
July 22, 1974

A regular meeting of the Municipal Council was held in the Council Chamber, 
Municipal Hall, 4949 Canada Way, Burnaby 2, B. C. on Monday, July 22, 1974 
at 7:00 P.M.

PRESENT:

ABSENT:

Mayor T. W. 
Alderman G. 
Alderman B. 
Alderman D. 
Alderman W. 
Alderman G. 
Alderman J. 
Alderman V.

Constable, in the Chair 
D. Ast 
M. Gunn 
A. Lawson 
A. Lewarne 
H. F. McLean 
L. Mercier 
V. Stusiak

Alderman A. H. Emmott

STAFF: ' Mr. M. J. Shelley, Municipal Manager
Mr. E. E. Olson, Municipal Engineer
Mr. A. L. Parr, Planning Director
Mr. James Hudson, Municipal Clerk
Mr. B. D. Leche, Municipal Clerk's Assistant

The Minutes of the Council meetings held on July 2, 1974, July 8, 1974, and July 
10, 1974 and the Minutes of the Public Hearing held on July 8, 1974 were brought 
forward for adoption.

Alderman Gunn noted that Item 24, Page 14 of Council Minutes of July 8, 1974 con­
cerning Strata Plan Application No. 16/74 showed the recommendation of the Municipal 
Manager as being carried unanimously when in fact, he, Alderman Gunn was contrary 
to the motion.

Alderman Stusiak noted that Page 26 of the Council meeting Minutes of July 8, 1974 
concerning Burnaby Zoning By-Law 1965, Amendment By-Law No. 41, 1974 showed him as 
being opposed to the motion that the Committee now rise and report the progress on 
the By-Law when, in fact, he voted in favour of the motion.

I
Alderman Lawson requested the motion which appears on Page 5 of the Minutes of 
the Special Meeting of the Council held on July 2, 1974 which motion was moved 
by Alderman Lawson and seconded by Alderman Stusiak and reads:

"that the words "in order that a" in the above recommendation 
be deleted and replaced with "changed in order to ensure a" 
and the words "can be" near the end be changed to "is being" 
be corrected by deleting therefrom the word "changed" as contained 
in the quote "changed in order to ensure a".

The corrected motion will now read as follows:

"That immediate approaches should be made to all the refineries within 
the Municipality and the appropriate governing agencies in order to ensure 
a programme of continual aesthetic and technological improvement is 
being developed, instituted and maintained."

MOVED BY ALDERMAN AST, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN LEWARNE:
"That the Minutes of the Council Meetings of July 2, 1974, July 8, 1974 and July 
10, 1974 and the Minutes of the Public Hearing of July 8, 1974 be amended to 
reflect the changes outlined above and that these Minutes be now adopted."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

D E L E  G A T I 0 N S

The following wrote requesting an audience with Council:
(a) Mr. A. Olson, 7510 Aubrey Street 

re: Burnaby Mountain 500-foot level
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(b) Mr. James Etches, 5640 Sardis Crescent 
re: Driveway access

(c) Mr. W. D. Fisher, 4291 Hurst Street 
re: Taxis

(d) Mr. C. Horwood, President, Burnaby Driver Owners' Association 
re: Taxis

(e) Mr. W. J. Solheim
re: Sidewalks in Subdivision References 90/74 and 117/74

MOVED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN AST:
"That the delegations be heard."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Mr. A. Olson, 7510 Aubrey Street then addressed Council on behalf of a 
group of South Aubrey Street property owners. He noted that his group had 
first applied for rezoning and subdivision of their properties in March 1973. 
However, at that time their plan was considered premature because of the 
lack of services and the absence of any Council policy regarding the use ^
of this general area. As a result of the "Public Meetings - Phase One Study 
the 500 foot delineation mark had been established on Burnaby Mountain and 
it had been decided that properties below this line could be developed.
He noted that all of the properties in which his group is concerned are below 
the demarcation line and requested that Council instruct the Planning Director 
to proceed with the group's rezoning application as a preliminary to sub­
division approval.
MOVED BY ALDERMAN LEWARNE, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN LAWSON:
"That Item 9, Municipal Manager's Report No. 51, 1974, be brought forward 
for consideration at this time."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

The Municipal Manager's recommendations were as follows:

(a) the Planning Department undertake a review of those 
required procedures (e.g. rezonings, acquisitions) 
necessary for the conservation of Burnaby Mountain;

(b) those undeveloped areas on Burnaby Mountain below 
the delineated service level be designated as resi­
dential development areas;

(c) a series of design concepts be prepared for those 
undeveloped areas on Burnaby Mountain below the 
delineated service level.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN MCLEAN, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN AST:
"That the recommendations of the Manager be adopted."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Mr. James Etches, 5640 Sardis Crescent, then spoke in support of his request 
that be be allowed a curb crossing to provide access to an existing drive­
way which was in contravention of the Burnaby Zoning By-Law. He had purchased 
the property in February of 1969 at which time the driveway had already been 
black.topped and appeared to have been in use for some time. The driveway 
fits in well with the design of the house and does not detract from the appear­
ance of the street in any way. Mr. Etches presented a statement signed by 
the majority of the owners on Sardis Crescent indicating they had no objection 
to his request. Mr. Etches admitted that he had access to the rear of the 
property with a double carport and an additional paved area which is served 
by a paved lane. He stated that the front driveway was mainly a matter of 
convenience and he would be out to considerable expense if it had to be removed.
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MOVED BY ALDERMAN LEWARNE, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MERCIER:
"That Item 22, Municipal Manager's Report No. 51, 1974 be brought forward 
for consideration at this time."

CARRIED

q AGAINST —  MAYOR CONSTABLE

The Municipal Manager recommended that a vehicle crossing to serve the 
illegal front yard parking space be refused and that a copy of this report 
and the attached "vehicle access report" be sent to Mr. Etches.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN LEWARNE, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN GUNN:
"That Mr. Etches be allowed to retain the driveway in question and that the 
Municipal Engineer be instructed to provide a curb crossing to provide 
access to it."

MOVED BY ALDERMAN MCLEAN, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN AST:
"That further consideration of this matter be deferred until individual 
Council members had had an opportunity to examine the site."

CARRIED —  ALDERMEN LAWSON, MCLEAN 
AND AST

AGAINST —  MAYOR CONSTABLE, ALDERMEN 
GUNN, LEWARNE, MERCIER 
AND STUSIAK

MOTION LOST.

A vote was then taken on the original motion and it was carried with Mayor 
Constable opposed.

Mr. W. D. Fisher, 4291 Hurst Street, explained to Council that he had now met 
the requirements of Bonny's Taxi regarding the reinstatement of dispatching 
services and is carrying on his business in a normal manner. He noted that 
Bonny's Taxi had disregarded Council's request that dispatch services be pro­
vided to him pending Council's consideration of the whole matter.

Alderman Mercier expressed concern that Bonny's Taxi would pay no attention 
to a direct request from Council concerning the provisions of dispatch to 
Mr. Fisher and suggested that this be taken into consideration in future 
dealings with that Company.

Mr. Clive Horwood, President, Burnaby Driver Owners' Association, then spoke 
and presented a petition signed by members of his Association requesting that 
Council give consideration to amending the Burnaby Cab and Commercial Vehicle 
By-Law to require taxi brokers in Burnaby to provide dispatch services to any 
and all taxi licencees, on the request of a licencee, as long as the licencee 
observes the rules and regulations of the Company and keeps up to date the 
dispatch fees incurred by the licencee.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN MERCIER, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN LAWSON:
"That this matter be referred to the Cab Licence Study Committee for comment 
and recommendation and subsequently brought back to Council."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
Mr. W. K. Solheim of Solmac Construction Limited, then addressed Council in 
connection with Subdivision Application No.'s 72/73, 90/74 and 117/74. He 
stated that he was present this evening to discuss certain, servicing require­
ments associated with the above mentioned three subdivision applications.
These three applications are three stages of a single development. The 
particular servicing requirement of concern to him is related to the provision 
of sidewalks.

Application No. 72/73 was the original application and this subdivision did 
not require the provision of sidewalks at all. Now his company is being 
retroactively required to construct sidewalks in this subdivision as well.
The sidewalks being required are going to lead nowhere, I.e. there will be no 
continuity with other sidewalks. With further development being uncertain
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the sidewalks could remain in a hodge podge incompleted state for a 
considerable period of time.
Separated sidewalks are not suited to the terrain as the future construction 
of separated sidewalks on Welsley Drive in front of developed houses will 
disrupt by then existing driveways, landscaping, etc. with accompanying 
property owner dissatisfaction.

The Approving Officer had advised that he may amend and/or add to servicing 
requirements at any time during progress of the work and if this was not 
agreed to approval of the subdivision would be denied.

It was Mr. Solheim’s contention that when subdivision activity proceeds 
on a progressive and stage basis, which it must in almost all areas of Burnaby 
in its present stage of development, provision of sidewalks is premature 
anrf the possible need for sidewalks has not been established.

Mayor Constable pointed out-to Mr. Solheim that the Approving Officer has the 
sole jurisdictional authority over approving a subdivision under the "Land 
Registry Act" and Council does not have the authority to vary the Approving 
Officer's decision over any particular subdivision.

Following a discussion of this matter the Council concluded that it did not 
have the necessary authority to consider Mr. Solheim's request.

. O R I G I N A L  C O M M U N I C A T I O N S

MOVED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN LEWARNE:
"That all the below listed original communications be received and those 
items of the Municipal Manager's Report No. 51, 1974, which relate thereto 
be brought forward for consideration at the appropriate time."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Mr. R. A. Hankin. Senior Associate. Greater Vancouver Regional District 
Planning Department submitted a letter presenting the preliminary terms of 
reference for the proposed Burrard Inlet Study.

Item #12 of the Municipal Manager's Report No. 51, 1974 which relates to the 
subject of the letter from Mr. Hankin was brought forward for consideration 
at this time.

The following is the substance of that report:

(12) Burrard Inlet Study Proposed Terms of Reference 

It was recommended that:
(a) the Greater Vancouver Regional District be advised as follows:

The Municipality of Butnaby desires the study to be as 
comprehensive as possible;
The study be commenced as soon as possible and the Munici­
pality of Burnaby looks forward to participation in the 
study and that a copy of this report be forwarded to the
G.V.R.D.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN MERCIER, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN AST:
"That the recommendations of the Manager be adopted."

MOVED BY ALDERMAN LAWSON, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MERCIER:
"That the Greater Vancouver Regional District be advised that Council is 
concerned that the proposed terms of reference for this study would appear 
to deal primarily with oil refinery expansion rather than a comprehensive 
study involving all users who have an interest in the Burrard Inlet and its 
adjacent lands which was the original intention of Council when the study 
was first proposed."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
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A vote was then taken on the original motion as amended and It was carried 
unanimously.
B.C.I.T. Student Association submitted a letter requesting permission 
for students of the British Columbia Institute of Technology and the 
Nursing students of St. Paul's Hospital and the Vancouver General Hospital 
participating in "Shinerama '74" to shine shoes in Burnaby on Friday,
September 13, 1974 as a means of raising funds for the Cystic Fibrosis 
Foundation.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN MERCIER, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN LEWARNE:
"That the necessary authority be granted to the B.C.I.T. Student's Association 
to carry out their Shinerama campaign in Burnaby on Friday, September 13, 1974."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Mr. Kenneth J. McEwen, Secretary, The North Fraser Harbour Commissioners wrote 
to advise that the three year term of Commissioner K. S. Fraser of 8125 Angus 
Drive, Vancouver, B.C. as the appointed representative of the City of Vancouver 
and of the Municipalities of Burnaby and Richmond to the North Fraser Harbour 
Commissioners is due to expire on August 11, 1974. Mr. McEwen requested that 
action be taken to name a replacement for Commissioner Fraser. -

MOVED BY ALDERMAN LEWARNE, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN GUNN:
"That Mayor Constable consult with the Municipality of Richmond and the City 
of Vancouver on the question of the nomination of a new Commissioner to be 
a Municipal representative to the North Fraser Harbour Commissioners and 
that the Mayor bring forward the name of this nominee for the consideration 
of Council."

CARRIED

AGAINST —  ALDERMAN MCLEAN

Dr. G. Scott Wallace, Leader, Progressive Conservative Party of B. C. wrote 
to express his views on recent amendments to Bill No. 85, the Public Officials 
and Employees' Disclosure Act.

Mrs. Grace McCallum, Chairman, Burnaby South Advisory Committee and 
Mrs. H. S. Wood, Chairman, Burnaby North Local Area Council wrote to express 
appreciation to Council for granting $2,500 to assist in maintaining the two 
Burnaby Information Centers.

Mrs. McCallum and Mrs. Wood noted that in their Brief to Council dated 
January 22, 1974 they had requested a grant of $4,642.00 together with basic 
operation expenses of the'Centers for 1974; $2,600.00 for the one located 
on Kingsway, which serves Burnaby South residents and $2,042.00 for the Burnaby 
North Center on Hastings Street. They were strongly of the opinion that 
the Centers were providing an essential service in the Municipality and 
they respectfully requested that Council give further consideration to their 
need for basic funding in order that it will not be necessary to close one 
of the Centers.

Over the past three years since the Centers were established the demand for 
service has steadily increased. During the first six months of this year 
5,720 telephone calls have been received and 1,180 visits were made requesting 
information.

They also advised that the Department of Human Resources made a grant to pay 
the salaries of a full time coordinator at each of the Centers for one 
year, effective June 1, 1974 when the L.I.P. grant expired. Also, the United 
Way has allocated $800.00 to each Center to cover program costs. They re­
quested that Council give favourable consideration to granting an additional 
$2,142.00 in order that both Centers may be continued.
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year, effective June 1, 1974 when the L.I.P. grant expired. Also, the United 
Way has allocated $800.00 to each Center to cover program costs. They re­
quested that Council give favourable consideration to granting an additional 
$2,142.00 in order that both Centers may be continued. 
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MOVED BY ALDERMAN LEWARNE, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MERCIER:
"That this matter be referred back to the Grants Committee for further 
consideration."
ALDERMAN MERCIER SUBSEQUENTLY WITHDREW AS SECONDER OF THIS MOTION.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN GUNN:
"That an additional grant in the amount of $2,142.00 be approved by 
Council in favour of the Burnaby Information Centers in order that 
both Centers may continue to operate to provide a much needed service 
to the Municipality."

IN FAVOUR -- MAYOR CONSTABLE, ALDERMEN LAWSON, 
STUSIAK, AST AND GUNN.

AGAINST —  ALDERMEN LEWARNE, MERCIER, AND MCLEAN. 

MOTION LOST.

The above motion required a majority of 2/3's of the entire Council to pass.

Mrs. B. Murphy, Secretary, Sullivan Heights Ratepayers Association submitted 
a letter thanking Council members for the personal interest which had been 
taken in problems concerning the Sullivan Heights area.

The correspondence advised that the defeat of the high-rise rezoning 
on the "Erickson" property is an indication that members of Council can 
work together with residents of the community to ensure that an orderly 
growth pattern be established without destroying the way of life 
of the remaining neighbourhood.

Mr. John D'Eath, President, Canadian Freehold Properties Limited submitted 
a letter requesting that Council reconsider its motion of July 8 , 1974 
which abandoned By-Law No. 6507 covering Rezoning Reference #28/74.

The correspondence advised that before proceeding with the proposed develop­
ment, the Company Had consulted the Municipal Planning Department as to the 
most desirable areas in which they considered a condominium development 
could be located. In the early spring a parcel of property within Community 
Plan Area "G", designed for apartment high-rise became available. The 
Company secured the land based on the recommendation of the Burnaby Planning 
Department in their apartment study report which was backed by Council 
when it was adopted in principle In February of 1970. For the last four 
months the Company has worked with the Planning Department and have fully 
cooperated with all the requests, including site coverage and special con­
siderations given to this site. From the start it was realized that this 
site was sensitive, being located close by a lower density residential area, 
therefore, the residents in the area were consulted in order to assess their 
views on the matter. It was found that the majority of people were recep­
tive to a concept and design, as well as appreciating the opportunity of 
contributing some input to the scheme. From this interaction from the 
neighbouring residents, several changes were made to the proposal over and 
above the Planning Department's requirements and suggestions.

The Company proceeded with the planning of the proposed development in good 
faith and to date has spent more than $35,000 on the project.

It is realized that this area has problems at present, especially with traffic 
congestion, but it is felt the solution is to carry the Community Plan Area 
"G" to completion. The Planning Department has solutions to the problems 
raised by the Sullivan Heights Ratepayers Association but these can only be 
solved with a completed overall plan. In the Planning Department's summary to 
the Municipal Manager „dated J m e  28, 1974 it was stated that there is a 
viable solution to the area's traffic problems if the Community Plan Area "G" 
is carried out.
The Company requested, therefore, that Council reconsider their proposal and 
reinstitute the rezoning process.

\
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MOVED BY ALDERMAN LEWARNE, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK:
"That Council reconsider its original motion of July 8 , 1974 which read as 
follows:

"That Burnaby Zoning By-Law 1965, Amendment By-Law NO. 41, 1974, 
be now abandoned."C)

CARRIED

% AGAINST —  ALDERMAN MCLEAN

MOVED BY ALDERMAN LEWARNE, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK:
"That the motion of Council concerning the abandonment of Burnaby Zoning 
By-Law 1965, Amendment By-Law No. 41, 1974, be now rescinded."

CARRIED

AGAINST —  ALDERMAN MCLEAN

MOVED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MERCIER:
"That further consideration of this matter be deferred until completion of 
meetings which are to be held with all interested parties in an attempt to 
arrive at an equitable solution to the problems in the area encompassed by 
Community Plan Area "G"."

CARRIED

AGAINST —  ALDERMAN MCLEAN

Mr. Boris Netupsky, Netupsky Engineering Company submitted a letter con­
cerning the proposed development of 6150 Lougheed and requested relaxation 
of standard procedures relating to the issuance of a permit or permits to 
proceed with all of the necessary construction work associated with the 
provision of services necessary for the Stage One construction phase of 
the above project, as well as all works pertaining to at least the substruc­
ture of a said Stage One development.

Mr. and Mrs. J. M. Hine. 515 S. Ellesmere Avenue wrote to request authority 
to retain the existing vehicle access to their property.

