
ITEM 17 

MANAGER'S REPORT NO. 79 

COUNCIL MEETING 0c t. 22/73 

Re:. Letter dated October 9, 1973 from Mr. E,W.T. Hnatiuk 
1050 West Pender Street, Vancouver 
Green Tree. Village - Curb Design 
Rezoning Reference #1/72 and #19A/73 
(Item 15, Report No. 21, March 19 1 1973) 

•'.i,'.Appearing on the Agenda for the October 22, 1973 meeting of Council 
· is• iletter from Mr. E.W. T. Hnatiuk regarding standards for curbs 

t):1•Jhe Green, Tree Village Development. Attached for the consider~ 
.·a#on; o,f'touncU are reports on this subject from' the Engineer 
·~~'cf the; Director of Planning. ' 

)-:~/? 

I~f i11t~1f?:Ci,l~rrfai1!~:! ::·::~~!:/or curbs io coridominium areas 
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ITEM 17 

MANAGER'S REPORT NO. 79 

COUNCIL MEETING O:t. 22/73 

Tf" ~ORPORATION OF THE DISTRICT OF B IABY 

TO: Municipal Manager 

FROM: Municipal Engineer 

DEPARTMENT: 

DEPARTMENT: 

SUBJECT: Greentree Village, Phases l an• II 
Curbs in Parking Areas itl\U :~: .::;, t .. L ltLiJ~AGErl'S 

oi:.:1cE 

DATE: 18 Oot../7) 

OUR FILE I 

YOUR FILE I 

During the past month, this subject has been extensively discussed between the 
developer (Dawson Developments Ltd.), the Planning Department, and the Engineering 
Department. As you know, the standard of curbing for this development was the 
subject of discussions earlier this year which culminated in a report by the 
Planner approved by Council in late March, which recommenced the construction of 
11 ••• curbs to Municipal standards ••• " on the internal strata-title streets. 'the 
Munici•l Clerk's letter of 21 March, 1973, to John H. Haiste & Associates Ltd. 
(Da1'Son 1s engineering firm) reads: ''With reference to your letter of March 16, 
1973, concerning the type of curb to be constructed on the streets to be create4 
in the development of the above described property, I would advise that Council 
received your submission on March 19th, and after considering it and the attached 
report of the Manager on the matter, confirmed that the construction of the curbs 
to be in accordance with municipal standards." (The underlining is ours). 

· Subsequent to this, the developer submitted design plans which were approved by 
both the Engineering and Planning Departments which indicate standard municipal 
curbs and gutter and/or curb walks on all internal strata title streets, with 
standard drop sections where necessary to gain access to the adjoining parking 
areas~ The perimeter of adjoining parking areas was defined by the installation 
of extruded concrete curbs on the asphalt surface. These plans were approved 
because we, most certainly we in Engineering, considered the standards to be 
adequate and to an appropriate ''municipal standard", a considerable improvement 
on other simi_lar developments in the Municipality which have no curbing on streets 
or parking areas; further, the stsndards were considered to be consistent with 
the intent of Council's approval for this particular development. 

Construction of this development has progressed through the summer to the point 
where construction of the streets has now commenced and the curb details on the 
approved plans are now being questioned as to whether an extruded concrete curb 
on asphalt on a curb and gutter should be installed around the parking areas. 

the responsibility of this Department for construction in private strata-title areas 
is not clearly defined, When the original plans were approved by us, we considered 
that our responsibilities were basically limited to the area between the back of 
curbs or walks on internal strata-title streets, with the parking areas forming part 
of the private development and thus totally under the jurisdiction of the Building 
Inspector. Nevertheless, at the request of the Planning Department, we reviewed 
the design proposal for the perimeter of the parking areas (which on first sub
mission showed no curbs at all), and ultimately approved the extruded concrete 
curb on asphalt for this location and use, there being no existing municipal 
standard for this purpose except that which we use on municipal parking lots where 
we have found extruded concrete curbs on asphalt to be more than adequate for the 
use. 

, .... •~·-- ·-·----,_..........,.. __ _ 
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We stand by the approvals accorded the design plans, which now show curb an, . . 
gutter and/or curb walk for construction of all roads in the development aD4l aatru••• 

. concrete curb on asphalt at the perimeter of the parking areas. We consHer this 
. standard of construction to.be adequate and suitable for this development•• re• 
.... coumend its. adoption. 

