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MANAGER'S REPORT NO. 43 
Re: Letter dated May 15, 1974 from Mr. D.L. MacKay COUNCIL MEETING .June 10/74 

Chief Engineer, Greater Vancouver Sewerage & Drainage District 
Requesting reconsideration of a Decision to Not Approve of 

__ ...;.P;..;i:,,:P...;.i;..;;.ng__E2,E,!:,\l_~E.~1lch_£i2.!_il 1 Creek - Bo!:!_12~1.!):Y_to Lougheed __ 

Appearing on the Agenda for the June 10, 1974 Council meeting is a letter 
dated May 15, 1974 from Mr. D.L. MacKay, Chief Engineer, Greater Vancouver 
Sewerage & Drainage District, requesting that Council reconsi'dur 't d · · 

"- 1 s ec1.s1on to not approve of piping the North Branch of Still Cree~ between Boundary 
Road and the Lougheed Highway. 

· The following is the report of the Director,of Planning in this co~nection dated 
June 6, 1974 . 

. ··. The Municipal Manager concurs with the Director of _Planning and Parks & Recreation 
Administrator's recnm;nendations, 

··::'.:>.": \, .. , -• 

:_. THAT tlle recom;nendation of the Director of Planning as outlined in 
be adopted; 

* * * * * * * * * * * * 

' Pl,,ANNiNG . DIRECTOR 

,,,,· .. , >\1}-J;}is,u:s,r:ECT.:- ·\sTn:,L,CREEK···_NORTH.,BRANCH'. -BE.TWEEN 

.• }"itii~~;~; iid~L:\::::tR:o::::AN;~::G::DJ:::::~ .. rs1(.•1·~•·I·1~.tte.£ f fOm .. 
. ;)),;{;_::·Mr;'~ 'D/ L; ;,.,MacKay_, Chief 'Engineer, the G_reater Vancouver ~we'.:bige' 

>it-(;::~'.;i;:~iid, 'DraiJi_age Dj_strict_, .· .. c.onc_e rning a ·proposal to e.ncle>se: a,porti()n ' 
•,,,:,,,_ :;•:'of,,the'\.North' Branch,.of _Sti11·creek thrcmgh B.C. Hydro :property .. , 

. Ilofth: of the Lougheed Highway.. . . . ' . .. ' . 

,' t.ouncil will' recall that at the meeting Of April 22, 1974, it adopted 
the recommendations of Manager's Report No. 31, Item 11 (copy 
attached) concerning this topic, to not approve of the proposed 
enclosure at that time, and to review the matter upon completion 
of two separate studies concerning watercourses, which are currently 
in progress. The reasons for recommending preservation in an open 
condition at that time were related to two factors: principally, the 
concern of the Department of Environmental Heal th for water quality 
(visual inspection, sampling points, access for corrective operations, 
and biological ·benefits) and secondarily, the suggestion of the Parks 
and Recreation Department that the alignment be considered as part 
of a potential future link from Burnaby's Park Trail System to 
Vancouver's opon space system. 

Subsequently, further discussions have taken place between represen
tatives of B.C. Hydro, the G.V.R.D., Health Department, Parks and 
Recreation Department, and Planning Department staff. We arc now 
advised that the Chief Public Jioal th Ins poctor is sa tisf iecl with a 
more detailed proposal by the G,V,R,D, for an improved enclosure 
scheme that provides adequate inspection chambers and access hatclws 
for visual observations and sampling of water quality in the strc :1. 
Moreover, it has been tontntivoly cstablisl10cl by work in tho StL.1. 
Creek study that tho principal constituents of existing pollution 
in tho stronm arc, in fact, oil aud inclustdnl wastes, which .ill'O 

not to any npprocinblo dcgroo subjoct to improvomont by aeration, 
sunU.ght, or othor normal biological procosscs. ('!'ho i-:;olution to 
this aspect of tho prob]om npponrs to bo provontion at tho sourco, 
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rather than treatment in the stream course, and this work is being 
carried out by the Health Department in collaboration with the 
G.V.S.D.D. officials.) This conclusion corroborates the statements 
contained iu the third paragraph of Mr. MacKay's letter. 

