.oats hnv0. now been con1plc.!tecl, Jt1clicati.ng that: 
tho r;Lamli,rd of: work ,;.iill sm:i<.)l1~1Jy jmpnir th~ use of private ddvo~ 

',l.'l'JIJ 011 tlie sou!:\, rd.de of cm:11 street ns \•icll as romovu 1.1 cons:idn1:nbl.H 
pcrt:i.on of: liw bo•.d.t~vnr<l hnaut:i.flc:at:Jon on the irnuth Bi.de thut: O\✓ lH..lrS 
h.:ivc.! jnst·nJ.lncl nvc.,r tho yc;ar::;. 

H.i t:ho11t: pn.>ju:J.li.::1! Lo Lhe st;.rndrird o.f: i.111provu1nu11t ndopt:c:d !:or resi.dr:•.ntlul 
r; Lrt:l, 1·.r;, \11.! n.(.1.,;_!,11.I :'.(: tlint; .i 1, c·c:r 1· 'tll', I ni, L:inc:on u;:c:111pl i. f Lt:d on thc:~;u 
f;t:r<.:l:l'r; ii;,: L<11.,•;.;r,.tplilt:,1l [r,c:tor!, of 1::-:t:rc,i::1• c.:ror;1.;••f:1·11 cnn rc•11d,•1· such 
ll r,\'.n11d.11cl J.11q;rm;t:l\:nhlv ,111<! l::{c1:r•,.-:i.,i.dy coi:l:Jy. 

/1/.'Lo':1' :1 1.·;in:f1tl )l•'.'ll·W ,,r Ll11· d,.,'i.,l',ll p'J:!11::, .i l. !1:.1:: b1.:t:1'1 d(:Lc·r111.lnc·d 
t·l,, 11. ,i 1i•,di.rit.il :;(·:;1,d.:1rd (•I i.1.,i11.1t.i11:•, t.111: I 111·h :;Jcl,,1-1:t'lk 1111 t\,, .. :.;,,11L', 
i:.1:lc• 111~•: 1•;in;: c111·h ,,111.y i1,,;1·.,•:<d ,·:i11 1,,, i11:.t:1\l(:d 11itll :1 111i11i11\11:11 ,, 
di::l111b 11!'· 1 ! t:o ,,,,j:-,1i:1,; c:,q,di1i,.,1••. 
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3. (Cont'd) 
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(Cont'd) 

The cost and length of the proposed works are as follows: 

Keith Street from Rc,yal Avenue to Ravine East of }kPherson 
Length: l, 700 1 

Cost= $42,500 

Patrick from RoynJ. Oak Avenue to NcPhcrson Avenue 
Length: 1,300 1

• Cost: $32,500 

There were some objections to the curb sidewalks ini.tiation on Keith 
and Patrick Streets but these were insufficient to defeat the proposed 
works. These objectj_ons were principally based upon the property 
owners' concern with possible detrimental ef~ccts of the work on 
driveways and on the south side of the two streets. 

Borisor Avenue be.tween Brief Street and Beresford Street 

The subject street has an interim standard roadway and a 4 foot 'side
walk on the ~est side. The ~idewalk is an old one but in relatively 
good shape owing to the fact that a section fronting the new high rise 
property has been replaced after damage during the construction of the 
high rise. The Rezbning Reference #46/70 of the property for high 
rise purposes did not impose any requirements for rond improvements. 

Related to. that, we have received a letter from Berr:hardt 'Bros. Holdings 
Limited, the high rise owners, requesting such improvements. Normally, 
.we would respond to such a letter by including the street on our list 
o~ projects to be considered for our next Local Improvement Program and 

· pr6ceed accordinglf without special consideration to it. However, the 
Municipal Pool and sports complex is progressing to a point where road 
·improvements should be planned to coincide with the completion of the 
Pool in anticipation of the increase in traffic. 

The estimated cost to up-grade the street with curb and gutter both 
sides and thirty-six foot pavement Js estimated to be $28,000. Storm 
drainage requirements on Beresford Street related to Bonser Street 
improvements will cost an additional $16,000. The drainage cost will 
be financed from Budget, 