It is our intention,in the near future, to review, advise and report oath• 111Ute 
questi()nof appropriate.standards for work on internal streets and. parking areal 
in strata-title dev,lol'llleritsincluding recomnendations as to which departant ii 

.·. most suitably equi'ppped with the appropriate personnel to carry out the require• 
inspection duties. . lor. the time being, we are both approving plans ·and in1pecting 
tile.work.on the internar:itreet systems, but I am requesting our Contracts lngineer 

.. :to ins~ruct bis. inspectors assigned to inspection of the internal street ayst_. 
. :~f· also :1nspect ~be .b.ase preparation · paving and . extruded curb operations OD the 
J>ar~ing a.reas immediately adjacent to the internal streets. 

. ·:· .. , . 

·:c ) :Planning Dir~ctor 
.. (. )-:Chief Building· Inspector 
() Design Engineer , 
( .·) ,Contracts Engineer 

aisJs.-.f 
MUNICIPAL ENGINED 

"' 
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ITEM' 17 
MANAGER'S REPORT NO. 79 

COUNCIL MEETING Oct. 22/73 

CURBS IN CONDOMINIUM AREAS 
GREENTREE VILLAGE -

PLANNING DEPARTMENT 
OCTOBER 19, 1973 

:REZONING REFERENCE # 1/7 2 AND # 19A/7 3 

developer of the subject condominium project has requested 
· · · regarding the installation of 

Iri reply to this enquiry, the Planning Department would make the 
fpllowing points: 

1 •. The report of March 15, 1973 (attached) which Council 
adopted, discussed whether !'the use of extruded concrete 
curbs bearing directly on the asphalt paving be permitted 
in the drives and parking areas of the condominium project 
instead of concrete curbs to the Municipal Standard" for 
Phase I of Greentree Village. It was our distinct recol
lection that the discussion centred both on condominium 
driveways and parking areas in relation to the provision 
of the standard curb and gutter detail. The recommendation 
adopted by Council stated "that the installation of curbs 
to the Municipal Standard be established as a prerequis~te 
to the subject zoning". 

2. The developer specifically submitted a letter of under
taking dated September 10, 1973 (attached) agreeing to the 
higher standard of curbing as a Council requirem~nt in 
order to obtain his Phase II rezoning for Greentree Village. 

3. The position of the Planning Department has been that it has 
no authority to change Council's decision on this matter. 
If the developer had further reservations on this matter, we 
have advised that the developer would have to approach Council 
for reconsideration. (attached letter of October 11, 1973) 
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4. The Planning Department would like to emphasize that the· main 
consideration in front of Council is that the standard of
curbs which Council set for the subject condominium project 
in the first place should not be lowered. 

5. On balance, there was some disagreement on the subject of 
curbs to the Municipal standard among the participants due 
to the fact that at the time of the March 15, 1973 report to 
Council a precise Municipal Standard for curbs in condominium 
parking areas as distinct from streets, had not been clearly 
delineated. This situation is mainly due to the fact that we 
are facbd with a situation with regard to condominiums for 
which new approaches have been necessary to be worked out and 
for which Municipal responsibility in condiminium areas have 
been clarified over the last few months. The matter now 
appears to be resolved. The Engineering Department has 
clearly delineated a Municipal Standard for curbs in con
dominium parking areas and attested to its appropriateness 
in the situations in which it will be used. The Planning 
Department would not contest the Engineering Department's 
determination of the appropriate standards for curbs in 
condominium areas. 

6. The Municipal Standards for curbs in condominium areas sug
gested as appropriate are: 

1) Curbs and gutter and/or curb walks will be provided 
on all internal strata title streets, with standard 
drop sections where necessary to gain access to the 
adjoining parking areas. 

2) • An extruded concrete curb on asphalt to the Engineering 
Department's specifications would be acceptable for 
·the perimeter of the strata title parking areas. 

3) The Engineering Department is pursuing the matter of 
inspection responsibilities with regard to con-
dominium development. · 

7. · On October 15, 1973, Council also discussed various revisions 
to the General Report on Residential Condominiums and 
Conversions. One of the points adopted by Council stated: 

"Concrete curbs to the Municipal Standard are to 
be provided in the major driveways and parking 
areas of condominium projects." 

