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RE; MONEY BY•IAWS • NOVEMBER 1975 

ITEM 18 

MANAGER'S REPORT NO. 39 

COUNCIL MEETING May 26/75 

. 22 May 1975 

At a special meeting of Council on 14 May 1975 the following motion was 
passed: 

"That the staff come forward to Council with a report on the 
three money by-law presentations namely, Library, Parks and 
Recreation, and Roads.with their effect individually and 
co1lectively on the mill rate." 

. . 
First, a look at trends of the past. 

Inclusive of water and schools, the gross debt of this community rose from 
$44,092,000 or $384 per capita in 1967 to $65,449,000 or $487 per capita in 
1974. Net debt after application of sinking f'unds, the B.C. Government res
ponsibility for school debt and a portion of the wa.ter system debt, rose from 
$31,218,ooo or $271 per capita to $46,292,000 or $345 per capita in 1974. In 
other words, in seven years gross debt has grown by 48.4% and net 4ebt by 
48.3%, almost in parity.· 

Table 1 attached shows the patterns of expendituresin the years 1967 to 1975. 
It shows that general government services, tra.nsporta.tion services, environ
mental health services and. environmental development services, have taken 
relatively constant portions of the· total revenues yea.r by year. Protective 
services have grown from 10~4% in 1967 to a peak of 12,% in 1973, dropping 
slightly to 12.4% in 1975 •. Public health arid welfare costs have grown from 
8.6% in 1967 to 15.€5% in 1971~ dropping back to 14.61, in 1975; recreation 
and cultural services from 5.zj, to &/4 in 1971, staying at about this level 
up to end includ.ing 1975. 

Debt charges ha.ve declined from 9.3% to 8,1%; tr{ansf'ers to reserves from 
14. 6% to 3, 7%; transfers of wa.ter utility collections from 3, l«;(, to ';!fo, Trans
fers to the capital improvement program rose from 3,5% in 1967 to 7,&/o in 1970 
and dropped back to 3,2% by 1975. Collections for other Boards have risen 
eteadily from 32.1% in 1967 to 37.1% in 1975. 
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From this it can be concluded that while some services retained a steady 
proportion of total expenditures, others such as protective services, public 
health and welfare (mostly welfare), recreation and cultural services, and 
collections for other Boards, have grown whereas debt charges, transf~rs to 
reserves and transfers to capital improvements have declined. This decline 
has been deliberate, particularly in the last several years, in an attempt 
·to keep mill rates within limits prescribed by Council. 

Table 2 shows the trends of revenues over the years. It shows that tax 
collections (which includes frontage and business taxes) have comprised a 
varying proportion of total revenues over the years - yet, as will be seen 
from Table 5 attached. to this report, the actual effect on a homeowner has 
been a constant rise in taxes. The heading "Transfers, collections for 
other· governments" excludes collections for the Greater Vancouver Sewerage 
& Drainage District which, by statute, form part of the general tax levy 
(arso the Greater Vancouver Regional District until 1974). 

The debt charges shown in Table 1 are gross charges. The next step in this 
exercise is to determine the proportions of the debt charges payable by direct 
tax levy and by special charges or other revenue. Table 3 znakes this analysis. 
In the process it breaks down a portion of the tax supported debt applicable 
to parks a.~d recreation operations so that the latter figure may be lumped 
together with parks and recreation operation costs in the manner shown in 
Table 4. · 

____ ...,_ __ shows that while the gross debt charges grew from $2,452,435 in 1967 
to 5,3 7,126 in 1975 or 118%, the portion, excluding the portion for parks 
purposes borne by the tax levy, grew from $1,589,902 in 1967 to $2,613,295 
in 1973 but because of Sewera.ge Facilities Assistance Fund grants, dropped 
to $2,257,113 in 1975, a net growth of only 42%. 
Table 4 combines all mill rate tax levies into one total. It then breaks 
the total down into its component parts into a somewhat d.ifferent fashion 
than the original mill rates would. indicate. In compiling tax levies, total 
revenues receivable are subtracted from gross expend.i tures to a.rri ve at the 
sums to be raised as taxes. In ma.king the calculations for Parks and Recrea
tion and Library levies, only the revenues receiva.ble by th-ase Boards are 
included. All other Municipa.l revenues were applied in the calculation 
termed as "General purposes levy excluding items marked.*"• 

