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from Mr. D. Clark and 27 petitioners. Fuseontially, the letter requested
petitioners asked that no-

ended except the

the improvements YeCOm
just curbs and gutters.
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ed by the Manager bhefore
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1972 recommending

The Council referred the matte
The Ingineering Department cannot
ther or not sidewalks should be

The attached Item 17,
. Council on December 18,
on both sides of the road.
gtaff for further study.

'. the Planning Department as to whe
constructed on one side or on both sides, or if the sidewalk that is

constructed should be separate from the curb and gutter oOX combined with
“curb and gutter. . To make matters mora interesting the Hunicipal Manager

cannot -agree totally with either Department.
t the Clerk in the meantime procceded with the initiation

ady underway for the entire Works Program and the project
as advertised on January 5,-1973.

We.now  find tha
- . procedures alre
. ..as originally designed w

-1, The view of the Engineer is:
atches. . Sketch #1 shows the
side of Lozells Avenue which
s Avenue for pedestrian

e are enclosing herewith two sk
existing properties on the east
. are entirely dependent upon Lozell
. graffic to Government Road for children to get to school and
bus route. Sketch #2 shows properties
, d for development on the west side of
“fozells, totalling 48 in number, one half of which will be
fdepcndcntvupon'chells Avenue for pedestrian traffic to get
- to the school and bus. T+ will be noted from the sketches
that there are 35 properties east of Lozells entirely
dependent upon Lozells to get to Covernment and there are
- 48 properties proposed for the west side of Lozells, of which
we would estimate 28 will be dependent upon Lozells for
pedestrian traffic to Government road. This total of 83
properties being dependent upon Tozells Avenue for pedestrian
access to Government and the buscs and schools thereon would
indicate a clear need for sidewalks or Lozells Avenuc. '
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which are propose
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5. Rer Local Tmprovement

Lozells Avenue betweon bovernment and Winston Streets - cont 'd.

In comection with the possibilicy of saving of costs hy

not constructing sidewalks, we would advise that the difference
in front footage rate is .89¢ per front foot for curb walks and
- 75¢ per foot for curb and gutters. For a 66' frontage, which
is the maximum assessablc frontage by local improvement, the
difference in cost to the property owner to have sidewalks as
opposed to curb and gutters is only §9.24 a year which amounts
to the minimal amount of 2,7¢ per day.

We have reviewed the design of the
the design calls for only one sidewalk to continue through at
‘the southerly end to Winston Street this being on the west side
~of the street, The landscaping contract recently completed
included the construction of a solid board fence along Winston
Street which would block the possibility of continuing a
‘sidewalk through on the east side of the street as suggested in
the Planning Director's report. We have also taken another look
at the location of a stand of trees along the west side and
~would advise that only 2 of the 12 trees on the west side would
fdefinitely have to be removed for the construction of a curb
~walk, however, the back of the walk would be quite close to
“the reﬁainihg-trees and there would be the possibility of some
~'damage to the root structure. During discussions with the
'f]property owners at 3825 Lozells Avenue regarding damage to their
“‘boulevard .we were given the definite impression that they were
. .not particularly concerned about 2 Birch trees in front of their
f.property,r The 2 trees, which would definitely require removal
_are at Government Street; one of them being a 15" diameter Birch
and the other a small 8" diameter Cedar. To overcome the possi-
“bility of root damage to the remaining trees on the west side
St possible to off-set the street approxi-

street and would advise that

:qu}the street, it. would be
mately 2 or 3 feet to the east,

‘f{;Aftét due consideration of all the foregoing f
‘. recommendation that the local improvement
--wWith an integral curbwalk

actors, it is our
remain as it was originally
proposed for both sides of Lozells Avenue, "

The view of the Planning Director is:

"

The length of Lozells Avenue under consideration i
north-south with an intersection at Government Sty
north, and a physical barvier of screens and landscaping at the
south permitting no vehicular access onto Winston Street, However,
at the southern cnd of Lozells Averua on the western side there is
a flag-store path allowing pedestrians access Lo Winston Styeet
and the south. Two other strects intersect along Lozells Avenue -~
Kentwood Street on the ecastern side and a new subdivisional Street
( recently constructed on the western side, Lozells Avenue will
therefore act as the collector voad for the subdivision doveloped
onto Kentwood Street and the newly constructed subdivision road,
as well as the horeg
Lozells Avenue.

s oriented
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5. Re: Local Improvement
Lozells svenue between Government and Linston Strects - cont'd,

(i) the homes fronting onto Lozells Avenue.

(ii)  approximately 50 homes already built and using
Kentwood Street for its sole access. (It should
be noted that the complete lack of a sidewalk
in the completed subdivision off Kentwood has
allowed full and attractive landscaping to the
curb),

(iii)  approximately 30 homes yet to be constructed on
: the new subdivision west of Lozells Avenue,

(iv) pedestrians who may arrive from Winston Street
via the flag-stone path.