RECOMMENDATION 

In the light of further study on the matter of curbs in condominium 
areas~ the Planning Department recommends that Council's March 15, 
1973 decision on this matter be clarified in the following manne~: 

The Municipal Standards for curbs in condominium areas are: 

l. Curbs and gutter and/or curb walks will be provided on 
all internal strata title streets, with standard drop 
sections where necessary to gain access to the adjoining 
parking areas. 

2. An extruded concrete curb on asphalt to the Engineering 
Department's specifications would be acceptable for the 
perimeter of the strata title parking areas. 

KI:cm 

Attach. 

Respectfully submitted, 

C--,,: ( ~ ' \ C 'rt;\ I\ I\ 
'-:::.~J-~-X...,·' 
arr, 

DIRECTOR OF PLANNING. 
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15. Re: Curbs in Condominium Areas 
Green Tree Village - Forest Lawn Housing Development 
Rezoning Reference #1/72 

Following is a report from the Director of Planning regarding 
standards for curbs in condominium developments. 

Appearing elsewhere ·on this Agenda is a presentation made by 
Mr. P.F. Hogan, for John H. Haiste and Associates Limited, on 
the subject of this item. The material submitted by Mr. Hogan 
which appeared on the March 12 Agenda is attached for convenient 
reference by the Council. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

THAT installation of curbs to Municipal standard be esta
blished as a prerequisite to the subject rezoning. 

*****'""**** 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

MARCH 15, 1973 

OUR FILE: RZ 1/72 

RE: CURBS IN CONDOMINIUM AREAS 
GREEN TREE VILLAGE - FOREST 
LAWN HOUSING DEVELOPMENT 
REZONING REFERENCE #1/72 

,... ... 
2 
1M 
~ 

In a letter of March 9, 1973 to the Municipal Clerk the applicant 
has requested that the use of extruded concrete curbs bearing 

. directly on the asphalt paving be permitted in the drives and 
parking areas. of this condominium project instead of concrete 
curbs to. the Municipal Standard. 

It is the opinion of the Planning Department that the proposed 
extruded.concrete curb.is classified as temporary curb. The 
Municipal Engineer concurs with this opinion. Extruded concrete 

·curb requires more maintenance than Standard Municipal curbs 
as it is not as strong, cross-sectionally, as the Standard 
Municipal curb and is very much subject to breakage as .evident 
by experience with similar type curbs on various streets 
particularly in the Capitol Hill area, 

Further, in the. case of condominiums, the original developer/ 
contractor does not have any legal responsibility for the 
maintenance of curb quality after the initial guarantee period 
and after all units have been sold. The intent.of the recommended 
use of curbs to the Municipal Standard is to ensure that con
dominium owners are not faced with high maintenance costs. 

It does not appear reasonable to assume that condominium owners 
should be willing to accept a lower standard of services (i.e. 
curbs) than that provided to, say, single-family dwelling owners 
due to a technical differentiation in ownership. It will be 
recalled that condominium owners look to the Corporation when 
they feel they have been sold a poor quality facility. Such a 
complaint came from new owners of a condominium development 
near Broadway and Holdom, 

Recommendation 

That the 
installation of curbs to the Municipal Standard be required as 
a prerequisite to this rezoning, 

Respectfully submitted, 

A~~ 
DIREC'rOR OF PLANNING 

l?/-:1 
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ITEM 17 . 
. MANAGER'S REPORT NO.· 79 

COUNCIL MEETING Oct •. ·2211:s 

JOHN H. I·IAISTE & ASSOCIATES LTD. 
COi,Slll.TING Et-,;GINEERS 

NORTH VANCOUVER · LEE.D'.i. U.K. - LAGOS, NIGERIA 

1583 Pemberton Avenue 
North V,1ncouvcr, B.C. 
Telephone 980-251 S 

?fr. J. ll. Shaw 
·. i Municipal Clerk 

Distric't of: Durnaby 
. 4949 Chnada··'i;lay 
Burnaoy, . B.C. 

' ' . -~ : ·,' ' ' '.. . 