Concerning the potential link with Vancouver's open space system, 
the Parks and Recreation Department has given further consideration 
to this matter and has explored with B.C. Hydro representatives 
Mr. MacKay's suggestion to skirt the perimeter of the site. We are 
now informed that as a result of this further study, the Parks and 
Recreation Department has no interest in this alignment other than 
to ask that the Health Department ensure that it does not have the 
effect of polluting Still Creek. As noted in the earlier report, 
this alignment does not form a part of the walking trail system 
.currently proposed by the Planning Department, and inasmuch as the 
Supervisor of Park Planning is now satisfied that this route is not 
suitable but that a good alternative exists, the reservation con
cerning the Park Trail System seems to have been resolved. 

In summary, therefore, the Department of Environmental He.alth is 
prepared to support enclosure subject to the provision o.f suitable. 
inspection chambers with access hatches, information on what 9rains, 
presently discharge into the watercourse within.Hydro's·property; 

. and a statement .of what is intended, to be .discharg~,d in fu:ture,; and 
the Parks and Recreation Department has concluded ,.that the alignment 
will not provide a viable rout,e for a. future _open space Tin~~ .·•· .In · 
the light of these .conclusions, :it is not now. expected 'tha.t the 
result$, of either. the Still Creek system water. qual:i.ty study: or .the 

, Watercourse Study inventory. of streams in this Municipali t.y\vill 
. determine that this· man-made streain course must be retained ·in .an 

i opell. con~ii fion. • . . . . . . ., ' . . . . . 

Recommendation: 

. As a: fJsti.l t of further study, discussion, and de~ign, it may 
. r~comm,ended to Council that: 

J} th~ earlier resolutions of Council (April 22,: i974) ·· conc~rhiIJ,g, · 
·thi.s matter be rescinded, an.ct· 

,. ' : ·.· . ;., ... 

2) the coun~il agree to .the enclosuie of that portion Of. t'hei'.North . 
. Branch. of St lll Creek lying between Boundary Road and th~·_ ·-
Lougheed. Highway subject to: · 

a) the provision of suitable access and insp~ction chambers, 

b) the identification of all present outfalls into the 
stream course in this section, and 

c) a statement of all intended discharges into the waterway 
in this section, 

all of the above to the satisfaction of the Chief Public Health 
Inspector, and 

3) a copy of this report be sent to Mr. D. L. MacKay, Chief 
Engineer for the Greater Vancouver Sewerage and Drainage 
District and to B. C. Hydro ancl Powe I; Authority. 

,·/ 

. 12-,, 
DGS: cm 
Attach. 

c. c. Munici pn.l Enµ;:I.Jwu1· 

A. L, Purr, 
rnm:cron OF PLANNING. 

Chi.of Public llvnltil 1 n:::;poc:tor 
Parks ancl Hocroat.Lon /\dminislrator 
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Re: Proposal to Pipe North Branch of Still Creek 
Between Lougheed and Bo~ndarv Road 

ITEM 51 

MANAGER'S REPORT NO. 43 

Following is a report from the Director of Planning regarding a request for 
permission to enclose the portipn of Still Creek which flows through 
B.C. Hydro property from Lougheed Highway to Boundary Road, 

I 

RECQ1'f',ffiNDATim1S: 

THAT Council advise the Greater Vancouver Sewerage and Drainage District 
that it •foes not approve of the enclosure of that portion of the North 
Branch of Still Creek between Boundary Road and the Lougheed Highway at 
this time; and 

THAT this matter be reviewed upon completion of the two studies mentioned 
in the Di~ector of Planning's report; and 

THAT a copy of this report be sent to B.C. Hydro & Power Authority and 
to Mr. D.L. MacKay, Chief Engineer for the Greater Vancouver Sewerage 
and Drainage District. 

SUBJECT: 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 

PLANNING DEPART1\1EN1'. 
APRIL 18, 1974 

PROPOSAL.TO PIPE NORTH BRANCH OF STILL CREEK 
BETWEEN LOUGHEED HIGHWAY A..""l"D BOUNDARY .ROAD 

At the Council meeting of April 16, a proposal by the Greater 
Vancotiver Sewerage and Drainage District to pipe a portion of 
existing open watercourse across the B. C. Hydro lands was discussed. 