This table shows tha.t the portion of the debt charges excluding debt for 
parks purposes raised by taxes ha.a declined. over the years from 10.17% to 
5,64%; that the genera.I tax levy has fluctuated yea.r by year; that the Parks 
levy, includ.inG debt charges, ha.a i5rown f'rom 9.19% to 12.101,; the !,ibrory 
levy from 2.23% to 3,03%; the ochool levy from 47,31% to 53,51%; ond that 
the Greater Vancouver Sewerage & Drainage D.l.stric.:t portion has decUned 
from 3,92'% to 2.29%, despite the enormous expenditures made by this Board 
in the past five years. This may be accounted for fin part by the. fact tho.t 
the Provinclol Government, through the Sewerage Facilitieo Assistance Fund 
Act, has given grants to alleviate o portion· of t.tie debt chargos formlng 
port of this cost, 

( 

Ragional Jiospitol District totes entered thin picture in 1968 as did the 
Greater Vnncouver Rcgionn.l Dlntrict, ond oubscquenlily come the M1.mici:pal 
Finnnco Authority ond Assessment Authority rates, 

'.,t'nhlo-2.,. shows tho tox growth p:l.cture of o modi on, property berliween 1961 onc.l 
1975, n period. nolected to colncicle w:1.th tht:i Co[.;t of I,l vlng Index. It nhows 
that in the period under study, 1967 to J.975, sroaa taxes, incl.uaive of' the 
addition of a local 1.mprov-ement fl'treot pro,ject in 1968 and a. lane projoct :l.n 
l.971, 1.ncreosed by 98. 51, nnd that ofter oppJJ.cotion of the. Provincit1l Home
owner gront, t.he not toxeo inc:roaaed. by 92,21

~. 
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It is of interest to note that the Consumer Price Index in 1967 was 111 
whereas in 1974 it was 157.4 in comparison with an index on the.growth in 
net truces on this property of 127.31 in 1967 to 244.78 in 1975. The actual 
growth of net taxes in this period was 92.27% as compared with a growth in 
the Consumer Price Index of 41.8%. 

Attached also is Table 6 which shows that wages paid by the Municipality 
to its labourers grew from $2.705 (average) to $4.740 or 75.&fo as compared 
with the growth in the Consumer Price Index of 41.8%. 

This material is voluminous but it is necessary to show that the annual 
tax bill of a median property has accelerated at a. greater rate than the 
increase in the Consumer Price Index and that the proportions of the total 
revenues of the Municipality devoted to the creation of reserves, transfers 
to capital funds and debt charges hav~ declined in order to keep tax increases 
to a reasonable level and at.the same time allow the costs of protective ser
vices, welfare, recreation a.nd cultural services to increase to meet the 
.demands of the day, ·They indicate that if these trends continue the Municipal
ity will have to continue restricting the creation of debt, the setting up of 
reserves and the use of revenue for capital purposes, unless there is to be 
a substantial increase in property tax rates or alternative sources of 
revenue are found. 

The following outlines the borrowing programs currently before Council as 
extracted from the Capital Improvement Program 1975-1980 which will be before 
Council shortly, Some of this information was not available for inclusion 
in Item 21, Manager's Report No. 33, of 5 May 1975. 

Sanitary Sewers 

.Projected expenditures are $3,584,092, of which $1,341,474 is on 
hand, requiring further borrowing of $2,242,618. The annual 
charges for repaying this debt will be absorbed by the Sanitary 
Sewer Utility by mea.ns of an increase in ra.tes. 

~_f_~ovement~ 
During the past several years, on advice of the Manager, Council 
has restricted the amount of local improvemen·t work undertaken. 
In 1975• the program, including ornamental lighting, totalled 
$1, 91.16, 270, Ind.icat ions are that demand from the public and the 
capabU.ity of staff to provide some is at least; in the $2,500,000 
ronge annually. 5Cf/o of the annual carrying charges would be 
paya.ble from the general tax levy and the balance by way of 
frontage taxes. 

Storm Sewers 

Parka -

The CnpHol Imp:rovn1ncr.t Program showri n nnerl of :t,11 ,8112,000 to be 
n pc~lt I; l9'(6.1981', 

The progrpm ao produced by the Porks r.ind Recreation Commins lon allows: 

Referendum -·conntruction period 1977-1901 $11,333,431 
Referonr.lum • lond ocquioi tions 1977 .. 19011 5,798,704 
Annual budget construction 1976 153,'720 
Annuo.l budget • land o.cquic1itiom1 l.976 .. 1981 J.,8oo1ooq_ 

t2:2-AS!1:~.J~2.. 