.. 
March 9, 1973 

. .. . ·._•. On\ionday Harch 12th, J.973 the. ::;bovr::, project will 
, ap1:>ear, before Council for fourth. reading rtnd \-.'C request . that 
· this .. letter . b_e subm:i. tt.ed_ to the 1)<.lyor and .cou.1cil at the 

. sarne:time. ·-·• If for some reason the pro:iect docs not go for· 
fO\trth •reading we req1.test that th:i..s. i.0t:tcr be held until 
such time·as prBsentation is made .. 

For. the curb in the private roads of the condominiun 
area of this site we have rc:?co:nmcndG!d the type which ha::; 
beeri successfully used for many yeors for full municipal 
service by The District of 1:orth Vc!n·c9v.ver ~ 1:.J.so this curb 
hns bean used :ln many heavy d1.1ty pv.r1dng c.rE:as s1.1ch .:i.s the 
Park Royal Shbpping Centre car park. 

We have in fact, at the request of your Plunning 
Departnent, added dowelling arrangcrnonts to give additional 
stability to the curb; n sophisticntion which is not found 
necessary by other extensive users. 

With this lettar we append copion of correspondence 
with your l?lanning Dci!),i.rtmcnt which ·sho\:, clcar.J.y thut we nrc 
convinced th,it tho type of curh r.ocormnrHlcr~d is mere thnn 
adequntc for this part of the dovclopmcnt. 

On two occaaions we obtained the di~tinct imprcAsion 
fro1n tho stuff of your VlnnninG Dopartm0nt thnt our rocoimrnd
ut.i.0n had b(.?On nccuptcd. So convinc<.•d ,:ore WLJ of: thit.1 thnt 
trint1crs htw0 bc:cn Cilllod for. thci ,·m:1: 5.11 tho cc,n~lor.dnium 
tirc..•a incl\1ti.i.n~r tho t~ f)(.' of c1.,rb .ru.::r:,'::, 1<•:·:d,::,·1. 

• •• 2 
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TO: Mr. J. H. Shaw 
Page 2 

Mr. M. H. Campbell, P. Eng. the Assistant Municipal 
Engineer for the District of North Vancouver has offered to 

,take the staff of your Planning and Engineering Departments 
·.·. around his municipality to ill \\Strate where this type of curb 
, h.cis b~cr1 s\lccessfµlly used. Also to shoH where problems 
. :have been e>~perienced with this curb to show that the conditions 

that ·caused the problcr:is do not e:dst in the location £or 
whi6h ~e· ~r~ recommending this curb. This offer has not 

;,·ye,t been taken up. 
'.,· ,, .. · ·:· .' . : 

... · , The es.senc'c of the point in question is:- 1·:ill the 
< curb recor:nitcnded be a permanent installntion for the location· 

undcrconsidcrution. It is our contention that the c.nswcr 
to this is • irrefutably yes. 'l'he question. Hhich uppe,,rs to 

. ·. haye been put to you: Engineering Departmcn t is:- Is the curb• 
rricommended (c6sting approxi6atcly $.80 per foot) as robust 

.. as. the municipal curb (costing approxi!'nately $4.00 per foot). 
•.·. The ans,ver to this question is no. 

The costs involved are drasticblly different and it 
will mean the expenditure of thousands of c:-~tra doll.:i.rs on 
this project alone if curb to the Burnaby ~unicip~l standard 
is installed, rather than curb to a standard accepted by' 
other municipalities. It should be stressed that we are 
considering only the curb in private Toads: roads which 
are not tl1c responsibility of the municipality to muintain. 
On many condominiums these private roads arc.found perfectly 
acceptable without any concrete curb whatsoever. 

It is our request that the Mayor and Council carefully 
consider this matter and give upproval to tl,c C\lrb rccom!ilanded, 
bca~~ng in mind that this is the first phnse of a dcvclop~cnt 
which will involve Dawson Dcvclopmcni.:s Ltd. for a nut;)bc:r: 
of years. 