Mrs. Aileen Randall, 3430 Ardingley submitted a letter strongly protesting 
the situation that exists along Ardingley Avenue and Laurel Street in con­
nection with truck traffic.

Mr. A. G. H. Farmer, 1321 Douglas Road submitted a letter requesting that 
Council give consideration to rezoning the property at 1321 Douglas Road 
from R5 (Residential District) to M3 (Heavy Industrial District).

Item #42, Municipal Manager's Report No. 51, 1974, which relates to the 
subject of the previous four letters was brought forward for consideration 
at this time. '

The following is the substance of that report:

(42) Letters Appearing on the Agenda That Will Be Reported Upon at the 
August 6 , 1974 Meeting of Council _______________________

Appearing on the July 22, 1974 meeting of Council there were four letters 
on which staff are preparing reports. The letters are as follows:

(1) Mrs. Aileen Randall, 3430 Ardingley Avenue
(2) Mr. A. G. H. Farmer, 1321 Douglas Road
(3) Mr. and Mrs. J. M. Hine, 515 S. Ellesmere Avenue
(4) Mr* Boris Netupsky, 1075 W. Georgia Street

A report on each of the four letters will be submitted to Council on August 6 , 
1974 and it was recommended that the correspondents be advised that their 
correspondence will be considered by Council on August 6 , 1974.
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MOVED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN LEWARNE:
"That the recommendations of the Manager be adopted."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Mr. B. J. Watson submitted a letter requesting information as to who is 
responsible for raking, rolling, seeding, watering and maintaining the 
boulevard adjacent to his property. Mr. Watson noted that the lawn which 
had previously existed had been torn up by the Municipality in preparation 
for installing sidewalks under the Local Improvement Programme.

♦
Item #7, Municipal Manager’s Report No. 51, 1974 which relates to the subject 
of the letter from Mr. Watson was brought forward for consideration at this 
time.
The following is the substance of that report:
(7) Request for Seeding of Boulevard - B. John Watson. 4578 Parker Street

It has been and still is policy of Municipal Council throughout the years 
that reseeding and maintenance of boulevards following Local Improvement 
Works is done by the property owner. Such policy was reviewed and confirmed 
by Council on September 4, 1973 - Manager's Report No. 6 6 , Item # 18. Since 
that date property owners have been advised that boulevard areas requiring 
restoration will be covered with a minimum of 4 inches of topsoil and 
"it is then expected that the property owner will provide grass seed and 
then spread it to produce a grass surface which the property owner will 
maintain". The Local Improvement Programme work in the 4500 block Parker 
was performed prior to September 1973.

It was recommended that Mr'. Watson be advised of the Corporation’s policy 
regarding seeding of boulevards and sent a copy of this report.

—_ • .
MOVED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN AST:
' "That the recommendation of the Manager be adopted."

/ CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Mr. J. Franta. 5021 Claude Avenue submitted a letter complaining of land 
filling operations that are being carried out on property adjacent to his 
own.
Item #24, Manager's Report No. 51, 1974 which relates to the subject of the 
letter from Mr. Franta was brought forward for consideration at this time.

The following is the substance of that report:

(24) Land Jill at 5192 Canada Way
Letter from J. Franta - 5021 Claude Avenue

The area in question has been Inspected and it has been overfilled along 
the north boundary, behind 5021 Claude Avenue and 5037 Claude Avenue. There 
is a permit taken out to fill 5192 Canada Way which borders 5037 Claude 
Avenue on the south. No permit was ever issued to fill the property at 5180 
Canada Way which borders 5021 Claude Avenue on the south.

On both lots there does not appear to be too much fill but it has been 
poorly graded leaving a very high area adjoining the property facing Claude 
Avenue.
Both owners of the property facing Canada Way will be notified by mail 
to obtain or renew filling permits and to level fill to a proper grade.

It was recommended that a copy of this report be provided to Mr. J. Franta.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN AST:
"That the recommendation of the Manager be adopted."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

660

-8- July 22, 1974 

MOVED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN LEWARNE: 
"That the recommendations of the Manager be adopted." 

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

Mr. B. J. Watson submitted a letter requesting information as to who is 
responsible for raking, rolling, seeding, watering and maintaining the 
boulevard adjacent to his property.. Mr. Watson noted that the lawn which 
had previously existed had been torn up by the Municipality in preparation 
for installing sidewalks under the Local Improvement Programme. 

~ 

Item 17, Municipal Manager's Report No. 51, 1974 which relates to the subject 
of the letter from Mr. Watson was brought forward for consideration at this 
time. · 

The following is the substance of that report: 

(7) Request for Seeding of Boulevard - B. John Watson, 4578 Parker Street 

It has been and still is policy of Municipal Council throughout the years 
that reseeding and maintenance of boulevards following Local Improvement 
Works is done by the property owner. Such policy was reviewed and confirmed 

by Council on September 4, 1973 - Manager's Report No. 66, Item 118. Since 
that date property owners have been advised that boulevard areas requiring 
restoration will be covered with a minimum of 4 inches of topsoil and 
"it is then expected that the property owner will provide grass seed and 
then spread it to produce a grass surface which the property owner will 
aaintain". The Local Improvement Programme work in the 4500 block Parker 
vas performed prior to September 1973. 

It was recommended that Mr. Watson be advised of the Corporation's policy 
-regarding seeding of boulevards and sent a copy of this report. 

H>VED BY ALDERMAN STUSL\K, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN AST: 
- "That the recommendation of the Manager be adopted." 

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

Hr. J. Franta, 5021 Claude Avenue submitted a letter complaining of land 
filling operations that are being carried out on property adjacent to his 
GlfD. 

Item 124, Manager's Report No. 51, 1974 which relates to the subject of the 

letter from Mr. Franta was brought forward for consideration at this time. 

'lbe following is the substance of that report: 

(24) Land .Fill at S192 Canada Way 
Letter from J. Franta - 5021 Claude Avenue 

The area in question has been inspected and it has been overfilled along 
the north boundary, behind 5021 Claude Avenue and 5037 Claude Avenue. There 

1.s a permit taken out to fill 5192 Canada Way which borders 5037 Claude 
Avenue on the south. No permit was ever iss~ed to fill the property at 5180 
Canada Way which borders 5021 Claude Avenue on the south. 

On both lots there does not appear to be too much fill but it has been 
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Mrs. Yvette M. Obert. 3199 Noel Drive wrote to advise that her home is on 
the corner of Beaverbrook Drive and Noel Drive which automatically means 
that she has a problem. When the extension to Beaverbrook Drive was con­
structed she was told that it would be about 8 or 9 feet from her property 
line when in actual fact the road has been constructed abutting her property 
line. Mrs. Obert appealed to the Court of Revision where she was granted 
a 10% reduction on taxes for land only. She claims that the value of her 
house has dropped, she has absolutely no privacy in her back yard, she is 
unable to listen to her stereo or watch T.V. unless the front doors and 
windows are closed and that sleeping was a problem due to the proximity 
of the traffic on the abutting road.

Mrs. Obert*s present request is that the Municipality construct a fence along 
her Beaverbrook property and that the fence be so designed as to make the 
exposed side of the house safe and to keep people from throwing litter, etc. 
Into her yard. She did not believe that the fence would be the complete 
answer to her problems but would at least alleviate them somewhat.

Item #25, Municipal Manager's Report No. 51, 1974 which relates to the subject 
of the letter from Mrs. Obert was brought forward for consideration at 
this time. The following is the substance of that report:

C25) Letter Dated June 27, 1974 From Mrs. Yvette M. Obert 
3199 Noel Drive - Request for a Fence_______________

The Municipality acquired Lots 14 and 15 as shown on the sketch attached 
to the report received lying immediately south of 3199 Noel Drive (Lot 13) 
in order to permit the construction of Beaverbrook Drive. The proposal at 
the time of acquisition was to demolish the two dwellings on Lots 14 and 
15 and construct the road in the center of the 120' right-of-way which would 
have provided adequate separation between the road and the existing dwelling 
on Lot 13.

However, as a temporary situation, it was agreed to retain the dwelling on 
Lot 15, lease it and construct Beaverbrook Drive in the space left between 
Lots 13 and Lot 15. It was intended that when Beaverbrook Drive was extended 
eastwards the lease for the dwelling on Lot 15 would be terminated, the 
dwelling demolished and Beaverbrook Drive located in its original planned 
position.

As Council is aware, the proposal to extend Beaverbrook Drive has met 
with serious objections from the Sullivan Heights Ratepayers Association 
and, as a result, the matter of extension is somewhat tenuous at this time.
Me have considered the feasibility of realigning the road in the near future 
hut have come to the conclusion that the decision should not be made to 
realign until a decision has been made by Council to extend Beaverbrook 
Drive beyond its existing terminus. The realignment would cost approximately 
$1 1 , 0 0 0 and could be done in conjunction with the extension.

It was recommended that Mrs. Obert be requested to furnish the staff with 
particulars regarding the type and the cost of the fence that she wishes 
to have constructed so that the matter can be considered further.
MOVED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN AST:
"That the recommendations of the Municipal Manager be adopted."

CARRIED

AGAINST —  ALDERMEN MERCIER AND 
MCLEAN

Mr. Curtis R. Allsup.- P.O. Box 422, Kelowna, B. C. submitted a letter in 
connection with the rental of the premises at 7072 Cariboo Road. He stated 
that the decision previously reached by Council whereby the premises at 
7072 Cariboo Road would have to be vacated by July 31, 1974 was not accept­
able. Mr. Allsup stated that Council's decision was made without due 
consideration with himself and was made ignoring several factors that he 
has been trying to bring to Council's attention. Mr. Allsup stated that he 
has no intention of vacating the property for so long as it is needed by 
the members of his family or until such time as the property is required
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for use as a park. This was the original understanding when the property 
was sold.
He considered this to be a serious matter which must be now looked at very 
objectively.
Item #6 , Municipal Manager*s Report No. 51, 1974 which relates to the 
subject of the letter from Mr. Allsup was brought forward for consideration 
at this time and the following is the substance of that report.

(6) Letter Dated July 3, 1974 from Mr. Curtis R. Allsup

The latest notice to vacate was served on Mr. Allsup on June 28, 1974.
This was done by:

(a) posting notices on the front and rear doors of the subject 
residence;

(b) sending a registered notice to Mr. Curtis R. Allsup in care
of his address at 2786 Highway 97 North, P. 0. Box 442, Kelowna,
B. C. .

The effective date of the notice is July 31, 1974.

The Municipal Legal Department advises that if the present renter refuses 
to relinquish possession of the premises, the Municipality can seek possession 
under Section 60, 60(a), 60(b) and 61 of the "Landlord and Tenant Act" 
following expiration of the Notice to Vacate on July 31, 1974.

Mr. Allsup, under the applicable sections of the Act, would be afforded 
a full hearing in Court.

•

It was recommended that staff be authorized to seek possession of the 
subject premises under the applicable sections of the "Landlord and Tenant 
Act" if the premises are not vacated by July 31, 1974.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN AST:
"That the recommendations of the Municipal Manager be adopted."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

E N Q U I R I E S

Alderman Mercier indicated that he would introduce a motion at the 
August 6 , 1974 meeting of Council requesting a report on the possibility 
in seeking a change in existing procedures which would provide an applicant 
for rezoning with a more definite indication of the ultimate disposition 
of a rezoning application sooner than is now possible.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN MCLEAN, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN LEWARNE:
"That the Planning Director be instructed to prepare a report on the general 
conformity of the commercial development at the foot of Gilley Avenue 
on Marine Drive including the existing lumber yard."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

In reply to a question by Alderman Lawson as to when the report on the 
Burnaby Lake Wildlife Sanctuary is likely to be available, the Planning 
Director stated that he expected that report should be available in approxi­
mately six weeks.
MOVED BY ALDERMAN GUNN, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MCLEAN:
"WHEREAS studies on density show an upper density allowable of 100 to 
1 2 0 persons per acre depending on social amenities, location, etc., as 
acceptable density; and
WHEREAS recently approved RM5 developments in Burnaby, Central Park Place, 
have a density of 200 to 250 persons per acre with a corresponding floor 
area ratio of 2 .2 ; and
WHEREAS high-rise buildings result in higher crime rates, unresolved 
safety problems re fire protection and people removal, loneliness of
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The Municipal Legal Department advises that if the present renter refuses 
to relinquish possession of the premises, the Municipality can seek possession 
under Section 60,. 60(a), 60(b) and 61 of the "Landlord and Tenant Act" 
following expiration of the Notice to Vacate on July 31, 1974. 

Mr. Allsup, under the applicable sections of the Act, would be afforded 
a full hearing in Court. 

It was recommended that staff be authorized to seek possession of the 
subject premises under the applicable sections of the "Landlord and Tenant 
Act" if the premises are not vacated by July 31, 1974. 

MOVED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK,. SECONDED BY ALDERMAN AST: 
~'That the recommendations of the Municipal Manager be adopted." 

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

I N Q U I R I E S 

Alderman Mercier indicated' that he would introduce a motion at the 
August 6, 1974 meeting of Council requesting a report on the possibility 
in seeking a change in existing procedures which would provide an applicant 
for rezoning with a more definite indication of the ultimate disposition 
of a rezoning application sooner than is now possible. 

MOVED BY ALDERMAN MCLEAN, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN LEWARNE: 
"That the Planning Director be instructed to prepare a report on the general 
conformity of the commercial development at the foot of Gilley Avenue 
on Marine Drive including the existing lumber yard." 

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

In reply to a question by Alderman Lawson as to when the report on the 
Burnaby Lake Wildlife Sanctuary is likely to be available, the Planning 
Director stated that be expected that report should be available in approxi­
mately six weeks. 

MOVED BY ALDERMAN GUNN, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MCLEAN: 
"WHEREAS studies on density show an upper density allowable of 100 to 
120 persons per acre depending on social amenities, location, etc., as 
acceptable density; and 
WHEREAS recently approved RMS developments in Burnaby, Central Park Place, 
have a density of 200 to 250 persons per acre with a corresponding floo~. 
area ratio of 2.2; and 
WHEREAS high-rise buildings result in higher crime rates, unresolved 
safety problems re fire protection and people removal, loneliness of 
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apartment dwellers, poor child environment, blockage of views, etc.; and 
WHEREAS there Is great concern expressed by many citizens of Burnaby at 
almost every Public Hearing on the density of high-rise developments and 
the height of these developments;
BE IT THEREFORE RESOLVED: That the Burnaby Council limit the height of 
high-rise buildings to 12 storeys and lower the maximum floor area ratio 
to 1 . 1  to bring the maximum densities down to 1 00 to 1 20 persons per acre. 
These recommendations would combine the RM4 and RM5 Zonings into one."

Alderman Gunn spoke at considerable length in support of his motion citing 
examples in other localities to prove his contention that high rise 
buildings and high densities create a multitude of unresolved social 
problems.

Following the ensuing discussion in which His Worship the Mayor,
Alderman Mercler, Alderman Lawson and the Planning Director, were the 
chief participants, it was:

MOVED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MCLEAN:
"That this resolution be tabled."

CARRIED

AGAINST - ALDERMAN GUNN
MOVED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN AST:
"That Council do now resolve itself into a Committee of the Whole."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

His Worship Mayor Constable noted that Council on July 8 , 1974 had directed 
that he appoint a Committee to consider the need, if any, to amend Section 
13(5)(a) of the'Burnaby Street and Traffic By-Law" and Section 6.17 of 
the "Burnaby Zoning By-Law." He recommended the following appointments:

Chairman - Alderman A. H. Emmott

Members - Alderman W. A. Lewarne and Alderman G. D. Ast

MOVED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN AST:
"That the recommendations of the Mayor be adopted."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
The Municipal Hall Capital Committee submitted a report concerning pre­
liminary design drawings and budget estimates for renovations to the Muni­
cipal Hall and the landscaping and site improvements of the grounds.

The Committee was satisfied that the design developed by the Architect 
fulfills the terms of reference for renovations to the Municipal Hall 
and that with the addition of extended landscaping as noted in the 
Committee's report provides a desireable landscape treatment for the Hall 
site.

It was, therefore, recommended:

(a) that the staff report and recommendations therein be adopted.
(b) that the necessary funds be borrowed and repaid over 15 

years at six percent interest from the Tax Sale Monies Fund.
(c) that the site development landscape budget be increased 

by $79,600 to provide landscaping as described in the 
report received of the foreground area of the Municipal 
Hall site.
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fulfills the terms of reference for renovations to the Municipal Hall 
and that with the addition of extended landscaping as noted in the 
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It was, therefore, recommended: 

(a) that the staff report and recommendations therein be adopted. 
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The Architect, Mr. B. B. Freschi, explained the various proposals and replied 
to questions raised In connection with same.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN LEWARNE:
"That the recommendations of the Municipal Hall Capital Committee be adopted."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

The Municipal Manager submitted Report No. 51, 1974 on the matters listed 
below as Items (1) to (49) either providing the information shown or 
recommending the courses of action indicated for the reasons given:

(1) Requests for Approval to Attend Conferences
(1) Canadian Association of Fire Chiefs
(2) Canadian Association of Chiefs of Police

It was recommended that the Fire Chief be authorized to attend the 
Canadian Association of Fire Chiefs Annual Convention in Winnipeg,
Manitoba from August 26th to August 30, 1974 at an estimated cost of 
$443.00.

It was further recommended that the Superintendent, Offleer-in-Charge,
Burnaby Detachment, R.C.M.F. be authorized to attend the Canadian 
Association of Chiefs of Police Annual Convention in Winnipeg, Manitoba 
from August 26th to August 30, 1974, at an estimated cost of $421.00.

Any overexpenditure of the Conference Account be financed from the 
Contingency Account until the Recast Budget is set.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN MCLEAN, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK:
"That the recommendation of the Municipal Manager be adopted."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

(2) Building Department Report

The Municipal Manager submitted the Building Department Report for the period 
May 20, 1974 to June 14, 1974.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MCLEAN:
"That the Building Department report be received."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

(3) R.C.M.P. Monthly Report

The Municipal Manager submitted the R.C.M.P. Mbnthly Report for the 
month of June 1974.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MCLEAN:
"That the R.C.M.P. Monthly Report for June 1974 be received."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

(4) Cost of Unit Contract Prices

At the Council meeting of July 8 , 1974 a query was raised regarding the 
actual cost of recent unit price contracts compared to tendered amounts 
based on estimated unit quantities.

