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ITEM 2 

Re: Road Exchange Bylaw 
Subdivision Reference #238/73 

MANAGER'S REPORT NO. 17 

COUNCIL MEETING Mar. 4/74 

(Item 22 1 Report No, 13 1 February 16r 1974) 

On February 18, 1974, Council received a report in which it was recommended 
that an existing 33 1 road allowance be exchanged for an alternate street 
that is being dedicated as a requirement of Subdivis:!.on Reference />238/73. 

It was mentioned at the meeting that the Approving Officer could insist on 
the dedication of land for the new road as a prerequisite to his approval of 
the subdivision, and that therefore the Municipality was in fact giving the 
existing road .allowance away to the owner of the property involved. 

It was also mentioned that in the event the area in which the subject pro
perty is located was re-plotted, the land that is presently dedicated for 
road would be considered as Municipal property in determining the values of 
the parcels which may be involved in the re-plot. 

Following is a further report from the Director of Planning on this matter .• 

RECMIENDATION: 

THAT Council give authority to introduce a road exchange bylaw a6 noted 
· .. · in Item 22, .R~port No. 13 whicll. Council received on February 18, 1974. 

* * * * * * * * * 

ROAD EXCHANGE BY- LAW 
SUBDIVISION REFERENCE #238/73 

PLANNINGDEPAR'lMENT 
19 Fl-!BRUARY~ · 1974 

•' ,· ' 

· Unde:r the provision of the Municipal Act an A:ppro~ing Qf:Ucer 
can, require, as a con di t.ion of s.ubdivision·.approval, the de.di~ 
cation .of any necessary road allowances to a :maximum width of.· 
66 '~e;et, with_out compensation to the subdivider.· The Planning. ·.·· 
Department has in· the •. pastrequired that. this. provision :t,e met 

. and-:in the subject· case,. substantial road dedications are being. 
made to fulfll .this requirement. In general, wllen c:ancelling 
an exist~.ngC.allowance, Council has dire.cted tll11t ·. "these. al'~IL~ be '.' 
assign~d a value and sold on this basis, · The subject case<: , · 
would. seem to differ from the usual road closures in. the .follow

.·. ing ways. 

2) 

3) 

Part of the. road allow.ance being dedicat~d serves the 
same .function as the road allowance to be cancelled, 
that of providing primary access to the interior of 
the undeveloped block. 

The applicant would have been required to dedicate only 
an additional 27 feet had the subdivision layout tised 
the existing 33 feet Hewitt Street road allowance instead 
of the realignment proposed, 

Should the subdivision be completed without closure of 
the 33' allowance but dedicating the necessary roads, the 
abutting owners could then privately petition the Lieu
tenant-Governor for title to this allowance with no 
approval required from Burnaby and no compensation to 
Burnaby. 

In view of the above reasons it would seem in order that the 
exchange be undertaken with no compensation to the Corporation, 

RECOMMENDATION 

THAT Council receive the above report for their information, 
THAT Council give nuthori ty to introduce a road exchange by•
law as previously outlined. 

HR:ea 
Attchmt. 

nespectru lly submitted, 
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