This waterway is known as the North Branch of the Still Creek system, 
originating in the north-east sector of Vancouver and flowing sout°h
eastward to join the rnain stream of Still Creek just east of Gilmore 
Avenue. This stream exists at present as au open waterway through 
its course in Burnaby, and flows entirely through industrially zoned 
lands. The attached sketch indicates the portion under examination 
at this time-:---

Unlike the main channel of Still Creek, the North Branch aligrunent 
does not form a part of the currently-proposed walkingtrail system 
through this part of the ~h.micipnli ty, al though the Supervisor of 
Park Planntng advises that this alignment could form part of a 
potential link to Vanco11vor' s open spa.co system, and that this 
recreational potontjn.l shoulcl be caroJ'ully consiclcrccl for future 
refinement of the pnrk-truil system. 

It is our unclorsta11di11g that the ownor o.f tlic propo1.'ty, L.C". Jlyd1•0 
:.ind Power Authority, is nnxiouu to lrnvo the chn.mwl ouclosod to 
facilitate its use o:r. the si to, tho Gr(.lator Vancouver Scwc1•ngo and 
Drainage District is propn.rcd to have tile work done, and tho 
Municipnl Enginoor llas uo i-:,pucifj,c ob;jecttons to tho cnclosm'c. 

However, tl11:.1 Dopn.rtmeut of E11vironJ11011tal 11<.'altll adviscB thnt tile 
wntor qurtU.t.y (.)f tl1i s partic1.1l1u· st·.l'earn llnH hc•cm poor and that 
prcs1)l'Vntion of tl1L1 i=,tl'unrn Jn an opun concl.i.tion is proferrod fl'orn 
nn onvh·c,nmontal po:i.nt. or view for a vn.r:l.u'Ly of rc'n~;ons, ~ln:intc•n:rncu 
of tho opon watcrw:.,y on oat~:nnwn'L pu:1·111:il:1•: :irn11t(Hl:inLu v:i.m1ul irn::JJC•et:ion 
of the ,~.a.tor cp.1aU.ty, pw.ipur opporlrniJLy 1'01· s:1111pJ.i1111; <'IJ('ck po.inti;;, 
HU<l prnviclcH;; J'm• J111111oc1Jatu and tlJ.J·v,:t corrr•ct..lvc np1'J'rtl.ion::; :iri thn 
ovont (.)f f:lJ)iU.11; Ol' othol' ('(lllf::t111:l.n:.1.tJon llp:•:t1·Ptun. j\lCU'L'OVUl', t)W)'f• 112 
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is a certain boncfit from biolog5.cal action (aeration, ~unlight,ctc,) 
in the open stream wh:ich would not be present in 

a piped waterway, a. consideration which is significant in this parti
cular case. 

Council will recall that on October 9, 1973, it directed that pending 
a full rc~port on the preservation and conservation of streruns within 
the Municipality, any proposed development involving watercourses 
within the ~Iunicipality be presented to Council for consideration 
prior to approvRl. Work on this nia.jor study is in progress, and an 
amount to permit the retention of outside consultants as part of 
this study was included as part of the 1974 Departmental budget 
request. Moreover, a joint water quality study dealing specifically 
with the Still Creek system is currently underway under the auspices 
of the Greater Vancouver Regional District. · 

The results of these studies will provide Council with the information 
necessary to establish clear policies on the piping or retention of 
specific open watercourses. In the case of the stream under present 
·consideration, it is apparent that there are important reasons . 
related to pollution and control why the watercourse should not be 
enclosed at this tin·.e. 

In view of the.aforementioned direction of Council, the status of 
the studies relatlng to streams in general and thj_s system in parti.;. 
cular, and the concern expressed by the Depri.rtmcnt of Environmental 
Health rcga1·ding health and pollution abatement matters in connectj_on 
with this watercourse, your staff are obliged to recommend that.no 
approval to enclose this portion of waterway ue given at this time, 

Recommendation: 

It is recommended that: 

1. Council advise the Gren.ter Vancouver Sewerage and Drainage 
District that it does not approve of the enclosure of that 
portion of the North Branch of Still Creek between Bounda1·y 
Road and the Lougheed Highway at this time, and that_ 

2, This matter J1e reviewed upon completion of the two studies 
mcutl.oncd above. 

DGS:cm 
Att nch. 
c.c, Muni.cipal E11t~i1wu1· 

Chief Public lion.1th Jnspocto1· 
Pa1.·ks tUtcl Ho cruat ion J\clmin h:t1·ntor 
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