The following tabulation is the results of several major contracts during 
1973:
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The Architect, Mr. B. B. Freschi, explained the various proposals and,replied 
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Any overexpenditure of the Conference Account be financed from the 
Contingency Account until the Recast Budget is set. 

MO~D BY ALDERMAN MCLEAN, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK: 
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(2) Building Department Report 

The Municipal Manager submitted the Building Department Report for the period 
May 20, 1974 to June 14, 1974. 

MOVED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MCLEAN: 
"That the Building Department report be received." 

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

(3) R.C.M.P. Monthly Report 

The Municip;l Manager submitted the R.C~M.P. Mbnthly Report for the 
month of June 1974. 

MOVED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MCLEAN: 
"That the R.C.M.P. Monthly Report for June 1974 be received." 
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(4) Cost of Unit Contract Prices 

At the Council meeting of July 8, 1974 a query was raised regarding the 
actual cost of recent unit price contracts compared to tendered amounts 
based on estimated unit quantities. 

The following tabulation is the results of several major contracts during 
1973: 
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Contract Type of Work Tendered Amount Payment Based on
No. Based on Actual Units

--------  ------------  Estimated Units
2 L.I.P. Street Works, curbs, 

sidewalks, paving, walls, etc.
$ 544,670 $ 505,965

5 Storm Sewers 136,992 121,105
7 L.I.P. Street Works, curbs, 

sidewalks, paving, walls, etc.
* 736,129 851,251

8 Street Lighting' 79,544 77,580
10 Storm Sewers 162,787 139,836
13 L.I.P. Street Works, curbs, 

sidewalks, paving, walls, etc.
644,805 645,287

14 Storm Sewers 141,162 124,473

TOTAL $2,446,089 $2,465,497

approximately $74,000 of the $115,000 overrun on this contract occurred on one 
street, i.e. Government Road between Phillips and Brighton where considerable 
amounts of retaining and wing walls and special surface finish were added as a 
result of demands from the property owners.

From the foregoing it will be seen that actual payments on approximately 
2% million dollars of work exceeded estimates by 0 .8%.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MERCIER:
"That the report of the Municipal Manager be received."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
(5) Unsightly Premises - Army and Navy Department Stores Limited

McPherson Avenue and Beresford Street______ _______________

It was reported that the Army and Navy Department Stores Limited had been 
advised in writing that they have 30 days in which to bring the subject 
facility into conformance with the Burnaby Unsightly Premises By-Law by 
undertaking the following work:

(a) Debris — removal of all debris from the property.
Material of use or value is to be properly stored.

(b) Boiler House - remove or renovate boiler house.
All debris within this boiler house is to be removed 
and properly disposed of. Material of use or value 
is to be properly stored.

(c) Main Building - corner of Beresford Street and 
MacPherson Avenue - all broken windows to be 
replaced. It was suggested that the exterior 
of this building should be upgraded by an 
application of a coat of paint.

A further report on this matter will be submitted to Council only if the 
Company fails to comply with the written notice that was issued by the Chief 
Public Health Inspector on July 10, 1974.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN LAWSON, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN LEWARNE:
"That the report of the Municipal Manager be received."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
(6) Letter dated July 3, 1974 from Mr. Curtis R. Allsup 
(This item was dealt with previously in the meeting.)

6 6 5

-13- July 22, 1974 

Contract Type of Work Tendered Amount Payment Based on 
No. Based on Actual Units 

2 
C'; 

5 

7 

8 

10 

13 

14 

L.I.P. Street Works, curbs, 
sidewalks, paving, walls, etc. 

Storm Sewers 

L.I.P. Street Works, curbs, 
sidewalks, paving, walls, etc. 

~treet Lighting· 

Storm Sewers 

L.I.P. Street Works, curbs, 
sidewalks, paving, walls, etc. 

Storm Sewers 

Estimated Units 

$ 544,670 $ 505,965 

136,992 121,105 

* 736,129 851,251 

79,544 77,580 

162,787 139,836 
644,805 645,287 

141,162 124,473 

TOTAL $2,446,089 $2,465,497 

*Approximately $74,000 of the $115~000 overrun on this contract occurred on one 
street, i.e. Government Road between Phillips and Brighton where considerable 
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MOVED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MERCIER: 
"That the report of the Municipal Manager be received." 

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

(5) Unsightly Premises - Army and Navy Department Stores Limited 
McPherson Avertue and Beresford Street 

It was reported that the Army and Navy Department Stores Limited had been 
advised in writing that they have 30 days in which to bring the subject 
facility into conformance with the Burnaby Unsightly Premises By-Law by 
undertaki~g the following work: 

(a) Debris - removal of ali debris from the property. 
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All debris within this boiler house is to be removed 
and properly disposed of. Material of use or value 
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of this building should be upgraded by an 
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CARRIED tmANIMOUSLY 
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(This item was dealt with previously in the meeting.) 
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(7) Letter dated July 5, 1974 from Mr. B. John Watson 

(This item was dealt with previously in the meeting.)

(8) Lougheed Highway - Egress from Art Knapp's Nursery

It was reported that the Department of Highways had taken the following 
action in response to a Municipal request to improve the traffic pattern 
at the above intersection:
I: '..(a) Installation of a 'Right Turn Only' sign on the small island

 ̂ adjacent to the egress road from the Nursery.
: (b) Installation of a no-post guard rail which in effect extends

the median in an easterly direction by approximately 50 feet.
(c) Installation of a back-to-back sign at the point where the 
; guard rail terminates which: ______

: 1) Directs motorists travelling west toward Vancouver to keep 
. - ' to the right; and .

f- 2) Prohibits motorists travelling east toward Coquitlam from
making a "U" turn at this particular location of the 

1 > highway. --- - -
.The Engineering Department will continue to monitor the movement of- traffic 
:in the subject area. Any further problems will of course be promptly referred 
to the Provincial Government for whatever type of remedial action may be 
required. It was recommended that a copy of this report be sent to the
.conqilainants. --•**■= • . . . • .

*
MOVED BY ALDERMAN AST., SECONDED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK:
"That .the zrecommendation of the Manager be adopted."

. CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

(9) Letter Dated July 9. 1974 from Mr. W. A. Ferguson 

"(This item was dealt with previously in the meeting.)

(10) Strata Titles Act
Moratorium on Strata Title Applications

At the July 8 , 1974, Council meeting the following motion was passed 
; regarding the above:

- "That Council declare a moratorium on all condominium conversions 
under the Strata Title Act except for duplex or semi-detached 
dwelling units, but that this policy not apply to any applications 
for conversions that are currently being considered; and

That the Provincial Government be requested to suggest the criteria 
which should be established for condominium conversions."

.The Solicitor has pointed out that in the new Strata Titles Act which 
we do not believe has been proclaimed, it is provided in Section 5(1) 
that the approving authority, i.e. the Council, may "approve the 
strata title plan, or refuse to approve it, or approve it subject to 
such terms and conditions as the approving authority considers 
appropriate". This is exactly the same language as appears in the 

T - Strata Titles Act 1966, which is not repealed until the new Act is

Therefore, it is apparent that Council may not refuse to consider a 
strata title application. It must consider it and then decide whether
or not to approve it. .
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MOVED BY ALDERMAN AST, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN LAWSON: 
"That the report of the Manager be received."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

(11) 1974 Annual Convention - Union of B. C. Municipalities

It was reported that the 71st Annual Convention of the Union of B. C. 
Municipalities will be held in the City of Vernon on Wednesday, Thursday and 
Friday, September 18 to 20, 1974. All business sessions and banquets will be 
held in the Vernon Recreation Complex, 3310 - 37th Avenue, Vernon.

It was recommended that in order to assist the host Municipality in preparing 
convention arrangements and to facilitate the completion of registration forms, 
payment of registration fees and accommodation deposits, Council members advise 
the Municipal Clerk immediately as to their attendance at the Annual U.B.C.M. 
Convention.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN MCLEAN, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK:
"That the report of the Municipal Manager be received."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
(12) Letter dated July 5, 1974 from Mr. R. A. Hankin

Greater Vancouver Regional District____________

(This item was dealt with previously in the meeting.)

(13) Subdivision Servicing Agreement 
SUBDIVISION REFERENCE NO. 4/74

It was recommended that Council authorize the preparation and execution of 
the Servicing Agreement for Subdivision Reference #4/74.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN LEWARNE, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MERCIER:
"That the recommendation of the Municipal Manager be adopted."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
(14) "Sweep" 74 Program

The Municipal Manager reported on the Municipality of Surrey's experience with 
the Sweep" 74 Program. He advised that Surrey's Assistant Municipal Manager 
had replied to his query on June 27, 1974 and Surrey's Director of Personnel 
in a recent telephone conversation further disclosed that his Municipality 
originally intended to employ 20 to 25 students under the Sweep Program. This 
plan had to be abandoned, however, because most of the projects could not 
qualify under the Programs restrictive (environmentally oriented) restrictions. 
As a result only six students were hired under "Sweep"; two of the students are 
engaged in an effluent study and four pick up litter on beaches.

The Surrey Personnel Director also advised that Surrey would no doubt hire 
students only under the STEP Program, which allows for a more flexible manage­
ment of jobs, if the employment of summer students could be done all over 
again.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN LEWARNE, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MERCIER:
"That the report of the Municipal Manager be received."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
(15) North Fraser Harbour Commissioners 

New Harbour Commission Act 1964

On March 25, 1974, the Nbrth Fraser Harbour Commissioners asked for Council 
endorsation of its decision to adopt the 1964 Act and drop incorporation 
under the 1913 Act. On June 10, 1£74, Council passed the necessary resolution
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MOVED BY ALDERMAN AST, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN LAWSON: 
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tt was reported that the 71st Annual Conventi.on of the Union of B. C. 
Municipalities will be held in the City of Vernon on Wednesday, Thursday and 
Friday, September 18 to 20, 1974. All business sessions and banquets will be 
held in the Vernon Recreation Complex, 3310 - 37th Avenue, Vernon. 

It was recommended that in order to assist the host Municipality in preparing 
convention arrangements and to facilitate the completion of registration forms, 
payment of registration fees and accommodation deposits, Council members advise 
the Municipal Clerk immediately as to their attendance at the Annual U.B.C.M. 
Convention. 

MOVED BY ALDERMAN MCLEAN, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK: 
"That the report of the Municipal Manager be received." 

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

(12) Letter dated July 5, 1974 from Mr. R. A. Hankin 
Greater Vancouver Regional District 

(This item was dealt with previously in the meeting.) 

(13) Subdivision Servicing Agreement 
SUBDIVISION REFERENCE NO. 4/74 

It was reconnnended that Council authorize the preparation and execution of 
the Servicing Agreement for Subdivision Reference #4/74. 

MOVED BY ALDERMAN LEWARNE, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MERCIER: 
"That the recommendation of the Municipal Manager be adopted." 

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

(14) "Sweep" 74 Program 

The Municipal Manager reported on the Municipality of Surrey's experience with 
the Sweep" 74 Program. He advised that Surrey's Assistant Municipal Manager 
had replied to his query on June 27, 1974 and Surrey's Director of Personnel 
in a recent telephone conversation further disclosed that his Municipality 
originally intended to employ 20 to 25 students under the Sweep Program. This 
plan had to be abandoned, however, because most of the projects could not 
qualify under the Programs restrictive (environmentally oriented) restrictions. 
As a result only six students were hired under "Sweep"; two of the students are 
engaged in an effluent study and four pick up litter on beaches. 

The Surrey Personnel Director also advised that Surrey would no doubt hire 
students only under the STEP Program, which allows for a more flexible manage­
ment of jobs, if the employment of sunnner students could be done all over 
again. 

MOVED BY ALDERMAN LEWARNE, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MERCIER: 
"That the report of the Municipal Manager be received." 

CARRIED UNANilfOUSLY 

(15) North Fraser Harbour Connnissioners 
New Harbour Commission Act 1964 

On March 25, 1974, the lbrth Fraser Harbour Commissioners asked for Council 
endorsation of its decision to adopt the 1964 Act and drop incorporation 
under the 1913 Act. On June 10, 1~74, Council passed the necessary resolution 
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to endorse the action taken by the Commission. Richmond had previously 
done so, but Vancouver has not agreed to the action. The City of Vancouver 
maintains that the $600,000 surplus which the Commission has should be 
distributed before the Commission adopts the 1964 Act.

The Sdicitor advises that he doubts very much if the Commission is winding 
up its affairs if it becomes established under the new Act for the new Act 
provides that the North Fraser Harbour Commission shall be deemed for all 
purposes to be a Commission under the new Act. Whereas under the 1913 Act 
any surplus profits are to be the property of the three municipalities; it*is
f*3*" V* iCt that there is no Pr°vlsion for such distributiont o r ^ t h ^ e f o r e  under the new Act the municipalities will have no dais, to

“er?nn0 ?al? r ‘m „ t° ”S at the time that c°""0 i1 Adopted the resolution on June 10, 1974. We now feel that we must pursue this point and,
tative^ftf Ir thK enabling resolution should be rescinded. Represen-

Burnaby and Vancouver met on July 15, 1974 to discuss this
Richmond?1*̂  C°UrSe aCti°n W*S alS° agreed t 0  by the representatives from

It was recommended that:
(a) the resolution passed on June 10, 1974 be rescinded; 

and, if that resolution is adopted;
a

(b) The North Fraser Harbour Commission be so advised; and

(c) The North Fraser Harbour Commission be advised that the 
Municipality firmly considers the funds to belong to 
the three Municipalities; and

(d) The North’Fraser Harbour Commission be requested to neither 
spend nor commit the $595,002.06 or anyportion thereof; and

(e) The North Fraser Harbour Commission be requested to advise 
the Municipalities how they wish to hand over the funds 
(question of timing and cash vs. investments); and

(f) the appropriate departments of the Federal Government be advised 
of this action; and

(g) a copy of this report be sent to the City of Vancouver (to the 
attention of the Standing Committee on Waterfront and Environment) 
and to the Corporation of the District of Richmond.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN AST, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MERCIER:
"That the recommendation of the Manager be adopted, and that the Mayor arrange 
for a meeting between the Municipalities of Burnaby and Richmond and the City 
of Vancouver and the North Fraser Harbour Commissioners to discuss this 
matter further."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

It was suggested that the Mayor express to the North Fraser Harbour Commissioners 
the Council's appreciation for their diligence in accumulating surplus profits 
in the amount of approximately $600,000.00
(16) Proposed Lane Closures - Senior Citizens' High Rise - I.O.D.E.

Newton Street and Nelson Avenue _________________________
It was recommended that Council authorize the closure of the subject lane to 
traffic and the subsequent introduction of a Road Closing By-Law according 
to the points outlined in Section 3.0 of the report received.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN LEWARNE:
"That the recommendation of the Municipal Manager be adopted.

6 6 d  CAKRIED UNA>7LM0USLY

-16- July 22, 1974 

to endorse the action taken by the Commission. Richmond had previously 

done so, but Vancouver has not agreed to the action. The City of Vancouver 

maintains that the $600,000 surplus which the Commission has should be 

distributed before the Collllllission adopts the 1964 Act. 

The Solicitor advises that he doubts ver 
, up its affairs if it becomes establishedyu::ch i! the Commission is winding 

provides that the North Fraser Harbour Co ierit e new Act for th~ new Act 

purposes to be a Commission under the newmr:. ss on shall be deemed for all 

any surplus profits are to be the r ct. Whereas under the 1913 Act, 

plain from reading the new Act tha~ ~:erty_of the three municipalities; it is 

in it and therefore under the new Act :~e is ~o.pro~i~ion for such distribution 

any of these monies. e mun cipalities will have no claim to 

These facts were not known to h · .. 
it did on June 10 1974 W us aft lt e time that Council adopted the resolution 

h ' • e now ee that we must h" 
t ere·fore, we feel that the en~bl. pursue t is point and, 

tatives of Richmond Burnaby and Ving resolution should be rescinded. Represen-

bl ' ancouver met on July 15 1974 t di 
pro em and this course of action. 1 , o scuss this 
Richmond. was a so agreed to by the representatives from 

It was recommended that: 

(a) the resolution passed on June 10, 1974 be rescinded; 

and, if that resolution is adopted; 

(b) The North Fraser Harbour Commission be so advised; and 

(c) The North Fraser Barbour Commission be advised that the 

Municipality firmly considers J:he funds to.belong to 
the three Municipalities; and 

(d) The North'Fraser Harbour Commission be requested to neither 

spend nor commit the $595,002.06 or anyportion thereof; and 

(e) The North Fraser Barbour Commission-be requested to advise 

the Municipalities how they wish to hand over the funds 

(question of tfmfng and cash vs. investments); and 

(f) the appropriate departments of the Federal Government be advised 

of this action; and 

(g) a copy of this report be sent to the City of Vancouver (to the 

attention of the Standing Committee on Waterfront and Environment) 

and to the Corporation of the District of Richmond. 

MOVED BY ALDERMAN AST, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MERCIER: 

"That the recommendation of the'Manager be adopted, and that the Mayor arrange 

for a meeting between the Municipalities of Burnaby and Richmond and the City 

of Vancouver and the North Fraser Harbour Commissioners to discuss this 

matter further." 

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

It was suggested that the Mayor express to the North Fraser Harbour Commissioners 

the Council's appreciation for their diligence in accumulating surplus profits 

in the amount of approximately $600,000.00 

(16) Proposed Lane Closures - Senior Citizens' High Rise - I.O.D.E. 

Newton Street and Nelson Avenue 

It was recommended that Council authorize the closure of the subject lane to 

traffic and the subsequent introdpction of a Road Closing By-Law according 

to the points outlined in Section 3.0 of the report received. 

MOVED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK, SECONDED r,y ALDERMAN LEWARNE: 

"That the recommendation of the Municipal Hanager be adopted." 

