
ITEM 12 

Re: LIP for Beta Avenue from Westlawn Drive to the Lane 
South of Northlawn Drive 
(Item 7 2 Report 25 1 April 1

1 
1974) 

MANAGER'S REPORT NO. 29 

COUNCIL MEETING April 16/74 

OnApril 1, 1974, Council received (a) a petition requesting curbwalks and 28 foot 
pavement on two separate sections of Beta Avenue (see attached sketch); and (b) a 
report from staff on this matter. The report was tabled pending submission of the. 
cost information that is contained in the following report from the Municipal Treasurer. 

It should be noted that the 1974 Local Improvement Programme has been initiated, adver­
tis.ed and related notices were mailed to the affected property owners on about April 
5, 1974. ·. Should we accede to the request for a Local tmprovement on Beta Avenue at 
this time, we would now be required to advertise and process the work on Beta Avenue 
at.additional cost as an individual. item. This would be a precedent which, in the 
opinion of staff, should be avoided, 

. }RECOMMENDATIONS: 

,THAT tii, ·action be taken on the petitioners' 

, ·)t.™f:f11}'~ubJect sections of Beta Avenue be 
.··•·. • ::.'

1 ;~111pr.ov~meht Progra!llllle beyond 1976; and 

request at.this time; and 

included in a future Local 
:{,: .... /i<v~'\\??:\~•>(('.:;+j;.\;-,:._, :.\·:.,.:··'.:-,· -.; ',,~· .· . . . . 
: . ·: .'.,THAT a··copy of this report, and a copy of the report that Council received on ... · 

, ·, .. . : ;. '•ApriJ< 1,: 1974, be sent to Mr. H.J. Shop land, spokesman for the persons whose. · · ·. <}{i;\i•.~'i~~a~~:~8, appeafed. on the p_etition . 

.. ;;,, .... •.,{?:-., * -fy' * -* * * * * * * * *.* * 

'•tliii~ ){?~:Ji~~'; :;~;: .::ER 
\i~
1
~1;,,:' ; .. J\;f • . = ::o; ::~;t~DRIVE TO 

9 Apr1Ll974 

Filei: I52~8; 

'"\:
1f '\.. :. :·Th~:,°~tt~cb.ed: report received by Council 1 April 1974 was tabled for ·the · 

:foiiowJ.ng information: · · · · · · ·. · · · · ···· · · · ,,-,:.~~'.:~·•,. ·,. ,, ' ._. . .•· ',·' ·-'. ' . -~ . ' 

The cost·· of ilnproiring the subject 
·· · byi local improvement . 

:(';(:f"t\(%;{~{::.;J;';•, j~:) '.r~~ property ow~~rs' .• share of the cost. 

i(',;{:;
0

'.:'/0 :?:· '.' .. : . ,, (6) ?he Corp6ratio~' s share of the cosf. . . . ·•· ... ·• .• .. · 

C{di The budget code to which such Cqrporation share is charged; 

; The following is the data required pursuant to Section 601 of the Municipal . 
. Act: 

Length of work 
Taxable foot frontage 
Actual foot frontage 
Estimated gross cost 
Estimated cost to owners 
Frontage tax rate per annum 
Estimated lifetime of work 

780.00 1 

23.48 1 

1,237.98' 

! 23,400.00 
208.27 

1.10 
20 years 

Additionally, tt will be necessary to spend approxlmately $5,000 to provide 
a storm sewer from Northla.wn Drive to the lane south at Northlawn Drive. 
Funds for this main must be appropriated. from the C.I,P. contingency account, 

The annual cost of :t'epayment of .$23, 400 to be borrowed for this project 
will approximate $3,000 for each of fifteen years, of whtch the abutting 
owners will contribute $25 .83. 

This low contri.bution comes n.bout because Westilawn Drive, Fairlawn Dr:J.ve 
and, Northlawn Drive a:re improved. 0,13 J.ocuJ. improvements and, in accord.ance 
with Burnaby Local Irn:provement Charges By-law 1971, By-law No. 6l+32, Section 
4(b)(ii): 

"where a parcel of J.a.ncl itJ nHuatecl r.d; the junction or inte1•section 
ot' streets e.nd the work il1 provlded. on or nlong a second side of 
the parcel, where a nimllar wo:rk lr: nlreo.dy prov1ded on 01• along 
one aide, the t.r:ixablc i'out frontage shall be not more than 66 feet 
J.ess the taxa.ble :f'oot :frontu.gc o.lroe.d,y ehitreed a.galnst th~i parcel 
fo1• tho s imLl.ar worlt .• 11 
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s share of the annu.al cost is 
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ITEM 12 
MANAGER'S REPORT NO. 29 
COUNCIL MEETING April 16/74 