.I ,· v A1'· 
I' 

Yours very truly, 

Jo1n1 H. llhIB'l'B c, 1~sspc11\TES L'.L'I>. 
Fer: 

(-·,h: !,.') F-' 1.-\~. ,, ,''..,,.,,' .. , 1./ 

Pl·'ll: eel Il.5. I would ;.1ppr.cciato thl'.': opportu i:i ty t.c, ,:r:l(lrcr.r-: Council 
wj, th r<: po<.: l:. t~o th c:i c;r.J:i tr::n t:; o ,. t·n :i. :; l C! t. tcir. 7.Q 
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Mr. 1\~ L. Pnrr. 
Director of Pl.:.u1nil'lg· · 
Corpor~tfon of Burnuby 

0 4949 Cf.\l1i.tdil Way 
.Bu\·n.nby I B ~ C 0 

Parri 

•• 
'" 

. .. . . • .... J:>.tii , )'Olt -u,:-G aware it ,-ici:a _ mu: propor;;:~l tlrn t cxtrnd~d 
icurb dowc~ll.0d inte> the blnck top ehould be~ i.iUO~?t:c.d for 
t.he ccrndomi.nium · are<:i of thu abovu <1cwcJ,op;i~m t:,, 'l'hi!J 
prQpoDc::.1 · wa,9 accepted by your Hr. l~o l'co nncl a tender. 

, hWJ ,been , called on thir. biwio O 

11ow we find thct you hzve vc1tocd the dcC!.aion inado 
by Hr~ Ito ancl currently rcquir.o a di2i:c:rc:int type of 
c~rb to bo inctnllea. · 

~ . . 
Aa doacribcd in our letter anted Fcbrunry 7thD 1973 

to Hr, Ito ,rn hc:.vo dir.curn:od th1.o 1·1.'..ittc1· in c'l0ta.i:t ,.•it:h 
Hr& M& Ho Cnmpboll r P. El'lCJe tho A:rniDtunt Mun~.ctpal 
Eng1.nocr l.\~: tho Dintr.j,c't: O)~ 1-!or:'1.:h V.irrcmwoi..",. \'!hO.K'O they 
have.>. inntn:U.od m1.l_co of t:hio .c:m:-bo Hu:l.nt:c:n,mco on tho 
curbs in Hoi·th Vancouvo1· j,o al::;orit m~c:i.uuj.volv J . .i.i:d.tc)d 
to otraot 1ntarooctiono in thoao nraaa whore ~rndoo aro 
in oxcoou of l.5~~ n.nd tho rtHrnoouv,~.:.btlJ. ty of nno·d rc.w:,ove.l 
oquipr:1ont !a di~i!icul'c. On v.rct:,tl of rc1.1.conc!hl.o Qt"tlrlo:J 
thore io virtu~lly no rnaintcnnnco r0quircdo 

Mro Ho Cccpboll hno offered to dincuoc thin mottor 
wi. i~h you nncl your l~n9inooru t.nd 1.~o tnl:n you r,r.l.",unc.l con
do~iniurn dovolop~cntn in tho Hunic1pnl1ty nna on ccrtuin 
truolt routoJJ 't.1ho.i:o thoao curb~ Lu:,, in'1.J{.:.ull1..~clo 

uo 2 
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TOS M.r. ho L" Purr 
J.>n(JO 2 

. Mr. CnGpbc,,.l :lr; in f.uct Urn o,-mm.· of n COl'lc.'lOl;\il'l.iUm 
unit. i1nd h,":::: mnny 1.·o,uH_a.n:.i.ng co1;~1:icmt:r.; to r:uil:c on t:ho 
opcitad,on ,rnd 1;ui.i.nt:.c~1.::.nco c,f n condorninfu1;\ dr..:volo~,:.nent 
.,:fl'iis:h ,,.roulc.1 pi:obnbly d.inp::ill ·1:1_[;.ny of yo~u: pointu of 

:;,· .. · .. . . 

· ·.·••.•···.····.·•····.·. · lie Duggcwt,. thCl:oforc 0 tl1c.\t a mc(~·U.ng bo held wlth 
· Mr. CHmpbcll, o:i.ncc tho coD<:.tl involvcid j,11 p,:ovtc.H.rig tho 
. Al.iggmit:ed al•torxrntlVCI Ct\l~b \d.ll ho conr.d.dorr.bJ..ci cm thiG 
dcyelopr.,ont und othc~: ouch dovqlopment.c: Ss1 Burncby • 

. . 
I 

. Yours "/cry tl:uly, 

JOl-m Ho IJAX.S'.l.'l~ &. itSSOCIJ\'l'ES T.1TD. 
Pm:_t 

' . 