66d CARRIED UNA'!INOUSLY 



-17- July 22, 1974

(17) Metropolitan Ambulance Service

The Municipal Manager advised that Metropolitan Ambulance Services Limited 
has verbally informed the Treasurer that effective July 1, 1974 the Provincial 
Government has commenced financing their operations. As a result, Municipal 
subsidies will no longer be required. The present subsidy is $10,542.00 
per month. Subject to final audit of the operations of the ambulance company, 
the saving to the Municipality for 1974 will be approximately $63,250.00.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN MERCIER, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN LEWARNE:
"That the report of the Municipal Manager be received."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
(18) Conferences

It was recommended that annually, after passage of the annual budget,
Council pass a motion appointing members of the Parks and Recreation 
Commission as delegates of Council for purposes of attending conferences 
as provided for in the annual budget.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN LAWSON:
"That the recommendations of the Municipal Manager be adopted."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
(19) Request for Authority to Connect to New Westminster's

Sewer System______________________ ___________________

At its regular meeting of June 10th, 1974 the Municipal Council approved a 
request from Mrs. C. Rozman, 6483 Trapp Road, to make her own arrangements 
to connect to the City of New Westminster's sewer system, subject to:

(a) Reaching an agreement with the City concerning the charges 
relating to the connection;

(b) Obtaining a permit from the Burnaby Building Department 
covering the inspection of the sewer connection;

(c) Formally agreeing to disconnect from the New Westminster sewer 
System and reconnect to the Burnaby sewer system when such 
latter system becomes available in the area and paying whatever 
charges are in effect at that time.

Subsequently a letter has been received from the Engineer of the City of 
New Westminster advising that it is their requirement that the Corporation 
of Burnaby and the City of New Westminster enter into an agreement regarding 
the connection of the Rozman property to the New Westminster sewer in order 
that the City of New Westminster can charge The Corporation of the District 
of Burnaby $150.00 per year for the parcel and The Corporation of Burnaby may 
in turn collect from the property owner at 6483 Trapp Road.

The Municipal Treasurer advises that while the annual costs for reconnecting 
to a sewer system in the City of New Westminster is $150.00 per annum, the 
Corporation of Burnaby's charge for a sewer connection for 1974 is $32.25.
It would therefore be unreasonable for the Corporation of Burnaby to enter 
into the agreement requested with the City of New Westminster.

The Municipal Solicitor has advised that it may be possible to enter into 
an agreement with the Rozmans In which they would covenant to pay whatever 
charges are made against Burnaby by New Westminster for the sewer connection 
and perhaps this agreement can be registered as a charge against the property 
at the Land Registry Office. However, because of all these complications 
and uncertainties he recommended that Council be advised to reject the Rozman's 
request for a sewer connection to the New Westminster system.
It has been determined that the reasons the inquiry has been received from 
the Rozmans regarding connection to the New Westminster sewer is related to 
the possibility of subdivision of their property. The Planning Director 
advises that the property is presently zoned Small Holdings District (A2), 
a designation that will not accommodate subdivision of the property. Con­
sequently, in order to subdivide, rezoning of the property would be required.
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The Director of Planning advised further that he would recommend against 
a rezoning on the basis that the existing zoning is appropriate to the area 
at this time.

It was recommended that:
(a) Council rescind the approval that was given for the subject 

----- sewer connection on July 10, 1974; and / - .. .
* r (b) The request to have the property at 6483 Trapp Road connected 
 ̂ to the City of New Wbstminster sewer system be denied on the

2 basis of the further information that is contained in this report.
(c) That a copy of this report be sent to Mrs. C. Rozman.

?" MOVED RV ALDERMAN LAWSON, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MERClER: -
"That the motion of Council on June 10, 1974 which would have permitted 

~ £the connection of Mrs. C. Rozman’s property to the City of New .
: Westminster sewer system be rescinded."
rrr:- - CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

'MOVED BY ALDERMAN AST, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK: '
"That the recommendation of the Manager in this respect be adopted."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

(20) Engineer’s Special Estimates
It was recommended that Council approve Special Estimates of Work for
the Municipal Engineer in the total amount of $265,730.00 as detailed in the
report received.
MOVED BY ALDERMAN LEW ARNE, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MCLEAN:
"That the recommendations of the Municipal Manager be adopted."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

(21) Sale of Municipal Property in Sechelt, B.C.
Lot 3. D.L. 1731. Group 1 (9.27 acres)

Council on July 8 , 1974 tabled for two weeks a report on the proposed sale 
of the Municipally owned property in Sechelt, B. C. The Mayor during 
discussion of the matter advised that considerable development is taking 
place in the area, and the tabling motion was subsequently carried in order 
to allow members of Council to give further consideration to this matter.

As a result of an appraisal carried out by a staff member who visited the 
Sechelt area on July 16, 1974, we are advised that the current market value 
of the property in question is $25,500.00. The escalation of property 
value in the area is almost unbelievable.

It was recommended that:
(a) The two offers that were received from Emil Anderson in the 

amount of $17,555.00 and A. Hansen in the amount of $15,470.00 
be rejected; and

(b) The deposit cheques that were submitted with the bids be 
returned to the tenderers.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN AST, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN LAWSON:
"That the recommendations of the Municipal Manager be adopted.

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

(22) Letter Dated July 12. 1974 from Mr. James Etches 

(This item was dealt with previously in the meeting.)
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(23) Strata Plan Application No. 15/74

On July 8 , 1974, Council heard a delegation and received a petition 
regarding a Strata Platt approval application for an apartment building 
at 7428 - 19th Avenue. Council tabled a report on the matter pending 
receipt on the information on how a particular prerequisite for approval 
of Strata Titling can be enforced. The information requested is contained 
in the report from the Planning Director.
The Solicitor has no objections to the proposed conditions which would have 
to be satisfied when the applicant submits the recommended letter of under­
taking.
The Planning Director reported as follows:

"The recommendation of a previous Planning Department report was
that an additional prerequisite would be established for approval
for the strata titling.as follows:

'The submission of a letter of undertaking that the applicant, 
as a member of the new strata corporation to be created, 
will maintain units as necessary to allow those existing 
tenants who do not wish to or cannot relocate immediately 
to remain in their units as tenants until such time as those 
tenants relocate at their own will.' "

On this matter, the Council directed the Planning Department to report as to 
how the Municipality can be assured that the above requirement will be 
met by the applicant.
It is felt that guarantees that the developer will follow the before noted 
requirement can only be assured to the necessary extent if the applicant 
submits the following prior to final approval of the strata titling:

(a) A listing of the existing tenants in the development certified 
to be accurate by a Notary Public;

(b) A letter agreeing to terminate residence signed by each tenant 
who wishes to utilize the pre-established tenant relocation pro­
visions of, in lieu of this, proof of termination of residence.

(c) A binding legal agreement, acceptable to and signed by both 
the tenant and developer, for each tenant who does not wish or 
cannot relocate that the subject unit will be provided to the 
tenant under a rental situation by the developer until that 
tenant relocates at his own will- (all legal expenses to be 
borne by the developer).

(d) Acceptable proof that a tenant wishes to abstain from 
signing either an affirmation that he will relocate or an 
agreement to remain (such to be confirmed by the Municipality).

Via this approach, each tenant who does not wish to or cannot relocate is 
provided with adequate protection and assurances that his rental accommodation 
will be retained for his use. At the same time the arbitration of any 
resulting disagreements or other legal difficulties will be handled via 
normal legal channels and will not involve the Municipality. In this respect, 
the Municipality simply acts to assure that all tenants are provided the 
opportunity to arrange such an agreement and, thereafter, the Municipality 
acts only as an informal repository for such agreements.
It was recommended that:

(a) Council reaffirm its tentative approval of the proposed strata 
titling subject to the fulfillment, in addition to the formerly 
established conditions of the following as a prerequisite to 
Final Approval; i.e. signature of the Mayor and Clerk:
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the submission of a letter of undertaking that the applicant, 
as a member of the new strata corporation to be created, 
will maintain units as necessary to allow those existing 
tenants who do not wish to or cannot relocate immediately 
to remain in their units as tenants until such time as those 
tenants relocate at their own will; and

(b) The letter of undertaking be submitted in accordance with the 
four conditions set out in the Director of Planning's report.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN MERCIER, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK:
"That the recommendations of the Manager be adopted."

MOVED BY ALDERMAN LAWSON, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MCLEAN:
"That further consideration of this matter be tabled pending receipt of 
a further report on the enforceability of the letter of undertaking that the 
applicant would submit should the applicant at a later date not comply with 
the letter of undertaking.

CARRIED

AGAINST —  ALDERMEN STUSIAK AND 
MERCIER

(24) Letter Dated July 10, 1974 from Mr. J. Franta 
5021 Claude Avenue
Land Fill at 5192 Canada Way_________________

(This item was dealt with previously in the meeting.)

(25) Letter Dated June 27, 1974 from Mrs. Yvette M. Obert 
3199 Noel Drive
Request for a F e n c e __________________________

(This item was dealt with previously in the meeting.)

(26) Financial Report
The Municipal Manager presented the Municipal Treasurer's Financial Report for 
the period January 1st to June 30, 1974.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN LEWARNE, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MCLEAN:
"That the Financial Report for the period January 1st to June 30, 1974 be 
received."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

(27) Electronic Data Processing Centre

The Municipal Manager reported that he had received a letter from the Director 
of Finance and Administration, Greater Vancouver Regional District advising 
that the Board on July 8 , 1974 had adopted the recommendation of its Regional 
Administrative Advisory Committee concerning the establishment of a Central 
Electronic Data Processing Centre for member Municipalities of the Regional 
District, which read as follows:

"Although the concept of a Regional Computer Centre appears attractive 
in the first instance there are just too many disadvantages to warrant 
further consideration. The sub-committee therefore recommends no 
further action",

MOVED BY ALDERMAN MCLEAN, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MERCIER:
"That the report of the Municipal Manager be received."
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the submission of a letter of undertaking that the applicant, 
as a member of the new strata corporation to be created, 
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CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 
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that the Board on July 8, 1974 had adopted the recommendation of its Regional 
Administrative Advisory Cmmnittee concerning the ~stablishment of a Central 
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in the first instance there are just too many disadvantages to warrant 
further consideration. The sub-committee therefore recommends no 
further action". 

MOVED BY ALDERMAN MCLEAN, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MERCIER: 
"That the report of the Municipal Manager be received." 

672 

; . 



- 21- July 22, 1974

(28) Work Order No. 11-015 - Flood Control - Overexpenditure

The following is the report of'the Engineer with respect to the above:
* This Work Order is badly overspent. As of last cost report we have 

spent $101,583 on an estimate in our budget of $60,100.
This overexpenditure occurred because of the work we did along the 

Fraser River to try and control an anticipated flood condition. •

Following is a breakdown of costs incurred in that operation:

Stores $ . 670
Purchase Orders ! 5,438
Shot) Work Orders 1,327
Gravel 115
Hired Equipment 12,370
Labour * 22,913
Corporation equipment 6,2.81
Overhead 9,821

. TOTAL $ 58,935

A11 figures have been rounded to closest dollar.

There is still an invoice to cone from Greenlees Pile Driving for 
*H)rk and material used along Byrne Road ditch plus removal of the piles still 
to be done. The City of Vancouver have not been paid rental for sheet piling 
and we still have to clean up sand dykes built along Byrne, Manderville, 
Tillicum, and Meadow. ,

Purchase orders are mainly sand bags. ; .

Shop work orders were for construction of gates and service to 
rented machines.

Hired equipment was rented for pumps, outboard motors, trucks and 
• loaders. . . .

Labour — operators, labour — filling and placing sand bags, reading 
gauges, work on flood gates, etc.

Corporation equipment includes trucks and loaders.

There is a hidden cost which does not show. Supervisors on monthly 
. salary plus their transnortation which is charged to Account Mo. 22-01.

An estimate of costs remaining are:

Clean up sand, etc. $ 1,200

Equipment rental 8,500
(Greenlees Pile Driving)

Charges by City of Vancouver 
for sheet piling _____ 500

Total still required (estimated) $ 10,200

$ 10,200
58,935

Total Cost $ 69,135

In view of the fact that the original budget is badly overspent and 
regular work should go on, you may wish to present this to Council. May we 
have your guidance in this matter.

It would appear that the final expenditure in this account by year-end will be approximately 
$130,000. We feel confident that we will be able to balance the Budget at Recast time, but 
we felt it necessary co advise Council of this overexpenditure at this point in time.
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{28) Work Order No. 11-015 - Flood Control - Overexpenditure 

The follOJWing is .the report of'the Engineer with respect to the above: .. - . ,- . 

This Work Order is badly overspent. As of last cost report we have 

spent $101,583 on an esti~ate in our budget of $60,100. 

This ·overexpenditure occurred because of the ~-,ork we did along the 
Fraser River to try and control .an anticipated flood condition~ · ... ~ 

.-

, 

Following is a breakdown of costs.incurred in that operation: 

Stores 
Purchase Orders 

. Sho!) Work Orders 
Gravel 

· Hir~d Equipment 
Labour 
Corporation equipment 
Overhead 

-. TOTAL 

..... 

$ i 670 
, 5,438 
1,327 

115 
12,370 

L22,913 
_ 6,2.81" 
9,821 

$58,935 

All figures have been rounded to closest dollar. 

There is still an invoice to co~e from Greenlees Pile Driving for · 
'!il'Ork and ~.aterial used along Byrne Road ditch plus removal of the piles still 

to be done. The City of Vancouver have not been paid rental for sheet piling 

and we still have to clean_ up sand dykes built along ·Byrne, MandervilJ.e, · 

Tillicu.1?1, and Meadow. _, 

Purchase orders are mainly sand bag~. 

· .. , Shop work orders·were for construction of gates and service.to 

rented machines. 
··-

1oaders. 
Hired equipmsnt wa:s rented for put:tps, outboard motors, trucks and 

J,.abour - operators, labour - filling and placing sand bags, reading 

gauges, work on flood gates, etc. 

· Corporation· equipment includes trucks and loaders. 

There is a hidden cost which does not show. 
salary plus their transnortation which is charge<J to 

· - An esti~~~e of costs remaining are: 

Supervisors on monthly 
Account No. 22-01 •. 

Clean up sand, etc. 

Equipment rental, · 
(Greenlees Pile Driving) 

$ 1,200 

8,500 

-
Charges by City of Vancouver 
for sheet piling 

Total still required (estimated) 

{ 

Total Cost 

500 

$ 10,200 

$ 10,200 
58,935 

$ 69,135 

- · In view of the fact that the original budget is badly overspent and 

regular work should go on, you may'wish to prese.nt this to Council. May we 
have your guidance in -this rna tter. 11 

It lK>uld appear that the final expenditure in this account by year-end will be approximately 

$lJO,c1r;o~ We. feel confident that we will be_ able to balance the Budget at Recast time, but 

~e Iel t i.t necessary co advise Council of this overexpenditure at this point in time. 
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It was recommended that the overexpenditure proposed of $70,000.00 be ratified.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN AST, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MERCIER:
"That the recommendation of the Municipal Manager be adopted."

ci CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
MOVED BY ALDERMAN GUNN, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN LEWARNE:
"That a strongly worded letter be forwarded to the Province of British Columbia 
concerning the Government's unwillingness to participate in cost sharing for 
dike maintenance and recommending that this situation be reviewed."

** SEE MINUTES OF AUGUST 6th COUNCIL MEETING FOR AN AMENDMENT TO THIS MOTION.
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

(29) Train Whistles
(Item #6 , Municipal Manager's Report No. 29. April 16, 1974)

The Municipal Manager submitted a further report from the Municipal Engineer 
concerning the question of train whistles within the Municipality.

The last progress report on the subject of an anti-whistling by-law dated 
'Ap>dl 1974 advised that the necessary documents to initiate consideration 
*>y Federal Railway Transport Committee, who control regulations governing 
inter-provincial railways,and the Provincial Department of Transportation and 
CoEsmuni cat ions who control railways operated soley within the Province 
(B.C. Hydro and B.C. Railway), had been mailed to both parties on March 11, 
1974 and April 3, 1974 respectively.
Railway Transport Committee

We received confirmation from the Secretary, Railway Transport Committee, on 
March 26,. 1974 advising that documents had been received and that we would he 
contacted in due course for on site inspections.

to*Monday and Tuesday, May 13 and 14, 1974 representatives of the Municipality 
met with representatives of the D.O.T., C.N.R., C.P.R., and the Burlington 
Northern Railway to inspect those crossings regulated by the D.O.T.

' crossings along the C.P.R. line adjacent to Burrard Inlet are private 
crossings and would not be covered by our proposed by-law.

Grossings along the Central Valley line are in the majority of cases across 
pt&lic highways and under the present requirements of the Railway Act require 
the train engineer to sound his whistle. Before the D.O.T. will even consider 

~ tS*® elimination of a train whistle on a crossing approach they will require 
that such crossings have adequate protection. This usually involves signals 
and where there is more than one track, crossing gates. The initial cost of 

; swch signal installations runs between $25,000 and $30,000 each. In addition, 
the yearly maintenance costs are presently $950 per signal.
Should a signal be installed under the normal warrant system, the grade- crossing 
fund would pay 80% of installation costs while the railway and Municipality pay 
7%% and 12%% respectively. The Board of Transport Commissioners usually direct 
the maintenance costs to be shared equally between the railway and the road 
authority. However, should a signal be installed as a requirement of a 
municipalities enactment of an anti-whistling by—law,then the municipality 
would normally be required to bear all the costs of signal installation and 
maintenance.

If we were to take into consideration the possible signal requirements of the 
Central Valley Line (Burlington Northern) as a requirement of an anti-whistling 
by-law we could be required to install signals at five crossings, one on the 
•win line at Piper Avenue that is now protected by stop signs and four along 
the main spur line into Lake City. The installation costs would be approximately
5130,000 with a yearly maintenance charge of about $4,750. If these same 
crossings were to be protected under a normal warrant procedure our share of 
installation costs would be about $16,250 and annual maintenance would be $2,375.
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It was reco11D11ended that the overexpenditure proposed of $70,000.00 be ratified. 

MOVED BY ALDERMAN AST, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MERCIER: 
"That the recommendation of the Municipal Manager be adopted." 

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

MOVED BY ALDERMAN GUNN, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN LEWARNE: 
"That a strongly worded letter be forwarded to the Province of British Columbia 
conceming the Government's unwillingness to participate in cost sharing for 
dike maintenance and recommending that this situation be reviewed." 