TO: MUNICIPAL MANAGER MARCH 25, 1974 

FR0!1: MUNICIPAL ENGINEER 

RE: BETA AVENUE - WESTLAWN DRIV£ TO LANE SOUTH OF NORTIILAWN DRIVE 

A petition requesting the construction of curbwalks and 28' pavement from ~estlawn Drive 
to the lane south of Northlawn Drive, signed by 44 property owners situated on Northlum 
Drive, Fairlawn Drive and Westlawn Drive,· has· been presented to Council. The subject 
portion of Beta Avenue shown on the attached sketch has 10 abutting properties, of 
which 9 of the property owners have signed the petition, indicating that a local 
improvement initiative would be strongly supported. However, while thio Department 
is sympathetic to the desire of any property owners for sti·eet improvement we are 
unable to recommend that Beta Avenue be included in any program to be carried out 
in the near future for the following r.easons: 

(a) Curtailment of Local Improvement expenditures for 1974 has drastically 
impaired the ability of the Department to undertake the addition of 
any new and unscheduled projects, The original 1974 Local Imp=ovement 
Program of new works valued at $2,778,160. has now been reduced to a 
program of $569,575. for 1974, $930,665. for 1975 and $1,277,920. for 
1976. In addition, a proposed program origin.:illy intended for 1975 
in the amount of 2.5 million dollars will not be implemented until 
1977. ThcrE{forc, we cannot justify establishing Beta Avenue as a 
high priority p"'.'oject overriding-the backlog of programmed works that 
we have> in hand extending to 1977. 

(b) In our system of establishing priorities, streets abutting flanking 
parcels such as Beta Avenue are low in merit points due largely to 
the minimum number of properties served and the maximum footage of 
improvements requit'ed f.or each parcel. Under Circumstances imposed 
by limited finances we consi.der it to be obligatory that we serve 
the maximwu number of properties with a minimum footage and cost of 
impr:ovcments. 

Not withstanding the luw priority of flanking .stree.ts B.eta Avenue 
from s.outhlawn Drive to the lane south of Ridgelawn Drive has been 
improved as noted by Mr. Shopland's letter .accompanying the 
petition. · Higher priority was given to this portion of Beta Avenue 
based on street use. The volume of traffic to the Brentwood Shopping 
Centre gave merit points to this section of Beta Avenue. In addition, 
the installation of storm sewers in this section caused damage to 
the existing pavement warranting the advancing of the street for 
improvement, 

Recent petitions to Council from property owners on Highlawn and 
Brentlawn Drive to reinstate previously defeated improvements on 
their streets invalida tcs the argument set forth in }Ir, Shopland I s 
letter regarding the unwillingness of these property owners to have 
their streets improved. The p1·operty owners abutting Beta Avenue 
from Southlawn to Ridgclawn lane did approve of the work and are 
being fully assessed to the maximumof 66' for the improvemen't:-
We must correct the misunderstanding that is apparent in Mr. 
Shonk'1d

1
s submission that improvements to Beta Avenue from Westlawn 

to thu ~orthlawn lane were included in the local improvment charges 
levied for the improvements to Wcstlawn Drive, Fairlawn Drive and 
Northlnwn Drive, If and when this section of Beta Avenue is 
improved, the 10 abutting properties will be assessed for the 
improvement at the rate per assessed foot multiplied by the 
difference between the front footage they arc presently paying 
and 66 feet, 

RECOHH ENDA 'l' ION: -------·-
In view of the financial limitations in~osad on approved Local Improvement Programs for 
the years 1974, 1975, and 1976 and the low prjority for flnnkagc improvement on n~ta 
Avenue from Wcotlnwn Drive to the Northlnwn lane, we recommend TilAT (n) no action be 
taken on the petition at thi.s time; .incl (b) 'l'IIA'l' tlrn street be included in some 
future progrnm beyond 1976i and (c) 'l'HA'!' the spokesman for tho petitioners, Mr, 
Shoplnnd of ,, 710 }'air lawn Drive receive a copy of this report. 

CRW:wlb 
Att. 

U,~ 
MUNICIPAL ENGINEER 
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