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Letter cl.:itc~d April 13, 1973 from Nr, Harold L. Dean, 
501-207 West Hastings Street, Vancouver 3, B, C. 
Barri~trr and S0licitor 

Appearing on the Agenda for the April 2L,, 1973 meeting of Council is a 

letter from Mr, Harold L. Dean, Barrister. and Solicitor, acting on behalf 
of S.D. and E.G.M. McLeod, concerning a claimed drainage problem bcl1ind 
the captioned property. 

For information of Council, on April 17, 1973 ·yom· Municipal Manager acknow
ledged a letter dated April 12, 1973 from Mr. Dean c:o the Manager and 
advised that a copy of Mr, Dean's letter had been referred to the Municipal 
Engineer for his comments. With the letter. of April 17, 1973 your Manager 
also advised Mr. Dean !.:hat t:he Hanager would be m-my 0:1. vacation until 
April 30, 1973 and anticipated receiving a response from the Municipal 
Engineer upon r.eturn from v,:1cation. 

The following is the report of: the Municipal Engineer. It is obvious that 
a difference of opinion exists between the Municipal Engineer and 
Mr. Dean, Solicitor for S.D. and E.G.M. McLeod. There is a possibility 
of litigation arising out of differences of opinion. 

, RECOHHENDATI0N: 

TH.AT the Corporation deny the claiin of S.D. and E.G.M. Mc1cod. 

* * * * * * * * * * 
The Office of the Engineer 

. Mr. M, J, Shelley 
MUNICIPAL MANAGER 

Dear Sir: 

Re: S.D. and E.G.M. McLeod 
4626 East Pender Street 

19 April 1973 

Mr. McLeod I s Solicitor, Mr. Harold L. Dean, has replied to 
your letter of 9 April, 1973, bringing to our attention Mr. McLeod I s 

·· comments concerning the points brought out in your letter of 9 Apri.1, 
1973, to Mr. Dean. 

I have carefully reviewed the comments in Mr. Dean's ietter 
and I would like to advise that the fac.ts, as I see them pertaining to 
the matter at hand, are unchanged from those which I supplied to you 
in maki.ng up your letter. to Mr. Dean dated 9 April, 1973. It woulci 
appear that we have two points of view, but there is nothing new which 
would cai.l for the provisi.on of additional information on my part. 

The Municipal Solicitor, in his memo to you dated 18 April, 
1973, advises that we should write a letter of complete denial and I 
am of the further opinion that matters woul& not be nided in any way 
in prolonging lengthy discussion of detail concerning the vi.ews held 
by Mr, McLeod and the facts as I have seen them and reported to you. 

EE0:pm 

C,C, () Munl.Ci.pal Sol !.cit.or 
() Hu1d.ci.pnl Clvrk 

Respectfully submit:te<l 1 

Z:,[..l(Jl "::J..r.-...J 
E,I:~, Olson, Jl, Eng, 
MUIHC I 1,1\L ENC INEF:R 