** SD MINUTES OF AUGUST 6th COUNCIL MEETING FOR AN AMENDMENT TO THtS MOTION. 
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

(29) Train Whistles 
(Item 06 2 Municipal Manager's Report No. 29, April 16 2 1974) 

The Municipal Manager submitted a further report from the Municipal Engineer 
conceming the question of train whistles within the Municipality • 

.. 

The last progress reporc on the subject of an ~nti-whistling by-law dated 
Aprll 16, 1974 advised that the necessary documents to initiate consideration 

\." by the Federal Railway Transport Committee, who control regulations governing 
lacer-provincial railways.and the Provincial Department of Transportation and 

· COamunications who control railways operated soley within the Province 
·": • (B.C. Hydro and B.C. Railway), had been mailed to both parties on March 11, > 1974 and April 3, 19.74 respectively. 

Raf.l.vay Transport Committee 

We Teceived confirmation from the Secretary, Railway Transport Co11D1littee, on 
, Mar.ch 26,. 1974 advising that documents had been received and that ve would be 

coatac~ed in due course for on site inspections. 

·· · · OJiiMonday and Tuesday, May 13 and 14, 1974 representatives of the Municipality 
me£ with representatives 0£ the D.O.T., C.N.R., C.P.R., and the Burlingto~ 

.·. Northern lailway to inspect those crossings regulated by the D.O.T. 

;.'. '/·.All. cr~ssings along the C.P.R. line adjacent to· B~rrard Inlet are private 
·,·crossings and would not be covered ·by our proposed by-law. 

: ·•· .. :-

·,· ~· Cn>ss1ngs along the Central Valley line are in the majority of cases across . :i pm.lie highways and under the present requirements of the Railway Act require 
:_; ·: the train engineer to sound his whistle. Before the D.O.T. will even consider 
· ;~: the. elimination of a train whistle on a crossing approach they will require 

· that such crossings have adequate protection. This usually involves signals 
_· .. ·amt vhe·re there is more than one track, crossing gates. The initial cost of 
• / s-=b signal installations runs between $25,000 and $30,000 each. In addition, 
. , . tlle yearly maintenance costs are presently $950 per signal. 

·, ... :_.,; -: . 

Should a signal be installed under the normal warrant system, the grade-crossing· 
fund would pay 80% of installation costs while the railway and Municipality pay 
7½% and 12½% respectively. The Board of Transport Co11D1lissioners usually direct 
the maintenance costs to be shared equally between the railway and the road 

' , 

· authority. However, should a signal be installed as a requirement of a 
ami~ipalities enactment of an anti-whistling by-law .. then the municipality 
would normally be required to bear all the costs of signal installation and 
maintenance. 

If we were to take into consideration the possible signal requirements of the 
Central Valley Line (Burlington Northern) as a requirement of an anti-whistling 
by-law. we could be required to install signals at· five crossings, one on the 
main line at Piper Avenue chat is now protected by stop signs and four along 
the main spur line into Lake City. The installation costs would be approximately 
$130,000 with a yearly maintenance charge of about $4,750. If these same 
crossings were to be protected under' a normal warrant procedure our share of 
iastallation costs would be about $16,250 and annual maintenance would be $2,375. 

-
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We have reason to believe that all five crossings now have a combination of rail 
and highway traffic that would meet the requirements of the Board of Transport 
Commissioners for contributions from the crossing fund. _

In view of the above we felt that we should waste no time in applying for a 
cost sharing agreement at the five crossings. We therefore made application 
for these signals on June 25, 1974 and received confirmation of our applications 
on July 8 , 1974. .

All rail lines in the Big Bend Area come under the control of the D.O.T. and 
were inspected at the same time as the Central Valley line.

As it now stands all field inspections and input from the Municipality related 
to crossings controlled by the D.O.T. have been completed and we have now only 
to wait for the final conditions that will be a requirement of the Railway 
Transport Committee should the Municipality wish to enact an anti-whistling by-law.

Provincial Department of Communications and Transportation

Those rail crossings of the Central Park line are under the control of the 
Provincial Department of Communications and Transportation and must be commented 
on by that office. To date we have received no formal replies to our submitted 
documents of April 3, 1974- :•

During the Inspection of crossings by the D.O.T. the Provincial representative, 
a. Hr. Mester, was invited along. He did not attend the field checks but sat in 
on a meeting that concluded'the field inspections. When asked for his comments 
on .the subject he was very non-committal except to state that his office felt 
that all crossings on the Central Park line should be protected by stop signs 
regardless of an anti-whistling by-law.

We contacted the local office of the Department of Transportation and 
Communications by telephone on July 15, 1974 and were informed that their 
Mr. Mester, who was working on this file, was no longer with them. We were 
advised to contact the Chief Inspector, Mr. Turnbull, regarding the present 
status of this subject. Unfortunately, Mr. Turnbull had just gone on a two week 
vacation. A message was left to have him contact our office on his return.

As it now stands we have no final directives from either Government on the 
action required on crossing protection should we introduce an anti-whistling by­
law in Burnaby. Any comments received from either Board will be forwarded for 
the information of Council.

As a point of interest, we would advise that any anti-whistling directive from 
the Board of Transport Commission applies only to crossings and still leaves it 
to the discretion of the train engineer who can sound a whistle if, in his opinion, 
the crossing is a hazardous one. Also, an anti-whistling directive does not cover 
sounding whistles along the main line where there are sight problems or where the 
engineer has knowledge that track crews are 'in the general area. Another area 
of operation that involves whistles but would not be covered by our by-law.would 
be shunting operations.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MCLEAN:
"That the report of the Municipal Manager be received."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
MOVED BY ALDERMAN LEWARNE, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN LAWSON:
"That the Provincial Department of Communications and Transportation be 
requested to expedite a reply to the Municipal correspondence dated April 3, 1974.

;?5

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
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Ve have reason to believe that all five crossings now have a combination of rail 
and highway traffic that would meet the requirements of the Board of Transport 
Commissioners for contributions from the crossing fund. 

In view of the above we felt that we·should waste no time in applying for a 
·cost sharing agreement at l:1te five crossings. We therefore made application 
for these si~als on June 25, 1974 and received confirmation of our applications 

· on July 8, 19?4• . 

All rail lines in the Big Bend Area come under the control of the D.O.T. and 
were inspected at the same time a~ the Central Valley line. 

As it ~ow- stands all fie~d ins,ections and input from the Municipality related 
· to crossings controlled by the D.O.T. have been completed and we have now only 
to•wait for the final conditions that will be a requirement of the Railway -

. Transport Committ~e should the Municipality wish to enact an anti-whistling by-law. 

Provincial Department of Communications and Transportation 

.. Those rail crossings of the Central Park line are under the control of the 
Provincial Department· of Qnmmmications and Transportation and must be connnented 
on by that office. .To date we have received no formal replies to our submitted 
documents of April 3, 1974!" >-

- During the in~pection of crossings by the D.O.T. the Provincial representative, 
a-Mr. Mester, was invited along. He did not attend the field checks but sat in 
on a meeting that cOl'lcluded'the field inspections •. When asked for his comments 
on ,the subject he was very non-committal except to state that his office ·felt 
that all crossings on the Central Park line should be protected by stop signs 
regardless of an anti-whistling by-law • 

. : ·w~ ~ontact~d ·the loca1 office of the Department of Transportation and 
: : Communications by ~elephone on July 15, 1974 and were informed that. their 

. Mr. Mester~ who was working on this file, was no lon·ger with them. We were 
· . .- advised to contact the Chi.ef Insoector, Mr. Tutnbull, regarding the present 

status of this subject. Unfortunately, Mr. Turnbull had just gone on a two week 
vacation. A message was left to have him contact our office on his return. 

. . 

- As it. nov stands we have no final directives from either Government on the 
action required on crossing protection should we introduce an anti-whistling by~ 
law in Burnaby. Any comments received from either Board will be forwarded for 
the information of Council. 

As a point of interest, we would advise that any anti-whistling directive from 
.the Board of Transport Commission applies only to crossings and still leaves it 
to the discretion of the train engineer who can sound a whistle if, in his opinion, 

· the crossing is a hazardous one. Also, an anti-whistling directive does not cover 
sounding whistles along the main line where there are sight problems or where the 
engineer has knowledge that track crews are_'in the general area. Another area 
of operation that involves whistles but would not be covered by our by-law,would 
_be shunting operations. 

MOVED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK, SECONDED BY ALDERMA..~ MCLEAN: 
"That the report of the Municipal Manager be received." 

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

MOVED BY ALDERMAN LEWARNE, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN LAWSON: 
"That the Provincial Department of Communications and Transportation be 
requested to expedite a reply to the Municipal correspondence dated April 3, 1974~"-. 

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 
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(30) Broadway From Holdom Avenue to Kensington Avenue
By-Law #6243
(Item #4, Municipal Manager*s Report No. 47, June 24, 1974)

It was recommended that:
(a) Broadway from Holdom Avenue to Kensington Avenue be reinitiated 

as soon as possible to provide asphaltic pavement 36 feet wide 
with 5 foot curb sidewalks on both sides at an estimated cost of 
$106,400.00;

(b) A necessary amendment by-law be brought forward to amend the rate 
for 36 foot wide pavement with 5 foot curb sidewalks on both sides 
to read 0.89c per assessed front foot;

(c) The necessary amendment by-law be brought forward after this 
work has been initiated and the appropriate construction by-law 
passed to fully amend the rate for the said class of work to 
read $1 . 1 0  per assessed front foot.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN MCLEAN, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN LAWSON:
"That the recommendations of the Municipal Manager be adopted."^

CARRIED

AGAINST - ALDERMAN STUSIAK

(31) Recreational Potential - Fraser River Waterfront Study

It was reported that a letter dated July 4, 1974 has been received from the 
Honourable J. Radford, Minister of Recreation and Conservation, expressing 
his interest in working with the Municipalities of Burnaby, Richmond and the 
City of Vancouver towards developing a plan to amximize the recreational 
potential of the North Arm of the Fraser River.

Towards this end, the Minister has proposed a joint study with the cost of 
the study being shared by the Province (50%) and the City of Vancouver and 
the two Municipalities splitting the remaining 50% three ways. The Director of Planning suggested that the following items should be included in the terms of reference:

(1) An inventory of previous studies and data from the Municipalities 
•involved and the Provincial Government.

(2) An inventory of those lands within the study area under public 
ownership.

(3) Determination of potential sites for various recreational uses 
including boat launching, marinas, walkways, picnic areas, vistas, 
equestrian and bicycle paths, fishing areas and public rest areas.

(4) Determination of ways and means of providing for the continuity
of parkway development, not only within indivudual Municipalities, 
but as well between the City of Vancouver and the Municipality of 
Burnaby.

(5) The relationship of the existing water 1ots and their leases, to 
the proposed foreshore parkway development.

(6) The preparation of a development concept for the study area, to 
include all proposed land uses.

(7) Suggested strategies for implementation of the development concept.

(8) Anticipated public costs of implementing the development concept.

It was recommended that:
(a) Council endorse the Provincial Government undertaking a land use 

review of the North Arm of the Fraser River, with particular 
emphasis on its recreational potential, in co-operation with the 
Municipalities of Burnaby, Richmond, Vancouver and the North Fraser
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(30) Broadway From Holdom Avenue to Kensington Avenue 
By-Law 116243 

July 22, 1974 

JJtem 04, Mun~:f.pal Manager's Report No. 47, June 24, 1974) 

It was recommended that: 

(a) Broadway from Holdom Avenue to Kensington Avenue be reinitiated 
as soon as possible to provide asphaltic pavement 36 feet wide 
with 5 foot curb sidewalks on both sides at an estimated cost of 
$106,400.00; . 

(b) A necessary amendment by-law be brought forward to amend the rate 
for 36 foot wide pavement with 5 foot curb sidewalks on both sides 
to read 0.89¢ per assessed front foot; 

(c) The necessary amendment by-law be brought forward after this 
work has been initiated and the appropriate construction by-law 
passed to fully am~nd the rate for the said class of work to 
read $1.10 per assessed front foot. 

MOVED BY ALDERMAN MCLEAN, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN LAWSON: 
"That the recommendations of the Municipal Manager be adopted." 

CARRIED 

AGAINST - ALDERMAN STUSIAK 

(31) Recreational Potential - Fraser River Waterfront.Study 

It was reported that a letter dated July 4, 1974 has been received from the 
Honourable J. Radford, Minister of Recreation and Conservation, expressing 
hi~ interest in working with the Municipalities of Burnaby, Richmond and the 
City of Vancouver towards developing a plan to amximize the recreational 
potential of the North Arm of the Fraser River. 

Towards this end, the Minister has proposed a joint study with the cost of 
the study being shared by the Province (50%) and the City of Vancouver and 
the two Municipalities splitting the remaining 50% three ways. The Director 
of Planning suggested that the following items should be included in the terms 
of reference: 

(1) An inventory of previous studies and data from the Municipalities 
·involved and the Provincial Government. 

(2) An inventory of those lands within the study area under public 
ownership. 

(3) Determination of potential si;es for various recreational uses 
including boat launching, marinas, walkways, picnic areas, vistas, 
equestrian and bicycle paths, fishing areas and public rest areas. 

(4) Determination of ways and means of providing for the continuity 
of parkway development, not only within indivudual Municipalities, 
but as well between the City of Vancouver and the Municipality of 
Burnaby. 

(5) The relationship of the existing water ?~ts and their leases, to 
the proposed foreshore parkway development. 

(6) The preparation of a development concept for the study area, to 
include all proposed land uses. 

(7) Suggested strategies for implementation of the development concept. 

(8) Anticipated public costs of implementing the development concept. 

It was recommended that: 

(a) Council endorse the Provincial Government undertaking a land use 
review of the North Arm of the Fraser River, with particular 
emphasis on its recreational potential, in co-operation with the 
Municipalities of Burnaby, Richmond, Vancouver and the North Fraser 
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Harbour Commission. -
(b) Council endorse,, in principle the suggested terms of reference 

for the study as outlined before.
(c) Following adoption on the terms of reference for the proposed 

study and the preparation of a study cost estimate, a further
C! report item on the proposed cost sharing arrangement be forwarded

to Council for its consideration.

(d) That the Municipality participate and assist in the study.

(e) That a Technical Committee for the study be constituted and 
include the Director of Planning of the Municipality or his 
nominee.

(f) A copy of this report be forwarded to the Minister of Recreation 
and Conservation, City of Vancouver, District of Richmond, and 
to the Burnaby Parks and Recreation Commission.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN MCLEAN, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MERCIER:
"That the recommendations of the Municipal Manager be adopted."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

(32) Request for Removal of Underbrush
Newcombe Street Between Tenth and Twelfth Avenues

Council on May 27, 1974 received a petition requesting that underbrush be 
cleared from the subject road allowance and the adjacent properties.
The matter was subsequently referred to staff for consideration and report.

It was recommended that:

(a) The Engineering Department be authorized to clear out
the offending bush on Newcombe Street and those Municipally 
owned properties that are identified in the report received;

(b) That the approximate cost in the amount of $8,000 be charged 
to the General Contingency Account.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN LAWSON, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MERCIER:
"That the recommendations of the Municipal Manager be adopted."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

(33) Rezoning Reference #20/74
Senior Citizens High Rise Apartment - Kingsway and Edmonds Street

The Municipal Manager presented the report of the Director of Planning dated 
July 18, 1974 regarding the subject rezoning. The following is the substance 
of that report:

1.0 SHORT DESCRIPTION OF THE PROJECT
This project as proposed is a 117-uriit 16-storey senior citizens 
apartment tower on a 35,065 sq. ft. site.

2.0 BACKGROUND
The subject site is located within Area ”0" of the 1969 Apartment 
Study and within Community Plan Area #6 (as updated in August, 
1972). In these studies the subject site is designated for 
public institutional use. The subject project will constitute 
a part of the senior citizens complex which includes an existing 
senior citizens apartment tower and an existing major senior 
citizens recreation centre. The Edmonds Branch Library lies 
directly to the north.
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(b) Council endorse,. in principle the suggested terms of reference 
for the study as outlined before. 

(c) Following adoption on the terms of reference for the P,roposed 
study and the preparation of a study cost estimate, a further 
report item on the proposed cost sharing arrangement be forwarded 
to Council for its consideration. 

(d) That the Municipality participate and assist in the study. 

(e) That a Technical Committee for the study be constituted and 
include the Di~ector of Planning of the Municipality or his 
nominee. 

(f) A copy of this report be forwarded to the Minister of Recreation 
and Conservation, City of Vancouver, District of Richmond, and 
to the Burnaby Parks and Recreation Commission. 

MOVED BY ALDERMAN MCLEAN, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MERCIER: 
"That the recommendations of the Municipal Manager be adopted." 

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

(32) Request for Removal of Underbrush 
Newcombe Street Between Tenth and Twelfth Avenues 

Council on May 27, 1974 received a petition requesting that underbrush be 
cleared from the subject road allowance and the adjacent properties. 
The matter was subsequently referred to staff for consideration and report. 

It was recommended that: 

(a) The Engineering Department be authorized to clear out 
the offending bush on Newcombe Street and those Municipally 
owned properties that are identified in the report received; 

(b) That the approximate cost in the amount of $8,000 be charged 
to the General Contingency Account. 

MOVED BY ALDERMAN LAWSON, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MERCIER: 
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(33) Rezoning Reference 020/74 
Senior Citizens High Rise Apartment - Kingsway and Edmonds Street 

The Municipal Manager presented the report of the Director of Planning dated 
July 18, 1974 regarding the subject rezoning. The following is the substance 
of that report: 
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1.0 SHORT DESCRIPTION OF THE PROJECT 

This project as proposed is a 117-urtit 16-storey senior citizens 
apartment tower on a 35,065 sq. ft. site. 

2.0- BACKGROUND 

The subject site is located within Area 110n of the 1969 Apartment 
Study and within Community Plan Area #6 (as updated in August, 
1972). In these studies the subject site is designated for 
public institutional use. The subject project will constitute 
a part of the senior citiz~ns complex which includes an existing 
senior citizens apartment tower and an existing major senior 
citizens recreation centre. The Edmonds Branch Library lies 
directly to the north. · 
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On May 6, 1974, Council gave final approval for the sale of Site 
9 for 110 units @ $2,000 per unit to the Province in accordance 
with the points outlined in the report submitted at that time on 
the understanding that the total price could be adjusted margin­
ally to correspond to a final total units figure. Council 
authorized the expenditure of funds, as provided for in the CIP 
under the section of Land Assembly and Development, to cover the 
cost of servicing Site 9. Council also approved in principle 
the development of the subject site for senior citizens housing 
as outlined in the report submitted at that time and authorized 
the Planning Department to continue working with the applicant 
towards the development of a detailed suitable plan of develop­ment .
The applicant has now submitted a plan of development suitable
for presentation to,a Public Hearing.