J. 5 7 
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The Commission has asked for a referendum of only $17,132,135, assuin
ing that the balance will be forthcoming from the annual budget. It 
is respectfully suggested that this assumption should not have been 
made. They cannot expect to borrow for part of their program and to 
obtain the balance from the annual tax levy, although it is a fa.ct 
that we have been through this exercise twice before. On two occa
sions borrowing by-laws have been brought down but before long demands 
by the public for facilities not in the by-law soon made themselves 
known and the annual budget had to be tapped for funds. In particular, 
the 1971 by-law was supposed to provide sufficient funds for the land 
acquisition program but it soon became evident that this was not the 
case and large sums had to be found from the tax levy. This indicates 
that the Commission in the past has not been successful itl accurately 
forecasting capital needs over a five year period. It suggests that 
five years is too long a period over which to have a by-law. In 
this respect, a great deal has been said a.bout the principle of getting 
approval of the ratepayers for specific parks and recreation projects 
but the facts are that in the past approval has been sought for only 
a partial list of facilities:.. funds being taken out of revenue for 
the rest. 

During the discussions.on their presentation, the Commissioners 
pointed out that some of the proposed facilities have been reduced 
in size, to scale down the costs. It is suggested that this may not 
have been a good decision because past experience has shomi that 
public demand. tends to cause the deletions to be restored or, in 
some instances, the original concept changed completely. Luckily, 

.unexpected Governrnent grants became available and took care of these 
added facilities and unexpected inflation in costs. 

Further, no provision has been made in the proposed Parks by-law 
for development of Oakalla lands and obviously this is going to be 
needed during the next five years. Also, one najor la.nd acquisition 
has been deleted which has been in our previous Capital Improvement 
Progr.ams and on which considerable time and effort has been expended 
in negotiating with the owners. There may be other points of this 
nature to be considered, but time has not permitted a detailed exam
ination of the progra.m to determine wha.t they ma.y be. 

In other words, the.by-law probably should be greater than $19,085,855 
(oR ocl,Justerl nbove). The sum Bhmm mnlces no allowance for Provl.ndal 
rc'crnr.1l',lon ,~rnntn which could omounli to on mw:h !1z: :t,3 ,1107 ,ooo if 
Ll1r• 1..11•n11 L progr1Pn rorn1J.l11n :Ln V.lr:tn.ri.r1 for -t.ho tr.:1:m rJ!' the hy-J1.1w, 
rt io our recommendation that a by-law being put bnfore the rate
payers should be for the est:l.mated groso amount of the projects, 
Grants subsequently received. can be uned. to mo.ke up deficiencies 
in estimntes and/or inodequo.te provision for infJ.aUon; reduce the 
nmount of borrowlng actually necessary; or with the permiosion of 
the Inspector of Municipa.lities, opplied. to new works. 

For the purpoE1cs of th~s report, the sum 6f *19,o85 ,£355 will bt~ Uflcd 
in the colculationn, 

I 

I 
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The Planner brought down a report covering $18,397,'-167 (a.t 1976 cos ti;) 
in road works. This total is subject to alteration when the changes 
to the program suggested by members of Council are analysed. This 
analysis has been made but cost figures are not available. Nor does 
the above figure include provision for inflation. Therefore $20,000,000 
is arbitrarily chosen as the figure for 1976-78 and a further $20,000,000 
for the period 1979-81. 

As with the Parks program of works, the Roads program has not been 
refined to the point where one can feel confident about all of the 
estimates. Without adequate plans and specifications, it is doubtful 
that these cost estimates could be improved in time for presentation 
of the by-law to Council in ee.rly September of this year. 

Library 
The Capital Improvement Program indicates an expenditure of $5,825,000. 
To this has been added $200,000 for land acquisition, which may or may 
not oe sufficient. The land·for the headquarters Library is already 
in the possession of the Municipality and it is customary to charge 
a project with the cost of the land being used. The two branch Library 
sites·have yet to be a~quired. 

Table 7 shows accumulated new borrowing, exclusive of sanitary sewers e.nd 
5CJ1, of local improvements, of $78,425,990. 

Table 8 shows the annual debt levies required to retire this debt if a. 10% 
coupon is required on the debentures. 

Table 9 shows the mill rates that may be required to pa.y these sums end 
Table 10 shows the effect thereof on the median residential property in the 
Municipality. When relating Table 10 to Table 5 one can see that there 
would be an increase in taxes over seven years, d.ue to debt charges only, 
of 30%. 

This contrasts with the fact that taxes on the median property increased 
between 1967 ond 1975 by 92.2% whereas the proportion of the tax levy rel
nUve to d.ebt charges was 10.17% in 1967 and only 5.56% in 1975. 
rro,jactions of this nature can be most unreliable. They assume that th11 
cxlntinr; ra.te of r,rowth in construction will continu·J at preoent levels 
ond. thnt; the inflution of the paot will conti.nne. Ir the erowth doeon I t 
occur, the cost of support~ng this debt will rise faster than projected. 