‘,‘.Clearly, there is need for-a pedchrlan facility along Lozells
':‘Avgnue in view of the size of the contributing pedestrian
catchments. To this extent, the Planning Department fully

:HFsupports ‘the need for a sidewalk, and further, considers that
. one 31dewalk would be adequate in this location.

f[‘ln con51der1ng reasons why the petitioners opposed sidewalks
o.oneis left with two main reasons: - additional cost; -and a

. possible lowering of aesthetic standards in this area where
"flandscaplng is very much a part of home ownershlp.

f;In thls locality where pride of home ownership is evident and
~the pedestrlan demand is limited, the Planning Nepartment feels
fthat one sidewalk is sufficient and would recommend departing
“from the standard previously approved as part of the Local
.‘Impxovements Programme. In this way not only would cost be
‘;Leduced buL also objections on aesthetic grounds would be reduced.

'}If only ong q1dcwalk is: to be built then the better location for
it -would appear to be on the east side of Lozells Avenue. This
""is because a sidewalk on the east side would lead children directly
~to the park on the north-east corner of the intersection of Lozells
" Avenue and Government Street, and also the subdivision on the
eastern side of Lozells which enters at Kentwood Strect is

already completed, whereas the subdivision on the western side

has vet to be built. Additicnally, the location of mature birch
and evergreen trees along the western side of Lozells could prove
a problem if the sidewalk were to be located there.

To encourage a maximum of aesthetic treatment in the blending of
sidewalk into the landscape, the Planning Departmenl recommends
that the sidewalk he separated from the curb, The usual diffi-
culties associated with a scparated sidewalk of grading into
private accesses, and drainage of the aidewalk itself, should not
prove a problem heve since there is litrle crossfall and the
immediate tervain is basically flat,

The Planning Department recommends that

(i) a sidewalk he built on only one side of Tovells
Avenue hotweon Winston Strecot and Governeent Street,

(i) this sidewalls be constrocted on the cantern olde of
lovze b Soremur,
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5. Re: Local Improvement
Lozalls Avenue between Government aond Winston Strects - cont'd.

3. Vicw of the Municipal Manager:

The Municipal Manager is councerned that the trees on the West side
of the road will be lost as a result of the construction proposed
and therefore feels that a sidewalk should not be placed on this
side of the road. However, because of the number of houses that
this collector road will service, it is felt that there should be a
sidewalk on at least one side, and consequently the Manager concludes
that such a sidewalk should be on the East side of the Avenue.
Since the Municipality must under the present local improvement
formula pay for the majority of the cost, economy of construction
costs must be considered and the Manager feels that any sidewalk
" built should be built as a curb sidewalk not a sidewalk separated
from a curb and gutter which costs more, Further, the abutting
. ~owners also pay more as-a local improvement for a separate as opposed
~.to a combined section.

There is the option under the Municipal Act of charging two~thirds
of the cost of the sidewalk to the side of the road it is constructed
~on and one-third to the opposite side of the road.

,{On Government Road, the separate sidewalk section is being used to
“.avoid the trees on the North side and to match the existing design
5fon GovernmenL where a separate sidewalk is already in place.

.The Manager has reached the conclusion that the project should be

flnltlated as ‘a local improvement with 28' pavement, curb and gutter on

"the West side and curbwalk on the East side, with two-thirds of the cost

rof the 31dewalk ch alged to the East side and one-third to the West 31dc.’ ST I

Sinté prepaling Lhis report item, the Municipal Managcr has been advisad
j-by ‘the Municipal Clerk that he has received a petition signed by a
fVTQSufflclent number of property owners to defeat the local improvement
““’which was initiated on January 5, 1973, on the basis of the November. 6,
+.71972, design approved in the Program. The Certificate of Sufficiency
i which will be submitted by the Clerk on the entire Program after the-
”i f4deadline for petitions (February 5, 1973) will reflect this fact.

Obviously the Municipality cannot proceed with the work, but it would be
desirable to select the standard for the work which will ultimately be
‘done. There is no suggestion being made at this point in time to re-
initiate the project, but if and when it is, we would like to have
Council's direction foyyour files.

RECOMMIENDATTION:

THAT the work as planned not be proceeded with at this point in
time; and

THAT il and when it is re-initiated, it be done as a local improve-
ment with 287 pavement, curl and gotter on the West side and curb-
walk on the kast gide, with two-thirds of the cost of the sidewalk
charged o the Bast side and one-thivd to the West side;  and

THAT copics of this report he sent to Mr, Dy Clack and the
petitinners,
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(d) Mr. Do Clark and others, 3810 Lozells Avenue, Burnaby -2

PETITION -- 27 signatures =-- ve Local laprovements to Lozells Avenue
between Government Road and Winston Street.