3.0 GENERAL COMMENTS
3.1 A detailed survey of the site has been completed and the 

final unit count established. The final site area is
0.805 and the final unit count is 117 which according to 
$2,000 per unit would result in a final purchase price of 
$234,000 as opposed to the previous tentative site area 
of 0.77 acres, a unit count of 110, and a purchase price 
of $220,000. The final sale price is within the terms
established by Council in the May 6, 1974 report.

<

3.2 Sanitary and storm sewers are to be provided by the muni­
cipality. A new easement is required and an existing 
easement must be retained. Any other services are 
internal to the proposed development and are to be pro­
vided by the applicant.

3.3 The 0.805 acre site is to be consolidated with the adjacent 
existing senior citizens housing site to the east. The 
existing access from Edmonds across the B.C. Hydro right- 
of-way will also be utilized by the subject proposal.

4.0 PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT
The proposed development is composed of a faceted 16-storey 
tower with largely underground parking. The major exterior 
materials are brick and concrete. The tower is set within a 
well-landscaped deck area.
The following is a statistical summary of the project:
4.1 Overall site area 

Site coverage
35,065 sq. ft. or 0.805 acres 
13.5%

4.2 Floor Area Ratio:
Maximum allowable F.A.R. 
Provided F.A.R.

2.2 or 77,143 sq. ft. 
2.15 or 75,290 sq. ft.

4.3 Unit Mix:
1 Bedroom @ 373 sq. ft. = 75 units
Bachelor @ 524 sq. ft. — 30 units
Paraplegic @ 373—580 sq.ft.= 12 units

Total 117 units
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On May 6, 19?4, Council gave final approval for the sale of Site 
9 for 110 u~its@ $2~000 per unit to the Province in accordance 
with the ~point~ outlined in the report submitted at that time on 
the unde1standing that th: total price could be adjusted margin­
ally t? correspond to a final total units figure. Council 
authorized the_expenditure of funds, as provided for in the CIP 
und~r th~ ~e~t~on o~ Lanj Asse~bly and Development, to cover the 
cos~ of servicing_Site 9. _Counc~l also approved in principle 
the dev:lopm~nt of the subJect site for senior citizens housing 
as ou;lin~d in the report submitted at that time and authorized 
the ~-anning Department to con~in1;1e working with the a.pplica!.1.t 
towards the development of a detailed suitable nlan of develop-
ment. • 

--·- ·-- ----------
The applicant has now submitted a plan of development suitable 
for presentation to.a Public Hearing. 

3.0 GENERAL COMMENTS 

3.1 A detailed survey of the site has been completed and the 
final unit count established. The final site area is 
0.805 and the final unit count is 117 which according to 
$2,000 per unit would result in a final purchase price of 
$234,000 as opposed to the previous tentative site area 
of 0.77 acres, a unit count of 110, and a purchase price 
of $220,000. The final sale price is within the.terms 
established by Council in the May 6, 1974 report. 

3.2 Sanitary and storm sewers are to be provided by the muni­
cipality. A new easement is required and an existing -
easement must be retained. Any other services are 
internal to the proposed development and are to be pro­
vided by the applicant. 

3.3 fhe 0.805 acre site is to be consolidated with the adjacent 
existing senior citizens housing site to the east. The 
existing access from Edmonds across the B.C. Hydro right­
of-way will also be utilized by_the subject proposal. 

4. 0 PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT 

The proposed development is composed of a faceted 16-storey 
tower with largely underground parking. The major exterior 
materials are brick and concrete. The tower is set within a 
well-landscaped deck area. 

The following is a statistical summary of the project: 

4.1 Overall site area 
Site coverage 

= 35,065 sq. ft. or 0.805 acres 
==· 13. 5% 

4.2 Floor Area Ratio: 

4.3 

Maximum allowable F.A.R. 
Provided F.A.R. 

Unit Mix: 

l Bedroom @ 373 sq. ft. 
Bachelor @ 524 sq. ft. 

= ?..2 or 77,143 sq. ft. 
== 2.15 or 75,290 sq. ft. 

== 75 units 
== 30 units 

Paraplegic @ 373-580 sq.ft.= 12 units 

Total 117 units 
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4.4 Parking:
Underground/terrace type parking utilizing the steep 
sloping nature of the site. 50% completely underground.

C) Parking provided:. 44 spaces for residents
6 spaces for visitors 
25 spaces in existing adjacent senior

citizens residence
75 spaces total.

The applicant has provided extra parking within the sub­
ject project in order to provide an overall parking ratio 
for the overall senior citizens housing complex of at 
least 1 space per 5 units.

4.5 Communal facilities:
*

Central lounge and 3 smaller lounges
Laundries
Hobby Room

.✓ V

4.6 Location relative to amenities:
To the south is the B.C. Hydro and Power Authority right-of-
way proposed for future park use. Directly to the north is
the Kingsway Branch of the Burnaby Public Library and to 
the north of Kingsway are the commercial facilities of 
Middlegate Shopping Centre. To the east is the South 
Burnaby Senior Citizens Recreational Centre. The location 
of amenities as noted above in conjunction with the on-site 
open-space and recreational amenities provide adequate 
accommodation for the shopping and leisure activities of 
the proposed residents.

5.0 RECOMMENDATION
It is recommended that Council receive the report of the Planning 
Department and request that a rezoning bylaw be prepared and 
that the rezoning be advanced to a Public Hearing on August 20, 
1974 and that the following be established as prerequisites to 
the completion of the rezoning.
5.1 The submission of a suitable plan of development.
5.2 The submission of an undertaking to remove all existing 

improvements from the site within six months of the re­
zoning being effected but not prior to Third Reading of 
the Bylaw.

5.3 The subdivision of the subject site from the adjacent 
Public Library site to the north and the consolidation 
of the subject site with the adjacent existing senior 
citizens housing site to the east.

5.4 The provision of any necessary easements.
5.5 The transfer of title upon the registration of all 

necessary survey plans by the municipality and the com­
pletion of external servicing construction by the 
municipality..

5.6 The installation of all electrical, telephone, and cable 
servicing and all other wiring underground throughout 
the development.

673

-27- July 22, 1974 

4.4 Parking: 

Underground/terrace type parking utilizing the steep 
sloping nature of the site. 50% completely underground. 

Parking provided:. 44 spaces for residents 
6 spaces for visitors 

25 spaces in existing adjacent senior 
citizens residence 

75 spaces total. 

The applicant has provided extra parking within the sub­
ject project in order to provide an overall parking ratio 
for the overall senior citizens housing complex of at 
least 1 space per 5 units. 

4.5 Communal facilitie~: 

Central lounge and 3 sn1aller lounges 
Laundries 
Hobby Room 

/, - - . 

4.6 Location relative to amenities: 

To the south is the B.C. Hydro and Power Authority right-of­
way proposed for future park use. Directly to the north is 
the Kingsway Branch of the Burnaby Public Library and to 
the north of Kingsway are the commercial facilities of 
Middlegate Shopping Centre. To the east is the South 
Burnaby Senior Citizens Recreational Centre. The location 
of amenities as noted above in conjunction with the on-site 
open-space and recreational amenities provide adequate 
accommodation for the shopping and leisure activities of 
the proposed residents. 

-5. 0 . RECOMMENDATION 

It is recommended that Council receive the report of the Planning 
Department and request that a rezoning bylaw be prepared and 
that the rezoning be ;;tdvanced to a Public Hearing on August 20, 
1974 and that the following be established as prerequisites to 
the completion of the rezoning. 

5.1 The submission of a suitable plan of development. 

5.2 The submission of an undertaking to remove all existing 
improvements from the site within six months of the re­
zoning being effected but not prior to Third Reading of 
the Bylaw. 

5.3 'I'he subdivision of the subject· site from the adjacent 
Public Library site to the north and the consolidation 
of the subject site with the adjacent existing senior 
citizens housing site to the east. 

5.4 The provision of any necessary easements. 

5.5 The transfer of title upon the registration of all 
necessary survey plans by the municipality and the_ com­
pletion of external servicing construction by the 
municipality~ · 

5.6 The installation of all electrical, telephone, and cable 
servicing and all other wiring underground throughout 
the development. 
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It was recommended by the Municipal Manager that the recommendations of the 
Director of Planning be adopted.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN AST, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK:
"That the recommendation of the Municipal Manager be adopted."

_ CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

(34) Rezoning Reference #73/73

The Municipal Manager presented the report of the Director of Planning 
dated July 18, 1974 regarding the subject rezoning reference.

1.0 SHORT DESCRIPTION OF THE PROJECT
This project sjis proposed is a 66—unit condominium apartment 
housed i n  a 12-storey tower on a 39,818 sq. ft. site.

2.0 BACKGROUND
The subject site is located within Area "0" of the 1969 Apartment 
Study and within Community Plan Area #6 (as updated in August,
197If7. In these studies the subject properties are proposed to 
be consolidated and redeveloped as a high density apartment site 
(RM5) w i t h  an approximate unit density indicated as 100 units 
per acre.
On January 21, 1974 Council approved in principle the subject 
application.to rezone the properties from Residential District 
Five (R5) to Comprehensive. Development District (CD). Tne 
subiect rezoning was presented to a Public Hearing on March 19, 
1974 and given First and Second Reading of the Bylaw by Council
on March 25, 1974.
SinceTthat time the applicant has changed the ProP°sal to a degree 
that w a r r a n t s  the presentation of the subject project to a n  < 
S b i i c  Hearing. The changes are essentially the increase in 
numbers of units from 56 to 66, an increase in the building 
height from 10-storeys to 12-storeys, some further adjustments 
to tte elvation, and the elimination of two 2-storey, 2-bedroom 
penthouse units.

The applicant has submitted an adjusted plan of development 
suitable for presentation to a Public Hearing.

3.0 PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT
The proposed development is composed of a faceted 12-storey 
tower with 100% underground parking, auto access to> which is 
from Acorn Avenue. The major exterior materials are striated 
concrete, painted concrete, glass, with bronze sashes, and 
concrete balconies with bronze railings. The tower is set in 
a well landscaped site. The Municipal Engineer reports that 
water and sanitary sewer services are available and adequate 
for the proposed use but that storm sewer service is not 
available at present.
The following is a statistical summary of the project:

3.1 Overall net site area = 33,907.25 sq. ft.

3.2 Site c o v e r a g e :
Maximum allowable site coverage 
Designed site coverage

= 30% of site area 
= 18.25% of site area
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It was recommended by the Municipal Manager that the recommendations of the 

Director of Planning _be adopted. 

~ThOVED BhY ALDERMAN AST, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK: 

at t e recommendation of the Municipal Manager be adopted." 

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

(34) Rezoning Reference 073/73 

The Municipal Manager presented the report of the Director of Planning 

dated July 18, 1974 regarding the subject rezoning reference. 

1.0 SHORT DESCRIPTION OF THE PROJECT 

This•project ~s proposed is a 66-unit condominium apartment 

housed in a 12-storey tower on a 39,818 sq. ft. site. 

2. 0 BACKGROUND-~--

The subject site is located within Area "0" of the 1969 Apartment 

Study and within Community Plan Area #6 (as updated in August, 

1972). In these studies the subject properties are proposed to 

be consolidated and redeveloped as a high density apartment site 

(RM5) with an approximate unit density indicated as 100 units 

per acre~ 

On January 21, 1974 Council approved in principle the subject 

application.to rezone the properties from Residential District 

· Five· (R5). to Comprehensiv~. Development District (CD). The 

subject rezoning was presented to a Public Hearing on March 19, 

1974 and given First and Second Reading of the Bylaw by Council 

on March 25, 1974. · 

Sirice-:-that t'ime the applicant has changed the proposal to a degree 

that warrants the presentation of the subject project to a new 

Public Hearing. The changes are essentially the increase in 

nwnbers of units from 56 to 66 1 an increase in the building 

height from IO-storeys to 12-storeys, some further adjustments 

~o. tl_l~ elvation, and the elimination of two 2-storey, 2-bcdroom 

penttrouse uni ts • 

. The appl_icant has submitted an adjusted plan of development 

suitable for presentation to a Public Hearing. 

3. 0 PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT 

The proposed development is composed of a faceted 12-storey 

tower with 100% underground parking, auto access to•which is 

from Acorn Avenue. The major exterior materials are striated 

concrete, painted concrete,, glass, with bronze sashes, and 

concrete balconies with bronze railings. The tower is set in 

a well landscaped site. The Municipal Engineer reports that 

water and sanitary sewer services are available and adequate 

for the proposed use but that storm sewer service is not 

·available at present. 

The following is a statistical summary of the proj~ct: 

3.1 Overall net site-area = 33,907.25 sq. ft. 

3.2 Site coverage: 

Maximum allowable site coverage 
Designed site coverage 
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3.3 Useable open space:
Minimum required useable open space = 30% of site area 
Designed useable open space = approximately 56%' of site area

q 3.4 Floor area ratio:
Maximum allowable F .A .R .
(including area & parking bonuses) = 2.059 or 69,815.03sq. ft.
Designed F.A.R. =2.059 or 69,815. sq.ft.

3.5 Unit mix:
One Bedroom + Den (type A) @ 935 sq. ft. = 2 2
One bedroom .(type B) @ 915 sq.ft. = 44

Total number of units = 6 6
3.6 Parking:

Required parking ratio for condominiums = 1.5 spaces/unit 
Required parking accommodation

(1.5 x 66 units) = 99 spaces
Designed parking accommodation =1 12  spaces
Designed parking ratio =1.7 spaces/unit

This project provides for 100% underground parking.
3.7 Communal Facilities:

Swimming Pool (indoor)
Swirl Pool (indoor)
Sauna and Associated Facilities 
Recreation Room with Serving Bar 
LobbyFurniture - holding room

3.8 Location relative to amenities:
The site is located approximately 1,000 ft. east of Power 
House Park and directly to the south of the project, beyond 
Beresford Street is the B.C. Hydro and Power Authority 
right-of-way proposed for. future park use. Approximately

400 'ft. east of the site is the Kingsway Branch of the 
Burnaby Public Library and approximately 600 ft. to the 
north, beyond Kingsway are the commercial facilities of 
Middlegate Shopping Centre. Because the project is 
essentially proposed for adult rather than family use, 
the location of amenities as noted above in conjunction 
with the on—site open-space and recreational amenities 
provide adequate accommodation for the shopping and 
leisure activities of the proposed residents.

4.0 REQUIRED STREET IMPROVEMENTS
As discussed in the first report to Council on this rezoning, 
the existing streets in the area are currently at an interim 
standard such that the proposed development will require the 
upgrading of adjacent streets. Council's approval in princi­
ple was in pari based upon the guidelines for street improve­
ment noted in the first report and reiterated as follows:
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3.3 Useable open space: 

Minimum required useable open space 
Designed useable open space 

3.4 Floor area ratio: 

Maximum allowable F.A.R. 
(including area & parking bonuses) 

. Designed F .A. R. 

3.5 Unit mix: 
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= 30% of site area 
= approximately 56% 

of site area 

= 2.059 or 69,815.03 
sq. ft. 

= 2.059 or 69,815. sq.ft • 

One Bedroom+ Den (type A)@ 935 sq. ft. = 22 
44 One bedroom .(type B) @ 915 sq. ft. = 

Total number of units = 66 

3.6 Parking: 

Required parking 
Required parking 

ratio for condominiums= 1.5 spaces/unit 

Designed parking 
Designed parking 

accommodation 
(1.5 x 66 units) 
accommodation 
ratio 

= 99 spaces 
=·112 spaces 
= 1.7 spaces/unit 

This project provides for 100% underground parking. 

3.7 Communal F~cilities: 

Swimming Pool (indoor) 
Swirl Pool (indoor) 
Sauna and Associated Facilities 

e Recreation Room with Serving Bar 
Lobby 
iurni ture - holding room 

3.8 Location relative to amenities: 

The site is located approximately 1,000 ft. east of Power 
House Park and directly to the south of the project~ beyond 
Beresford Street is the B. C. Hydro and Power Author 1. ty 
right-of-way· proposed fo~ future park use. Approximately 

·400 ~t. e~st of the site is the Kingsway Branch or" the 
Burnaby Public Library and approximately 600 ft. to the 
north, beyond King sway are the commercial facilities of 
Middlegate Shopping Centre. Because the project is 
essentially proposed for adult rather than family use, 
tbe location of amenities as noted above in conjunction 
with the on-site open-space and recreational amenities 
provide adequate accommodation for the shopping and 
leisure activities of the proposed residents. 

4. 0 REQUIRED STREET IMPROVEMENTS 

As discussed in the first report to Council on this rezoning, 
the existing streets in the area are currently at an interim 
standard such that the proposed development will require the 
upgrading of a.djacent streets. Council's approval in princi­
ple was in part based upon the guidelines for street improve-

.ment noted in the first report and reiterated as follows: 

681 



-30- July 22, 1974

4.1 the upgrading of Acorn Avenue via a 12' dedication along 
the east edge of the proposed site and the construction 
of the street adjacent to the property to the required 
standard (i.e., a 36' asphalt roadv/ay curbed and guttered 
on both sides, and a boulevard sidewalk, boulevard land­
scaping and street trees on the side adjacent to the 
subject site);

I
4.2 the upgrading of Beresford Street via a 17'± dedication 

along the south edge of the site and the construction of 
the street adjacent to the property to connect to and at 
the standard of the existing paved portion of Beresford 
Street to the west (i.e., a 28' asphalt roadway, sidewalk, 
boulevard landscaping and street trees on the side adja­
cent to the subject site —  this configuration will re­
quire the prohibition of on-street parking along the south 
side of Beresford Street between Salisbury Avenue and 
Acorn Avenue, the consent should be obtained from the 
adjacent property owner to the west by the developer);

4.3 dedication of a 20' x  20' truncation at the intersection 
of Beresford Street and Acorn Avenue and a 1 0 1 x 10' 
truncation at the intersection of Beresford Street and 
the lane to the west of the subject site;

4.4 street lighting to be provided by the developer along 
both Acorn Avenue and Beresford Street, all electrical 
wiring for the development to be located below grade.