• 
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March 12, 1973 MANAGER'S REPORT NO. 79 

COUNCIL MEETING Oct. 22/73 

I . Ha~:.ch l. (J ;t_ ~ '13 

.· Hx:"e 'Ao Lo i'nJ:1:- .. 
, Dirocto1.· of Plnrm:Lnq. 
cor~oraticri of Durnaby 

' A i">t, (·, 1• •• 1} ••·(, -. •,I•·,• 
~~~ .. >~ ~(\ ~ ..,~, dU;t 

n .. c. 

,Kc onclO!-SO hc:r.~1-d.th cc,p1~s C>f () 1.1r CO)"!'c;;ponc'lonc~c en 
cur.-1:,i.. prc,pe:!JcrJ ior. l~l.·ccn 'i'r~:ci v:\.11.:~gf~ Condrn.d.niuir.:Jo 

:/•·t.: ·. '""i •··c·t•· ,.,.,,,. • ,. · 0 11)~ '""'Ct'' 1'<"' ,,..,· U i:J ., ., •'••''-·"-' l., \.. 1. .. .,.l\,..,i ,.,.-... .i ~1 

b ;..1···0·,; t·)·~r .-·.c,·~·,..o· ·1·•·· "o•· 11· 0 1 ,,,': ··_•" ,.;, '-" l' • I _. l.• t.'/ • .;., Jo • ,1 ... v. ... I'\.{ ~ '--

i th ~l: t'.b~::;o cu,:b•J pc inn l :~J..lC;-d .:,t.i 

on l'c.:b,:u,,;:y ?.7th,. \-/O t~5.vn 
l:.1) C ()t ::.c.(5, r:, ;1~!- ;.1 .. ~c:c;~~:f.(~rHlLtti.u.t1 
-.19~ocd \·.'5..i.:h youi:- lli:o l'cOo 

1.. 'IVpo hr.r. pt·cvcd Vritii:fac;t:ory tn l~:md.t'!).pt.1). 1.15.t.m 
, u,1tio11,!J 1.d.th the c:;woptic.•:1 c,f cr;rtaS .. n co:1(H'.;_:,,on1; ,,btc:h 

'cici not i.lpr>).y on t:hL1J pto:1e:-,c.!t0 

2 • . •rypo hun provc-d L1<itir,i:i:l.cto·:~/ ov.c,: r;:M))' yc-:al"D 
'tiotvico in p~u:~~ing aro:1:J vuch aa l)in·l:: i'.,;Jy;d .. wirn):<;1· 
e>;treiu<Jly llc.1vy uFrn occurr;. 

3. -It ia not pror.ttcn l to uzo the c11:cb rcr.o:.1:~cinc1ed 
by your ~n9inc~cri:H.J pop.:rt111cnt. ror tl10 r.oadri under 

conD i -:'1cx:.:i t:i 0:1, 

4 • Tbi r,; $. n n rr~:t o {:i vol y m:p<::na l vc., ckvo1op:r1cnt rd.rn:Ll ar 
to 1:hono on the -~~orth $ll0t'o i,nd 0 bec.'.1,wo m: th:\.~; 
it io llnt~.cipilt~d thct f:unc'~11 1-•i).l be l7CZldily av,:($.i.r:bJ.c 
f1•0:n th~ >:or.d.<lontti 1 .-'.luintcn~ncc1 <.1uc::: ~c:n: \:.he o:~•r.i,:•;lU.c.irt 
of the{ C•nlio:.liniu~;. ':hl'Jrc:i:,.>.rt!, ~ .. ti:; not imt:(.c:i.1),~tcd 
tllilt cpp1:on<;h00 wi~l b(: r.\;·,ch·: by ro!iid•c:nt~ to t.\H:, 
Hunicipul CCJUt'\C:il ,::,,r. non•j.,:~u c,r .~tt.:ant:Lono 

C• ti O 2 
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sinco thr-1l' Hil i ba. involved on thin n$. ta for n nunibor 
. or · Y(::i.1.i· n. e 

I£ ,<1..S:ter nor:ic'I tim~ i I: :tr. cl <:1.:.rl y ot;tobl:1.nhc.d that 
C\.lJ"h!.1 ,;',.T.'O not nr.1tJ.Hfi'r:toryP ancl ~-t .can bo Dhe.>wn 

tJ1;,t thS, t~ ~1.r.ir.iat.t :,1r: t,ctS.cm t.i.o dt10 to the t:ypri of cur.b 
. >.;.:-1thct t·~tin c<.m6tn . .c:tion pj~oblorn.s II o.n nl. 'ccrn.:\tJ.vo 
-curb will. bo in.~tnllcd in. <Jtho>: ph.l·oo:l of thin. dovolcp-

at our ~~cting on February 27th roc~ipt 
~., r.on,1.it.ion \d.11 <m,abl.c you t<> .,.pprovo tho 

r!; propocc:icl ~d .. thcr.1 c tha noc<i2!3 i 'c}' to involvo 
in,q Dcp,i.rt:~cnt or Co1.,11cilA 

J'OHH H. iJAlS'.!'E &· ASSOCl.\'l'B~ LT'!.>e 

l>PHied 
l::nclso 
cc: Mr. ~. llnoti ulq DuWIJC>n Dc\/nlopraon tD Ltd. 

·, 

'·,: . : .. 
~ ~ . 

: .. 

. •' 
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F'ln:l:.hcr to (}tJl:' lot:t.m: t-'atCd rchl:'l~l;:I:'~! 22r.c.1, l~.'13 