Pecember 4, 1972
3810 Lozells Avenue
Burnaby 2, B.C.

”ﬁwﬁéydr and:Members of Council
-Lf Burnaby Nun1c1oal Hall
"L;Burndby B. c

- Dear Sirs:

73ﬁfWe the undcr51gned roqlcents of Lozclls Avenue betveen Government
Boad and W1ndton &treet ( 3700,5800, and 3900 Bloc s),w1sh to bring
“to_the;attention of Council our requestes in the development of Lozells

“Avenue.,

The requests are as:followvs:

eurbing should be on both sides of the road

the road should be no wider than 28 feet

the road should provide for two lanes of traffic only
- calch basins should be provided

there should be no sidewalks on cither side ol the road

Oon behall of the Resldents

l‘
(O /\‘4 /“’t\

e Dy Cluewis
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PETITION TO THI

MAYOR AND KEIMBZRS OF COUNCIL

. on

SUCEESTED IMPROVERKENTS TO THE ROADVAY

ih the

~ $700, 3860, and 3900 Dblocks LOZELLS AVE

By the

" PROPERTY OWNERS ON THAT STRELT

‘December L, 1972

THIS PETITION WAS. KECEIVED BY:

DATE: K ZL/,A_(/(/{— sz

O BEMALF OF THE COWPORAYZON OF BUKNABY,
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Re:  Towells Avenne Between Government oog Winslon Sireots
Appearing on the Agenda for the Deceaber 11, 9077 ot of Covncil
was a letter dated Dacemboy 4, 1972, fyrom Mo, o o coe DT petitioness

rcpurdinﬂ the following vecuests for jmprovesents on Losells Aveoue

between Government and Winston Strects:

1

" - curbing should be on both sides of the road

the road should be no wider than 28 feet

- the road should provide for twoe lanes of traffic only
- caLch basins should be provided
- there should be no sidewalks on either side of the road."

The Engineer investigated the requests for improvements and advises as

;F;, L follows:
B0 1n ‘Ttewm 13 Manager®s Report No. 72, 6 Nov./72, the Council approved of the

Manager's recommendations that Stage 3 of the 1972-1973 Lecal Improvements

,’Progranme be initiated to the abutv-ng property ovmnexrs. Lozells Avenue from
Win#&ton SLlect to ‘Government Road is PJogecL No. 72-124 on that particular
“Local Improvements Progranme. b4

The standard of construction called for in the project is that of 28' pavement

with"5! curb sidewalks ‘on both sides. - This standard was chosen to be recomnended

'for initiation owing to our opinion that if there was ever a street which

JUSLLflGG receiving curb sidewalks it would be Lozells Avenue. This conclusion

‘was reached because there is a fairly large subdivision lying to the east of
i,LO?ellk Avenue which lS its only outlet to Lozells and there is likewise
'~be1ng constructed, at the present time, a fairly large subdivision to tue west
~of Tozells Avonun‘vhlcn also will be its only outlet to Lozells Avenne. There

is no- question in our minds but that the sidewalks would receive aciive use

 ’]]b) a-considerable number of school children from the Lwo tributery subdivision
Careas and it'is furthermore considered advisable to provide walking facilities
 ,uD Lo Govclnmcnt Road for the bus patrons . to reach tne only bus routs in thzat
f_enLlre arca. There is one further point worthy of mention and that is that

we have been instructed to bring the Lozells Avenue sidewalk out to Win

ston
ng Lo

3
s
4
i

Street on one side in order to provide continuity for any people wish

- reach Winston ‘Street from Government Road or vice versd.

Tt may, or may not be pertinent, but it is observed from the petition that the
5 specific requests contained in the covering letter with the petition were not
actually listed as part of the petition itsclf.

The first & requests listed in Mr. Clark's covering letter are, in facu, being
provided in the standard of road being initiated and the ouly point of differcnce
is that pertaining to sidewalks which we Fecl arve justificd for the reasons sot
out in the forcgoing paragrapis,

Tt 15 recommended that Lozells Avenuz from Winston Street to Gn"vlnnnn. Rozd hu
initiated to the standard alrcady shown on the Programmae o8 approved oz

{nitiation by the Council at its weeting on ¢ November, 1074,°

KECQHAER)

AITONS :

THAY Couactl yrealfiva the inltiation of dmvrovenents on Lozells Averpe
between Goveyrpaent and Winnton Strear, In socoviogee wfvh phay oo diydd!
as o shown dn Che Locn!l Tonvovarent

novemboy Oy LGy )

whrieh Couns o

L g
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