5.0 RECOMMENDATION

.It is recommended that Council receive the report of the Planning 
Department and request that a rezoning bylaw be prepared and that 
the rezoning be advanced to a Public Hearing on August 20, 1974 
and that the following be established as prerequisites to the 
completion of the rezoning.

5.1 The submission of a suitable plan of development that
conforms in all respects to the guidelines as established 
in the General Report on Residential Condominiums and 
Conversions.

5.2 The submission of an undertaking to remove all existing 
improvements from the site within six months of the re­
zoning being effected, but not prior to Third Reading 
of the Bylaw.

5.3 The consolidation of the properties into one legal lot.

5.4 The dedication of,12' along the east edge of the consoli­
dated site for the upgrading of Acorn Avenue; the dedication 
of 17 * along the south edge of the consolidated site for the 
upgrading of Beresford Street; the dedication of a 20' x 20* 
truncation at the intersection of Beresford Street and Acorn 
Avenue; and, the dedication of a 10' x 1 0 1 truncation at the

* intersection of Beresford Street and the lane to the west of 
the subject site.

5.5 The deposit of sufficient monies to cover the costs of all 
street improvements as delineated in points 4.1 and 4.2 of 
this report (above), including asphalt paving, curbs and 
gutters, sidewalks, boulevard landscaping and boulevard 
trees.
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4.1 the upgrading of Acorn Avenue via a 12' dedication along 
the east edge of the proposed site and the construction 
of the street adjacent to the property to the required 
standard (i.e., a 36' asphalt roadway curbed and guttered 
on both sides, and a boulevard sidewalk, boulevard land­
scaping and street trees on the side adjacent to the 
subject site); 

4.2 the upgrading of Beresford Street via a 17'± dedication 
along the south edge of the site and the construction of 
the street adjacent to the property to connect to and at 
the standard of the existing paved portion of Beresford 
Street to the west (i.e., a 28' asphalt roadway, sidewalk, 
boulevard landscaping and street trees on the side adja­
cent to the subject site -- this configuration will re­
quire the prohibition of on-street parking along the south 
side of- ·Beresford Street between Salisbury Avenue and 
Acorn Avenue, the consent should be obtained from the 
adjacent property owner to the west by the developer); 

4.3 dedication of a 20' x 20' truncation at the intersection 
of Beresford Street and Acorn Avenue and a 10' x 10' 
truncation at the intersection of Beresford Street and 
the lane to the west of the subject site; 

4.4 · street lighting to be provided by the developer along 
both Acorn Avenue and Beresford Street, all electrical 
wiring for the development to be located' below grade. 

RECOMMENDATION 

.It is recommended that Council receive the report of the Planning 
Department and request that a rezoning bylaw be prepared and that 
the rezoning be advanced to a Public Hearing on August 20, 1974 
and that the following be established as prerequisites to the 
completion of the rezoning. 

5.1 The submission of a suitable plan of development that 
conforms in all respects to the guidelines as established 
in the General Report on Resident"ial Condominiums and 
Conversions. 

5.2 The submission of an undertaking to remove all existing 
improvements from the site within six months of the re­
zoning being effected, but not prior to Third Reading 

.. of the Bylaw. 

5.3 The consolidation of the-properties into one legal lot. 

5.4 

" 

5.5 

The dedication of,12' along the east edge of the consoli­
dated site for the upgrading of Acorn Avenue; the dedication 
of 17t along the south ~dge of the consolidated site for the·, 
upgrading of Beresford Street; the dedication of a 20' x 20' 
truncation at the intersection of Beresford Street and Acorn· 
Avenue; and, the dedication of a 10' x 10' truncation at the 
intersection of Beresford Street and the lane to the west of 
the subject site. 

The deposit of sufficient monies to cover the costs of all 
street improvements as delineated in points 4.1 and 4.2 of 
this report (above), including asphalt paving, curbs and 
gutters, sidewalks, _boulevard landscaping and boulevard 
trees. 
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5.6 The deposit of sufficient monies to cover the costs of 
provision of street lighting as delineated in point 4.4 
of this report (above).

5.7 The deposit of sufficient monies to cover the costs of
• providing storm sewer service to the consolidated site.

5.8 The installation of all electrical, telephone and cable 
servicing and all other wiring underground throughout 
the development.

It was recommended by the Municipal Manager that the recommendations 
of the Director of Planning be adopted.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN AST:
"That the recommendations of the Municipal Manager be adopted."

CARRIED

AGAINST —  ALDERMAN MCLEAN
(35) Application for a Permit Under Pollution Control Act

Imperial Oil Lougheed Tank Farm and Tank Car Unloading Facilities 
3232 Underhill Avenue

It was recommended by the Municipal Manager that the Municipality of Burnaby 
not file an objection to the subject application for a permit under the 
Pollution Control Act.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MERCIER:
"That the recommendations of the Municipal Manager be adopted."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
(36) Contract #7409 - Local Improvement Programme 

Stage III, Part II, 1973
Local Improvement Programme 1974____________

The Municipal Manager reported that the Engineer had analyzed the tenders 
received in connection with the subject contract and that he had advised 
as follows:

"We have reviewed the tenders submitted for the above-named work and 
note that the lowest tender is from Columbia Bitulithic Ltd. Part C (the total 
work being A & B) in the amount of $1,332,907.

The Enginfcer's estimate made in July, 1974 for the work is 
$1,256,980.30. However, this estimate was based on the inflationary prices 

tsceived in 1974 (i.e. storm sewer prices have’ increased approximately 
40% over 19 73 prices). Approximately one-half of the work in this contract is 
to be financed from 1973 By-laws which were based on 1972 estimates and one-

the 1974 by-law based on late 1973 estimates. We are advising the 
Municipal Treasurer that although the price increase for this type of work has 
increased approximately 47% over 1973 prices he, in fact, has by-laws in 
the amount of approximately $850,000 (not including engineering costs) to 
accomplish the work now tendered at $1,332,907. This situation arises from the 
fact that one—half of the work was estimated in 1972 and one-half in 1973 for 
an overall increase now of approximately 5 5% in excess of by-law amounts.

Inflationary construction costs have been experienced this year by 
other municipalities over 19 73 costs as follows:
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The deposit of sufficient monies to cover the· costs of 
provision of street lighting as delineated in point 4.4 
of this report (above). 

The deposit of sufficient monies to cover the costs of 5
·
7

. providing storm sewer service to the consolidated site. 

5.8 The installation of all electrical, telephone and cable 
servicing and all other wiring underground throughout 
the development. 

It was recommended by the Municipal Manager that the recommendations 
of the Director of Planning be adopted. 

MOVED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN AST: 
"That the recommendations of the Municipal Manager be adopted." 

CARRIED 

AGAINST -- ALDERMAN MCLEAN 

(35) Application for a Permit Under Pollution Control Act 
Imperial Oil Lougheed Tank Farm and Tank Car Unloading Facilities 
3232 Underhill Avenue 

It was recommended by the Municipal }ianager that the Municipality of Burnaby 
not file an objection to the subject application for a permit under the 
Pollution Control Act. 

MOVED BY ALDERMA..~ STUSIAK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MERCIER: 
"That the recommendations of the Municipal Manager be adopted." 

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

(36) Contract #7409 - Local Improvement Progrannne 
Stage III, Part II, 1973 
Local Improvement Programme 1974 

The Municipal Manager reported that the Engineer had analyzed the tenders 
received in connection with the subject contract and that he had advised 
as follows: 

"We have rcvie·.-,ed the "tenciers su"-:>:iiitted fot' the a~ove-named work and 
uote that the lo~est tender is from Columbia Bitulithic Ltd. Part C (the total 
work b~iug A & B) ;i.n the airount of $1,332,907. 

TI1e Engineer's estimate ma.de in July, 1974 for the work is 
$1,256,980.30. However~ thi.s estimate was based on the inflationary prices 
~eing reci!ived in 1974 (:Le. ~tom sewer prices have· increased approximately 
40% over 197J prices). Approximately one-half o; the work in this contract is 
to be financ$-~d from _1973 By-laws which were based on 1972 estimates and one­
half is f,;: the 197!, by-la~ hased on late 1973 estimates. We are advising the 
Municipal Treasurer that although the price increase for this type of work has 
increased approxil!'.'.ltely 4 7% over 1973 prices he, in fact, has by-laws in 
the amount of approxim~tc.ly $850 1 000 (not including engineering costs) to 
accoW?lish the ·,:orl~ now tendered at $1,332,907. This situation arises from the 
fact that one-half of the work was estimated in 1972 and one-half in 1973 for 
an overall increase now of approxirr~tely 56% in excess of by-law amounts. 

Inflationary construction costs have been experienced this year by 
other municipalities over 19 7 3 costs as follows: 
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Municipality of Surrey - 
City of Vancouver -

Municipality of Coquitlam- 
District of Delta -

approximately 40%
approximately 33-1/3% to 50% on certain 
road building elements, 
approximately 25% 
approximately 30 - 35%

There is no indications of any improvement later this year or in 1975 or later 
so it would seem to be of no benefit to shelve the projects awaiting price 
improvement.

The Contractor explains the sudden increase of prices this year as
follows:

« t
1. Materials up approximately 25%. * * .
2. Liquid asphalt up approximately 100%.
3. Aggregate costs up approximately 40%.
4. Equipment maintenance and repair costs up approximately. 100%.
5. Drying cost in asphalt plant because of B.C. Hydro Power costs up 65%.
6 . Be cannot get firm prices for material for tendering purposes (i.e. an order 

mist be placed before he can get a firm price).
7. Our street work is becoming more mixed in standards than previous years

(i.e. we have six different categories of work involving curbwalks both sides, 
curbs only, some with sidewalks only one side and some with curbs only and an 
abutting walk on one side only). This increased variety of standards has been 
the result of property owner input and according to the Contractor results 
in a lower rate of production and Increased costs. .•

The lowest tender from Columbia Bitulithic Ltd. includes topsoil at 
$10.00 per cubic yard. Our most recent topsoil contract has been for $5.95 per 
cubic yard. We cannot recommend the purchase of topsoil in this contract at 
$1 0 . 0 0  per cubic yard.

The contract price includes a contingency of $51,000 for "unclassified" 
(extra) work."

It was recommended that one contract be awarded to the Columbia Bitulithic 
Ltd. for Part "C" (less the topsoil section) being the lowest tender for 
a total of $1,278,895.50; and that the final payment be based on the actual 
quantities and unit prices tendered.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN AST, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN LAWSON:
"That the recommendations of the Municipal Manager be adopted."

CARRIED

AGAINST —  ALDERMAN MERCIER

(37) Subdivision Servicing Agreement 
Subdivision Reference No. 238/73

It was recommended by the Municipal Manager that Council authorize the prepara— 
tion and execution of the Servicing Agreement for Subdivision Reference No. 238/73

MOVED BY ALDERMAN AST, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK:
"That the recommendation of the Municipal Manager be adopted.

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

(38) Trans Mountain Pipe Line Limited
Effluent Discharge to Burrard Inlet

At the Council meeting of July 8, a copy of the response from G. E. 
Oldham, P. Eng., of the Pollution Control Branch, to Mr. Orest 
Moysiuk's letter of objection, concerning the current application of 
Trans Mountain to discharge effluent to the waters of Burrard Inlet, 
was received by Council. At .that time, Council requested a further 
report on the topic, to comment on the comparison between the re­
quirements of the Pollution Control Branch with respect to 
Mountain's application and the standards which apply to the Chevron
Refinery in Burnaby.
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The Planning Department reported on the matter at the May 13, 1974 
Council meeting^ at which time Council adopted the Municipal Manager's 
recommendation that the Municipal Health Department be authorized to 
register an objection to the current proposal in writing, recommending 
th^tthe increased discharge volume of 2,000,000 IGPD be permitted 
subject to a.maximum discharge characteristic of 5 mg/1 oil and grease, 
to meet the water quality objective tor ballast water discharge as set 
out in the Pollution Control Objectives for the Chemical and Petroleum 
Industries of British Columbia, issued March 1974, and that the Muni­
cipal ity be furnished with the re suits of the regular sampling and 
analysis of effluent quality.

It is noted in the second paragraph of Mr. Oldham's letter that the i 
discharge will, in fact, be required to comply with the concentration 
limit recommended by this Municipality, and the statement that the « 
Trans Mountain equipment is both capable of and also consistently 
actually achieving such levels is corroborated.

In the May 13 report, the matter of comparison with standards applying 
to Chevron was discussed as follows:

"In response to the direct question of comparison with permitted 
discharge rates for the Chevron Refinery, the current Provi­
sional Permit issued to Chevron Canada Limited on December 6,
1971 permits an average discharge of 600,000 Imperial gallons 
per day. It must be noted, however, that refinery process 
waters contain a variety of possible pollutants, including 
aldehydes, phenols, sulphides, and metals, each of which is 
restricted in concentration by the Permit, and that therefore 
no valid direct numerical comparison of simple discharge 
volumes can be made between a refinery and a ballast water 
treating plant, in terms of overall environmental impact."

The Chevron refinery will not be treating ballast water, as is the 
case with Trans Mountain, as the use of tankers is not contemplated. 
However, storm runoff waters from dyked tank areas in the refinery 
tank farm will require treatment prior to discharge, _and the oil 
content from these waters must not exceed the same limit of 5 mg/1 
set for ballast water from ships, under the Pollution Control 
Objectives as published. These runoff waters are treated at the 
Chevron refinery by a process and equipment similar to that used at 
the Trans Mountain location. Storm runoff from the processing area 
is included in the process effluent and the total oil content for 
the combined discharge is 1.15 lbs/1000 Barrel per day capacity under the bevel "A" standards.

t
Chevron was advised by the Pollution Control Branch in 1973 that the 
Provisional Permit is subject to review upon finalization of the 
Pollution Control Objectives, and the conditions will be reviewed 
in conjunction with applications for the new expanded facilities 
when plans for the project are further developed and approval is requested.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN MCLEAN, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK:
"That the report of the Municipal Manager be received."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
MOVED BY ALDERMAN GUNN, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN LAWSON:
"That the Medical Health Officer be requested to submit a report on the 
effect of the total effluent discharge from Trans Mountain, Chevron and 
other sources could have on the Burrard Inlet waters so far as swimming 
is concerned."

6E5
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(39) Penalties on Arrears of Taxes

Taxes in arrears are subject to interest at 8$. This is the maximum permitted 
by the Municipal Act. Both Burnaby and Coquitlam charge 8$ on taxes in arrears.

The Municipal Act also sets a mandatory 10$ penalty to enforce the payment of 
current taxes. It is possible to have a series of percentages applicable at 
various dates during the year but these must total 1 0$ in aggregate.

The 1974 collection dates and penalty rates for Burnaby and other communities • 
in the Greater Vancouver Regional District are as follows:

Burnaby 3 July-1$ 6
* Vancouver 3 July-1$ 2
West Vancouver 3 July-2*$ 2
North Vancouver 17 July-5$- 17

(City)
North Vancouver 2 July-5$ 3

(District)
New Westminster 30 Aug.-5"$ 31
Richmond 2 July-2$ 31
Surrey 3 1 Aug.-5$ 31
Coquitlam 19 July-7$ 1 6
Port Coquitlam 5 July-5$ 9
Delta 30 Aug.-10$
Port Moody 2 July-10$

Aug. -2$ 3 Sept.-3$ 1 Oct.-4$
Aug. -2$ 4 Sept.-3$ 2 Oct.-5$
Aug. -3$ 4 Sept.-5$
Oct. -5$

Sept.-5$

Oct. -5$
30 Aug. -5$July -3$

Oct. -5$ 
Aug. -3$ 
Sept.-5$

Vancouver penalties are not cumulative. The total applied is 8$.

U Nov.-8$

Until 1 9 6 6 , Burnaby applied a penalty of 5$ in July and 5$ in November. When 
the conversion to a series of penalties was considered, it was felt that some 

f degree of standardization had merit so the Vancouver percentages and dates 
were adopted. Consideration was also given to the fact that each year hundreds 

7 of taxpayers remit just past the deadline and that a high penalty created ill- 
.■ will and poor public relations.

Neither the timing of the penalty nor the amount added appear to influence the 
total taxes collected. According to the 1972 Provincial Municipal Statistics 
(latest available), the percentage of 1972 current taxes collected for Burnaby 
and other communities was as follows:

Burnaby 97.20$
Vancouver 9 6 .2 0 $
West Vancouver 97.70$
North Vancouver 97.61$

(City)
North Vancouver 97.93$

(District)
New Westminster 96-93%
Richmond >97.23$
Surrey 95.46$
Coquitlam 96.77$
Port Coquitlam 95.21$
Delta 94.00$
Port Moody 97.72$

A comparison of collections with penalty additions indicates that in 1972 Burnaby 
collected 9 7 .2 0$ of total current taxes while adding a series of penalties commen­
cing with 1$ in July. Coquitlam collected 9 6.77% while adding 7% in July, and 
Delta collected 94.00$ while adding 10$ in August. The actual dollar impact on 
the Municipal budget of having a series of penalties is difficult to estimate 
because it is not known how any other combination of penalty dates would affect 
collection.

A series of penalties has financial advantages for those taxpayers who, for 
some reason, fail to pay their taxes before penalty date. Unfortunately, in 
many ca?es, those who are penalized can ill afford it. Tax penalties are, 
however, a part of the tax enforcement procedure to encourage and ensure pay­
ment of taxes, and not a revenue item of the Corporation in the ordinary sense.
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MOVED BY ALDERMAN MCLEAN, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MERCIER:
"That the report of the Municipal Manager be received."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

(40) Duplex Project - Site 8 - Inman Avenue and Lister Street 
Provincial Land Assembly________________________________

On July 8 , 1974 Council during consideration and subsequent approval of 
Work Order 22-127 requested information of the value of the subject site.