(.)Ur. tc:t.crlhG!llO di:JCUt~Df.c,n. •ii Fcbr\w~y 23'.:;'<itt 1971 

cc~nr:5.rr:i-:-.d th~:t .Pn \•::LU. {!t:i:~~ ttp th,i i:tD.ttc,: c,!? c,.u:b!l 
c.:ondc:;ai11:L111;1 t.:,):(1a \d.th lt:o V~. l~mrn<:,i.iYt r•~ t:n<Jo 

I· 

Pr'H:~d 
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Mr. tli. II, Cu~!r,pbel I, P.Enn,, 
Assist.ant r.:unicip<ll E.ng.inc.ur, 
355 ~ust Queens, 
North.Vancouver, b.C. 

l 

Oear Mr. CaFipbc 11 : 

F cbruary 23, i 973\( '., :-:_ ... : . 

Thank you for spnndinQ ti1:ic discussinn curb construction 

· and ma I nt_cne nee i n North V" ncouvu r as i t re I at es to condom i n i um deve I op-

in the District of burnaby, 

,: · · Your offer to discuss the matter with the Planning and 
..• Jcngl nee,rl ng staff ol burnaby Is. very much opproci efed, s I nee th Is topic 
. co\J Id i nvo Ive tho expend I 1"u re of cons I d crab I e sums of ~cney on t Oe eUove 

merit i onod deve I cpme nf • nd a I I such deve I opir.e nt s constructed i n bur na oy I n 

.the f uJure.. ··· 

I-fr-'. E. Hnstiuk 
, Mr; V •. Kennedy, P .Eng. 

Mr, A. L, Parr 

Yours. very truly, 

JOHN Ii. HAI STE & ASSOGI ATES LTD. 

Per: 

P, f. l-logan, P,Eng, 

" 

I 

I 
( 

f, 
f ,, 
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Planning OcparJmont 
District of Gu~nnby 
4949 CanadcJ \foy 
Burnaby, 13. C. 

Oear Mr. lte:l 

MANAGER'S REPORT NO. ·79 
COUNCIL MEETING ~t. 22/73 

RE: DMSOM DEVELOPMi.:NTS LTD., GREEN TREE VILLAGE, 
--~!3'-'~Uf~;~AtiY 

1
,.....;.B;..;;'__:cC.:... _____________ _ 

Reference is made.to our discussions on February 6th, 1973 concerning 
the type ot curb prnr.,o~od fer the condcmi ni u:-:, area of the above project. The 
cross section and typo of curb proposed is identicul ty the one utl l.ized by 
the District of l~orth Vancouver on the vast rr1njority of roads within that 
'Mun,iclpal ity. 

Before a decision was made to use this kind of curb within the condominium 
area \'ie consulted ,~ith i"he Engineering Cepartr.:ent at the District of Uorth 
Vancouver and. established -that they found the curb satisfacTory. ,As a result 
of our enquiries .with this Department we are convinced that this curD is more 

• t~an adequai"a tcr this app I i cation and \·:ou Id recorr.rnend tl,at you contact I-Ir. 
M. H. Campbel), Assh;Tant l:lunicipai Engineer for the District of ~orth Vancouv0r 

•. and conHrrr. that they find the curb satisfadury. 

W~ ha✓e checked wi~h tho Burnaby Engineering Dap8rt~cnt about the· suita
biTLty of this curb for the condominil:rn appl icatiori nnc find that they are not 
prepared to m<presr.. an op! n ion, 

.Si nee our meet i n9 on Fr:ib ruary 6th, 1973 .•,10 have !1 I vein cons I derab I e 
thought to 'I-hi~; ~;spect of the Green Tree Vi I lc:.se davelcipr.ent and wish to stund 
by cur reco:~.mt=i"nd,1tion -thc:,i this •iy~e of curb be aaopt0d for the private roads 
withiri this -0evelopment. · 