To summarize, financing of the proposed works for Piper, Lozells, Sardis 
Crescent, Keith and Patrick Streets will not: exceed the amounts that were 
approved by Council for construction to the original standards, Lozells and 
Piper Avenues and Sardis Crescent are being put forth at this time as re.; 
initiated Local Improvements with curb not curpwalks because the various 
projects now beJ:ore us are being considcrod as a small Local Improvement 
Program and because it is administratively_feasible to process all of 
them ,'l,t the same time. A rliffer.ent standard is belng pr.opo:wd for Keith and 
l.'atr.,1/k Streets because Urn odginal slandm:cl would havt.! lwd an advenie 
cffc,!t on ddveways nnd boul0vanls. TI,~i Local Improvement: l.'rog.ram £or 
Ilonsor Avenur~ is nect!ss111:y l:o upgradti the st:1~cwl'. t:o carry inercrnsc.icl traffic 
which will rcrnuJ.t [rom consl'.J:uction of: n high ri.iw aparlrn(,nt: nncl tho nciw 
Munidp-11 Pool whj_ch is 1waring co1n1ileU.on; ln boLh St:agt!S 2 nm! 3 Local 
Improvciment Progn1m:;, t:hc!r1: l•lC!re 111orn t:han i.;uffk:icnt· 11unil>cri, of c.lcfcn.l.'.1.Hl 
proj0cts to 11J.1ow for the adcli1::io11 n( Bonsor J\vcnun. 

'I.'hc propurLy ow1wr1,: nn Pip<·r nnd Lm:c·11B t\V(:nu1.•1.1 l1,:1vo 111:1dn hwwn Llid.r pi;-c•· 
fw:1:1H!(! fnr ct 1 rln., 011ly h1;,l.1,11d 111.· i::urli :.;.i.1fo1-m]lc;, Jn L!Hua· t·1,10 cn:ws, t.:iici.r 
w:lshc:u WOI'(! 111.-:dc: 1<110\•.'II l.h1·u\1;•,l1 wr.itl(•ll :;1J!,1,1i.:;:;io11:: In c,,111·,(·i], It :d101,l.d 
be: pointvd (,tl: Ll,nt 111,: 1-:11·,i.n.-.·vl'l11;; lJ.-1,:1r :1:,·11l. ]1:1:; ,1]::,.1 11••:1.:ivt•d indlc:r.:i.on:-1 
.f'l.'1.\r,1 a fc.•\•/ 1,·n11c1·1·:1 0\/111•r:: 1111 1':.111111:: Cr,·:,1::111, lli;•,licr,::;(_ ll 1 lvn ,llld ::.11(1::: 
C1·vnc1~nt rc•;·, 1.rd·!111; t·l,c:ir 11r(•ll-r<::1,1·1: 1,,1· 1·1 1k, .-,n·1,,,. In ::11L·l1 c,t:,1·:: 1:111:1.',• 

C1 ,11 I i II I It :ii , • • 

http://PcL.it.icn


.•··••.'•,; 

12. rte: i!ctttio11 from E.il:!Vdi R.::si.:.l,~i·,Ls un Fipl!r Avenue 
Loea] Improveml!nt yro~ram (Coot 1d) 

property owners defeal: a project because the proposed st:andnrd is unaccept
able to Ll1em, but would approve the project if a di~ferent standard were 
used, the Engineering Dt~partmcnl: is prcsentl), recom,nendine to inquiring 
property owners that they should indicate i.n \1'ri ting to Council the extcint 
of the support for whatever alternate stnndard is desired. It will be 
recalled that this is the method that was used by p1·ope:rty owners on 
Lozells and Piper Avenues in making their wishes known to Council. 

RECOMMENDATIONS: 

1. Piper Avenue between Government nnd Winston Streets, 
Lozclls Avenue from Winston Street to Gove.rnment Street, and 
SRrdis Crescent from Nelson Avenue to Grafton Street. 

Reinitiate these Avenues as a Local Improvement Program for the 
installation of twenty-eight foot wide pavement with curb and 
gutter, on both sides. 

Keith Street from Royal Oak to Ravine East of McPherson Avenue, and. 
Patrick Street from Royal Oak to McPherson lwenue • 

. .(a) Amend Local' Improvement Bylaw 6208 by deleting (1) Keith Struet 
from Royal Oalc Avenue to Ravine East of NcPherson Avenue and 
(2) Patrick Street from Royal Oak Avenue .to McPherson Avenue 
fro~ the ichedule of works contained therein, . ' . . 

Reiniti.at_e the two streets as Local Improvement Projects for 
the insfalla.Uon of asphaltic pavement twenty-f~ight feet wide 
,~_ith curb on one side of the street and with a 5 1 curb sidewalk 
on the other side of the street. 

' . 

"' (c) Apply cost sharing o~ special assessments related to the side-
walk of 2/3 to the north side and 1/3 to the south side as pro
vided for in Section 5%, Subsection 5 of the Municipal Act, 

(d) That Burnaby Local Improvement Charges Bylaw 1971, Bylaw No. 
6054, be amended to provide for this description of works. 

3. Bonsor Avenue between Brief Street and Beresford Street. 

Initiate Bonsor Avenue as a Local I1nprovement Program for the 
installation of nsphaltic pave:ment thJ.rty-six feet wide with curb 
on both sides, and storm drainage, with the l~tter to be financed 
from Budget, 