The Engineering Department has now issued two work orders for the servicing 
of the subject duplex lots. The work orders assented to by Council are 
22-127 (reissued) for $111,000 and No. 22-128 for $18,500 for a total of 
$129,500.00

The costs (above initial estimates) are higher than anticipated due primarily 
to the length of time from the initiation of the project in the fall of 
1972 to the actual construction stage, and the cost of placing the required 
storm sewer at a depth that was considerably beyond that expected. For the 
information of Council, the cost of recently tendered storm sewer work has 
increased approximately 40% over 1973 prices and street work has increased 
47%.

The purchase price as agreed upon by Council for the eight duplex lots is 
$144,000.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN AST, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN LEWARNE:
"That the report of the Municipal Manager be received and that the Minister 
of Housing be advised of the extremely high servicing costs to Burnaby for 
this site."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

(41) Request for Strata Title Approval on Existing Duplex 
Lot 257, D.L.'92, Plan 33518
6670/72 Stanley Street______________________________

The subject property falls within a single and two-family residential district 
(R5) in an area not proposed for alternate use.

The Chief Public Health Inspector, Chief Fire Prevention Officer and Muni­
cipal Engineer have approved of the strata titling. The Chief Building 
Inspector, however, has determined that the building does not conform to 
Municipal By-Laws because'of the existence of an unauthorized living unit 
in the basement of 6672 Stanley Street. As such the strata titling is not 
recommended* by the Chief Building Inspector and the Planning Department 
concurs.

It was recommended by the Municipal Manager that the subject proposed strata 
titling not be approved by Council; and that the owner be directed to bring 
the property into conformity with the Zoning By-Law.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN AST, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MERCIER:
"That the recommendation of the Municipal Manager be adopted."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
(42) Letters Appearing on the Agenda That Will be Reported on at the

August 6 , 1974 Meeting of Council____________

(This item was dealt with previously in the meeting.)
(43) Financial Assistance Under the Greenbelt Fund

Acquisition of Kapoor Holdings and Acquisition of Fraser River Park Strip
It was recommended that the Municipal Manager be instructed to advise the 
B. C. Land Commission that the Municipality of Burnaby is not prepared to 
give the Commission outright ownership in ten acres of Kapoor Holdings but
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that it is prepared to give Her Majesty the Queen on behalf of the 
B.C. Land Commission a 50% interest, in the form of tenancy-in-common, 
in the ten acre portion of the Kapoor holdings, as shown on Sketch A 
attached to the report received, and Lot 21, D.L. 166A, Plan 45841 along 
the Fraser River foreshore, as shown on sketch B also attached to the report 
received, for the sum of $800,000 subject to the development of a mutually 
acceptable management agreement covering both parcels; and that a 
copy of this report be forwarded to the Parks and Recreation Commission.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN AST, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MCLEAN:
"That the recommendations of the Municipal Manager be adopted."

MOVED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN AST:
"That the foregoing motion be amended by the addition of the following;
’and that the B.C. Land Commission be requested to advise in writing as 
to the use proposed for the ten acre portion of the Kapoor holdings and the
6.06 acre strip along the Fraser River Foreshore.' "

The motion to amend was voted on and carried unanimously.

A vote was then taken on the original motion as amended and it was carried 
unanimously.

(44) Property Lines on Fell Avenue

The following progress report is submitted for Council's information.

On July 10, 1974 the Planning Department sent letters to owners involved 
with the above noted subject outlining the position of the Municipality 
in the problem. You will note that in the case of owners north of Dundas 
Street, the Corporation will be involved in the ceding and receiving 
of the three foot strip being shifted to the north. In the case of owners 
south of Fell, no further Corporation assistance will be required since 
co-operation within the block is the most viable solution. The Corporation 
will now await further direction from the residents when a compromise is 
reached. Copies of the sketch plan were sent to the residents with the 
letters.
MOVED BY ALDERMAN MERCIER, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK:
"That the report of the Municipal Manager be received."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

(45) Rezoning Reference No. 32/74 
B. C. Telephone Company 
Head Office Building
North East Corner Kingsway and Boundary Road 

It was recommended by the Municipal Manager that:

(a)

(a)

(b)

Council authorize the introduction of a Road Exchange Bylaw 
according to the terms outlined in Section 4.1 of this 
report, contingent upon the granting by Council of First 
and Second Reading of the subject R e z o n m g  Bylaw.

Council authorize the Land Agent to enter into negotiations 
f o ^ t h e  acquisition of the lot at 5540 Boundary *>ad <N. * S'lS’.rSS. 15. D.L. 35, Group 1 Plan 2453) and the lot
at 5530 Boundary Road (Lot 2, Blk. 15‘ fD^ '  i , ™  RoJ? ’ Plan 2453) required for the widening of Boundary Road
utilizing acquisition funds allocated f o r j ^ e  subject
widening in the Capital Improvement Program (1974 7a).
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On July 10, 1974 the Planning Department sent letters to owners involved 
with the above noted subject outlining the position of the Municipality 
in the problem. You will note that in the case of owners north of Dundas 
Street, the Corporation will be involved in the ceding and receiving 
of the three foot strip being shifteq to the north. In the case of owners 
south of Fell, no further Corporation assistance will be required since 
co-operation within the block is the most viable solution. The Corporation 
will now await further direction from the residents when a compromise is 
reached. Copies of the sketch plan were sent to the residents with the 
letters. · 

MOVED BY ALDERMAN MERCIER, SECONDED BY ALDE~'1AN STUSIAK: 
"That the report of the Municipal Manager be received." 

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

(45) Rezoning Reference No. 32/74 
B. C. Telephone Company 
Head Office Building 
North East Corner Kingsway and Boµndary Road 

It was recommended by the Municipal Manager that: 

(a) 

(a) 

(b) 

• I 

council authorize the introduction of a_Road Exchang7 Bylaw 
according to the terms outlined i~ Section 4.~ of this 
report, contingent upon the grant_ing by. Council of First 
and Second Reading of the subject Rezoning Bylaw. 

council authorize the Land Agent to enter into negotiati~ns 
for the acquisition of the lot at 5540 Boundary Road (N.~ 
of Lot 3, Blk. 15, D.L. 35, Group 1, Plan 2453) and the lot 
at 5530 Boundary Road (Lot 2, Blk. 15, D.L. 35, Group 1, 
Plan 2453) required for the widening of Boundary ~oad 
utilizing acquisition funds allocated for the subJect 
widening in the Capital Improvement Program (1974-79). 
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(c) Council receive the report of the Planning Department and 
request that a rezoning bylaw be prepared and that the re- 
zon i n g  be advanced to a Public Hearing on August 20, 1974 
a n d  that the following be established as prerequisites to 
t h e  completion of the rezoning:

The submission of a suitable plan of development.

2> "The completion of the requisite Road Exchange Bylaw.

31 The submission of an undertaking to remove all existing 
improvements from the site within six months of the 

■ rezoning being effected but not prior to Third Reading 
of the Bylaw. r

4> The consolidation of the net project site into one 
legal parcel.

5) The granting of any necessary easements.

The deposit of sufficient monies to cover the costs 
of all services necessary to serve the site.

7 > T h e  installation of all electrical, telephone, and 
cable servicing, and all other wiring underground 
throughout the development. _

8) The dedication of any necessary rights-of-way required 
for the widening of Boundary Road and Kingsway.

9> The provision of a pedestrian overpass of Kingsway to 
Central Park.

3©> The. provision of a public pedestrian walkway easement 
from the proposed Smith Avenue cul-de— sac north of 
the B»C. Hydro Right-of-Way to Kingsway through the 
subject site.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN AST, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK:
"That the recommendations of the Manager be adopted."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
(46) Stride "Avenue Development Plan

It was recommended by the Municipal Manager:

(a) that the Municipal Council approve in principle the Development 
Plaa as described within the report entitled Stride Avenue 
Development Plan;

(b) that the Municipal Council adopte the recommendations outlined 
within that report;

(c) that the Municipal Council approve in principle the generalized 
implementation schedule as outlined in Appendix II of the Stride 
Avenue Development Plan report.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN STUSMf SECONDED BY ALDERMAN LEWARNE:
’That the Stride Avenue Development Plan be referred to the Advisory Planning 
Commission for study and comment."

6 8 t»
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6) The deposit of sufficient monies to cover the costs 
of al~ services necessary to serve the site. 

7)The installation of all electrical, telephone, and 
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for the widening of Boundary Road and Kingsway. 
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MOVED BY ALDERMAN AST, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK• 
II • 
That the recommendations of the Manager be adopted." 

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

{46) Stride-Avenue Deve1opment Plan 

It was recomaended by the Municipal Manager: 

{a) that Che Municipal Council approve in principle the Development 
Plaa as described within the report entitled Stride Avenue 
Deve1opment Plan; 

(b) that the Municipal Council adopte the recommendations outlined 
within that report; 

(c) that tne Municipal Council approve in principle the generalized 
imp1ementation schedule as outlined in Appendix II of the Stride 
Avenue Development Plan report. 

~QVED BY ALDEmfAN STUS~ SECONDED BY ALDERMAN LEWARNE: 
That the Stride Avenue Development Plan be referred to the Advisory Planning 

Commission for study and comment." 

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 
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(47) Rezoning Applications

MOVED BY ALDERMAN MERCIER, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK:
"That consideration of the Manager's Report Item No. 47 be deferred until 
completion of the By-Law portion of the Agenda."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

(48) Engineer's Special Estimate

It was recommended by the Municipal Manager that Council approve the Special 
Estimate of Work of the Municipal Engineer in the amount of $33,000.00 as 
detailed in the report received.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN LEWARNE, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK:
"That the recommendation of the Municipal Manager be adopted."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

(49) Municipal Lot Sale - Lots 280 to 301 Inclusive
Lots 321, 322, 323, D.L. 91 and 86/91 
Stage IIIB - D.L. 86 Development______________

It was recommended by the Municipal Manager that the bids as listed below 
be accepted for the individual lost concerned:

1) Bid #8 submitted by M. Kovalenko in the amount of $47,650. for Lot 287.

2) B i d #13 If II G. Busatta It 19 $40,600. for Lot 295.

3) B i d #16
•
II II W. Logan tf If $43,500. for Lot 298.

4) B i d #17 «« 19 W. Logan If It $42,100. for Lot 299.

5) Bid #18 ft 98 W. Logan II II $40,600. for Lot 290.

6) Bid #19 tf It tf. Logan ft II $41,600. for Lot 300.

7) B i d #24 If II R. Giusti It ft $41,651. for Lot 294.

8) Bid #26 II 19 J. Kroger $41,560. for Lot 281.

9) Bid #26 II If J. Kroger It It $41,560. for Lot 2^82.

10) B i d #67 If II G.A. Minns If II $47,300. for Lot 283.

11) Bid #73 ft «« A . Schnetten $46,500. for Lot 292.

12) Bid #91 ft It H. Marl: It It $44,252. for Lot 293.

13)Bid # 95 ft II B. Hall
«

$42,610. for Lot 286

and that the Land Agent be authorized to negotiate the sale of the balance 
of 12 lots at a price of not less than $40,000.00, with the exception of Lot 
323 on which the upset price should be $38,000.00.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN LAWSON, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MERCIER:
"That the recommendations of the Manager be adopted."

MOVED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MCLEAN:
"That all bids on the balance of the 12 lots in excess of $35,000.00 be 
accepted."

The amending motion was voted on and lost.
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MOVED BY ALDERMAN LEWARNE, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN GUNN:
"That the balance of the 12 lots be reoffered for sale by Public Tender 
and that a reserve price of $40,000.00 be established when the said 12 lots 
are advertised."
The amending motion was voted on and carried. Against - Alderman Stusiak

The original motion as amended was then voted on and carried.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN LEWARNE:
"That the Committee now rise and report."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

THE COUNCIL RECONVENED.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MERCIER:
"That the report of the Committee be now adopted."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

B Y - L A W S
MOVED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MERCIER:
"That:

"BURNABY ZONING BY-LAW 1965, AMENDMENT BY-LAW NO. 43, 1974" (#6510) 
"BURNABY HIGHWAY EXCHANGE BY-LAW NO. 8 , 1974" (#6524)

be now introduced and that Council resolve itself into a Committee of the 
Whole to consider and report on the By-Law."

CARRIED

Alderman McLean contrary to'*Burnaby Zoning By-Law 1965, Amendment By-Law No. 43, 
1974."

MOVED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MERCIER:
"That the Committee now rise and report the By-Laws complete."

CARRIED

Alderman McLean contrary to "Burnaby Zoning By-Law 1965, Amendment By-Law No. 43, 
1974".

THE COUNCIL"RECONVENED.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MERCIER:
"That the report of the Committee be now adopted."

CARRIED
Alderman McLean contrary to "Burnaby Zoning By-Law 1965, Amendment By-Law No.43, 
1974".

MOVED BY ALDERMAN STUSJIAK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MERCIER:
"That:

"BURNABY ZONING BY-LAW 1965, AMENDMENT BY-LAW NO. 43, 1974"
"BURNABY HIGHWAY EXCHANGE BY-LAW NO. 8 , 1974"

be now read three times."

CARRIED
Alderman McLean contrary to "Burnaby Zoning By-Law 1965, Amendment By-Law No. 43, 
1974."
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MOVED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MERCIER:
"That the Council do now resolve itself into a Committee of the Whole 
to consider and report on"BURNABY ZONING BY-LAW 1965, AMENDMENT BY-LAW
NO. 30, 1974." (#6483) CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
Burnaby Zoning By-Law No. 6483 provides for the following proposed rezoning:

Reference Rezoning #38/74 

Lot 26, D.L. 79, Plan 31328 

6460 Roberts Street
FROM SMALL HOLDINGS (A2) TO COMPREHENSIVE DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT (CD)

PLANNING DEPARTMENT reported that the prerequisites established by Council in 
connection with this rezoning proposal are nearing completion and requested 
that the By-Law be forwarded to Council for consideration for third reading.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MCLEAN:
"That the Committee now rise and report the by-law complete."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
THE COUNCIL RECONVENED.

MOVED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MERCIER: 
"That the report of the Committee be now adopted."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

MOVED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MERCIER:
"That:

"BURNABY ZONING BY-LAW 1965, AMENDMENT BY-LAW NO. 30, 1974"

be now read a third time.”
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

MOVED BY ALDERMAN MCLEAN, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK:
"That:

"BURNABY LEASE AUTHORIZATION BY-LAW NO. 1, 1974" (#6497)
"BURNABY PARKS AND RECREATION COMMISSION BY-LAW 1969, AMENDMENT

BY-LAW NO. 1, 1974" (#6517)
"BURNABY LOCAL IMPROVEMENT CONSTRUCTION BY-LAW NO. 7, 1974" (#6518)
"BURNABY SECURITY ISSUING BY-LAW NO. 2, 1974" (#6519)
"BURNABY SECURITY ISSUING BY-LAW NO. 3, 1974" (#6520)
"BURNABY SECURITY ISSUING BY-LAW NO. 4, 1974" (#6521)

be now reconsidered and finally adopted, signed by the Mayor and Clerk and 
the Corporate Seal affixed thereto."

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

MOVED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MERCIER:
"That

"BURNABY ZONING BY-LAW 1965, AMENDMENT BY-LAW NO. 20, 1974" (#6465)

be now reconsidered and finally adopted, signed by the Mayor and Clerk and the 
Corporate Seal affixed thereto."

CARRIED

AGAINST —  ALDERMAN MCLEAN

MOVED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN AST:
"That this meeting do now adjourn until Tuesday, July 23, 1974 at 7:00 P.M."

The meeting adjourned at 12:20 a.m.

692

-40- July 22, 1974 

MOVED BY ALDEfillAN STUSIAK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MERCIER: 
"That the Council do now resolve itself.into a Committee of the Whole 
to consider and report on''BURNABY ZONING BY-LAW 1965, AMENDMENT BY-LAW 

NO. 30, 1974 •" (fl6483) eARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

Burnaby Zoning By-Law No. 6483 provides for the following proposed rezoning: 

Reference Rezoning #38/74 

Lot 26, D.L. 79, Plan 31328 

6460 Roberts Street 

FROM SMALL HOLDINGS (A2) TO COMPREHENSIVE DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT (CD) 

PLANNING DEPARTMENT reported that the prerequisites established by Council in 
connection with this rezoning proposal are nearing completion and requested 
that the By-Law be forwarded to Council for consideration for third reading. 

MOVED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MCLEAN: 
"That the Committee now rise and report the by-law complete." 

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 
THE COUNCIL RECONVENED. 

MOVED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MERCIER: 
"That the report of the Committee be now adopted." 

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

MOVED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MERCIER: 
"Th~t: 

"BURNABY ZONING BY-LAW 1965, AMENDMENT BY-LAW NO. 30, 1974" 

be now read a third time." 

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

MOVED BY ALDERMAN MCLEAN, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK: 
"That: 

"BURNABY LEASE AUTHORIZATION BY-LAW NO. 1, 1974" 
"BURNABY PARKS AND RECREATION COMMISSION BY-LAW 1969, AMENDMENT 

BY-LAW NO. 1, 1974" 
"BURNABY LOCAL IMPROVEMENT CONSTRUCTION BY-LAW NO. 7, 1974" 
"BURNABY SECURITY ISSUING BY-LAW NO. 2, 1974" 
"BURN.MY SECURITY ISSUING BY-LAW NO. 3, 1974" 
"BURNABY SECURITY ISSUING BY-LAW NO. 4, 1974" 

(116497) 

(/16517) 
(116518) 
(116519) 
(#6520) 
(#6521) 

be now reconsidered and finally adopted, signed by the Mayor and Clerk and 
the Corporate Seal affixed thereto." 

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

MOVED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN MERCIER: 
"That 

"BURNABY ZONING BY-LAW 1965, AMENDMENT BY-LAW NO. 20, 1974" (/16465) 

be now reconsidered and finally adopted, signed by the Mayor and Clerk and the 
Corporate Seal affixed thereto." 

CARRIED 

AGAINST -- ALDERMAN MCLEAN 

MOVED BY ALDERMAN STUSIAK, SECONDED BY ALDERMAN AST: 
"That this meeting do now adjourn until Tuesday, July 23, 1974 at 7:00 P.H." 

The meeting adjourned at 12:20 a.m. 

692 



-41- July 22, 1974

BL:sr

693

-41- July 22, 1974 

CONFIRMED: CERTIFIED: 

~"'=_:_ 
MUNICIPAL CLERK'S ASSSTANT 
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