Yours very i"ruly, 
JOHN H. hAI STE t. fiSSOCI ATES LTD. 
Per: 

.. P. F. Hogan, P .Eng, 

PFH;ed 
cc: Mr. E. Hnatiuk; Mr. M, H, Campbell, P.Eng. 

1}1)!~1-
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· KEY ro colNTEMPORARY LIVING 

September 10, 1973. 

The Corporation of the District 
of Burnaby, 

Municipal Hall, 
4949. Canada Way, 
BURNABY 2, . B.C. 

ATTENTION: Mr. T. Parr 
Planning Dept. 

RE: Green Tree Village-Phase II 

· Dear Sir: 

We are,<of course, disappointed to learn that the minutes 
of council indicate that the curbs around parking areas 
11\ust be·qonstructed to municipal standards. Inasmuch as 
this problem has already been discussed at length with 
Cou~cil; we must agree with the decision at this time. 
We would however appreciate ·your co-operation in referring 
the;>matter to Council again .should this be found necessary. 

Our consulting engineers and roadway contractor will be 
reviewing the practicalityof the design in detail and 
may have recommendations which would be presented to you 
for further consideration. 

Yours very truly, 

EWTH/ds 

78 
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PLANNING DEPARTmff 

Dlwson Development• Ltd., 
1050 West Pender street, 
Vancouver, e.c. 
Attn: Mr, B. Rnatiuk 

Dear Sirs: 

Re I CUrba to l!Un icipal Standard• 
Condominium Areas 
Greentree. Village - Phase II 
_Rezoning Reference #19A/73 

11 October, 1973 

This will confina receipt of your letter of October 1, 1973 
and a aubaequent telephone discussion cf October 4, 1973 con

. cerning tho matter of concrete curbs 1n condominium area• , 
We are also in receipt ot your latter ot agreement to tbe ln
atallatton of the requisite curbs tn condoml.niu• are••• To 
, set tbe record straight, there would also be no difference in 
interpretation between the representative• of the Engineering 
and1>lanoin1 Department• wbo attended the actual Council meet
ing at which the whole question of concrete curbs to the Muni-
cipal standards • as discussed. We would reatate the position 
of tho Planning Department, which has been reiterated repeatedlJ, 
tbat curbs to the l!Un:lcipal standards (curb and gutter), are to 
be provided in condominiu• driveways and parking areaa, and were 
ao authorized bJ Council, 

Tb• onlJ authorltJ which coutd change this position would be 
Council itself. The developer ia at liberty to request the 
consideration ot Council to reopen thia uttero 

We would therefore expect tbat your letter ot undertaking of 
September 10, 1973 in conjunction with the final adoption ot 
Rezoning 19A/73 would be adhered to and that, should you bave 
further reservations on this matter, JOU will approach Council 
tor roconaideration. 

It JOU require t.urtber clarification, do not hesitate to contact 
us. 

Your• truly, 

lh~./4 t-'\_.. / . 
A, L. Parr, 

Klsea DIREC?OR or PLANNING 
c,c. IIUnicipal Engineer 

' 79 
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