'1.'nhlo 11. ohows the operating costs projected by Porks stoff for their 
program. It contains a rate for inflation compounded. at 15% per annum. 
It shows that by 1982 the operating costs ore 11.kely to require .33 millo 
and. cost the sample homeowner *15 .oo on hie tax bU.l. 

All of this ~oaks very rosy, but it is not. r.t simply shows that one phnse 
of our economy w:1.11 cost X number of dollHrs. However, it ignores tho bnl
o.nce of our economy which i~ most clif'fi.cult to'projcct. 

On the one hand. we hove expcnclituren, the growth patterns of which nrc not 
constnnt onrl on the other, rovenuefl which d.o not grow o t; n conotnnt rote, 
As will be noted from on a11rl:l.01· aeC!t:.\.on or this rep<Jrt, the proportlonn 
of the totol revenues 01' tho Munic:l.pnUty clevote,d to the croat:l.on of 
reserves, trnnaforo to copito.l :f'und.o ond. the payment of debt, chnrgoc, hove 
etea.d.il:y been reduced to pa.y f'or increases in services Eturih as protect.ion 
to peroona and p.roperty, welfare, rccroo.tion nncl. culturn.l. ocrvJcea, umong 
other things. There io no justification wha~evar for noying thot tho 
Mun:l.cipnli ty con nanumo Lhe cost. of rrjpay:Lng lrir·go Be11.lo new borrowings 
unl.oan o.t tho af.lme time wo c1.1.n be nrrnu:recl ndd:l.t.l.onoJ. rovonueL1 r.mf!'ic1.ont; 
to cover. 

159 
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One other matter that sh0uld be considered by Council is whether or not 
to adopt the recommendation put forward by the Capital Improvement Committee 
in that "Council adopt the principle of submitting to the ratepayers annually · 
as circumstances may indicate, a money by-law to include those projects of 
most pressing need to the community, the funding for which requires approval 
of ratepayers, and which projects are capable of funding within a three year period." 

The reasoning ot staff was as follows: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

Projects should be considered in relation to priority one with 
the other. 

Th·e. capital needs of the community are continuous. 

It is most difficult to accurately forecast capital needs in 
priority one with the other over a period longer than three years, 
and it is a.J.most impossible to calculate costs even over three years, 
especially if no design wrk ~as been done. 

4. When possible, basic designs should be on hand before a by-law is put. 

In summary, staff feel that:only those projects which are of immediate con
cern should be put to the electorate at any one time. 

This, of course, ignores political considerations. The usual argument against 
a composite by-law is that electors are being asked to vote for a range of 

·projects, some of which they may not agree with. As a consequence, a voter • 
may vote against the by-law because he is opposed to one project or he may 
find himself having to vote in favour of a by-law because he very much desires 
one project but has little interest in, or has opposition to, some others in the by-law. 

It is· suggested that this can apply to a parks, roads or library by-law, put 
separately. Some of the electors will be opposed to some of the projects, 
especially the location of roads and other facilities. 

The principal problem with putting by-laws separately at the same election 
is that electors may vote on an either/or basis end favour one by-law against 
the other, When this happens, what does Council do tor funds if the projects 
in the defeated by-law a.re of' pr:iJne importance to the community? 

Composite by-laws are not new. Vancouv~r City has used. them ror more th1.1tt 
twenty years. In the past several years, Richmond and Victorla have employed 
them with success. 

As has been demonstrated in the past, eapecia.lly in cor.r.ect:Lon with sa.nitnry 
sewers, Council is in a much better position.to assoae ~he capital needs of 
the community than is an uninformed public. 

Conclusions: r 

In roviowing this whole oubJect, lrour Mll.nogor and yoL1r. Trenourer h£J.Ve concluded that because: 

(a) It is a.lwoyo desirnble to minimize br.1rrowingt1, eapecially nt t!mcu 
of high into:reat ratea; / 
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(b) The Parks and Recreation Commission has over $1 million to spend 
remaining in the 1971 Parks by-law; 

(c) The Parks and Recreation Commission does not plan to do any by-law 
construction work until 1977; 

' (d) The Library Board will not be ready for a by-law before November 1976; 

(e) The Parks and Recreation Co.mnission ere proposing to spend an additional 
$1.8 million in land acquisitions in the C.I.P. over and above the $5.8 
million included in the proposed by-law; · 

(t) Planning, estimating of costs and scope of works are not really as 
definitive as th~"Y should be to be thoroughly reliable for a major road 
by-law and/or a parks by-law this Fall, be they in composite or separate 
by-laws; 

(g) It is possible to interim finance any advance planning end design costs 
required for parks and roads without resorting to a money by-law tor 
this purpose; · 

(h) It is desirable to pursue an aggressive land acquisition program for 
parks and roads purposes; 

(1) It is becoming very obvious that we cannot maintain end operate the 
parks and recreation facilities we have now and hold operating costs 
in check without building additional facilities at this time; 

the parks by-law, with the exception of the land acquisition portion, should 
be deferred until next year and that one by-law go fon,ard to the electorate 
in November this year to include the Kensington and Boundary, and Gilley (if 
desired by Council) projects, together with funds for acquisition of parks 
sites and road rights-of-way lands. We would be talking of a. money by-law 
a.mounting to approximately $18 million inclusive of Gilley Avenue Alternate 
if orie included the $1.8 million for additional park land acquisitions pro
posed in the C.I.P. So that no time will be lost in making ready for a 
by-law for parks and libraries next year, and f'urther roads at a later date, 
we me..v borrow temporary sums in accordance with Section 260 or the Ulnicipal 
Act, to a maximum of $500,000 and proceed with the engagement or necessary 
consultants and the preparation of plans end specifications. 

It is our belief that unless we are confident in knowing exactly what we are 
going to do in pa.rks end road work, we should not put a. by-law or by-laws at 
this time. 

We do know thut the Bo-u.nda.ry Road and Kensington projects are pressing 
problems as a.re the a.cquisi tions of parks lands and road rights-of-way 
and the prepa.ra.tion of plans and specifications for future projects. We 
know also that every member of Council believes the Gilley Avenue Alternate 
to be a top priority project. 

We kno;,1 also that municipali t~.ea ready to go with plrms and spoci.fications 
on hand are given top priority by Provincia.l authoritiiea 1n the event or a. 
Federal winter worlts progrrun, and ·thut the Province will authorize money 
by•lawa for ouch project.a without a. vo-te or the electorate. 
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RECOMMENDATIONS 

l. THAT Council consider putting a composite by-law to the 
electorate in November, the by-law to make provision for 
the following: 

Kensington Avenue, Hastings to Sprott 
Boundary Road, 29th Ave. to Dubois 
Land acquisitions for balance of road 
projects 

Land acquisitions for parks -
.as proposed in the Parks & 
Recreation presentation 

Additional as shor.m in the C.I.P. 

Contingency 

and 

$ 3,188,000 
1,800,000 

$ 5,4oo,ooo 
3,043,600 

967,800 

4,988,ooo 
100,600 

$14,500,000 

2. THAT staff be instructed to bring forth a complete r~port on 
the Gilley Avenue Alternate for consideration of Council for 
possible inclusion in the by-law; and 

3. THAT staff be instructed to prepare the plans and specifications 
of the several roads and parks projects and that from time to time, 
as required, temporary loan by-laws be passed to finance the cost 
of engaging consultants to do the neces~ary work. 

BM:gw 
Attach. 

cc: Dil'ector of Planning 
Planner II (CRL) 
MUnicipal Engineer 
Parka & Recreation Admin:l.atrator 
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THE CORPORATION OF THE DISTRICT OF BURNABY 

Summary of truces on median property 1961-1974 with comparison to Consumer Price Index 

1961 -r 
General 139.43 
School 99.69 
Hospital.> M.F .A., R.D. A~r-
Water 25.00 
Sewer 21.00 
Local improvement-0.S.L. 
Local im_provement-0.S.L.E. 
Local improvement-paving 
Local improvement-Xing 
Local improvement-lane 

Total 285 .12 

General 139.43 
School 99.69 

239.12 
All others 46.oo 
Total 285.12 
Prov. Home-Owner Grant 50.00 

Net truces 235 .12 

General 
School 
General and school 
All other 

Total 

Bet total. 

PJr.0.G. 

Consumer Price Index 
. 

* M.F .A. conmenced this year 
~ G.V.R.D. commenced this year 

1962 

' 142.36 
105.17 

25.00 
21.00 
13.00 
3.00 

309.53 

11'2.36 
105.17 
247.53 
62.00 

309 .. 53 
50.00 

259.53 

102.10 
105.50 
103.52 
134.78 

108.56 ~, 
uo.38 

100.3 

-+~ ,1:s:i;::::.JYEIV1' 4u7'.-r-.f.17J ~OMM~-1/~!J ~.-:.. ),;y1,! 

1967 

' 195.10✓ 

152.65✓ 
4.58•' 

30.00; 
21.00-' 
13.00 
3.00 

419.33 

195.10 
152.65 
347.75 
71..58 

419.33 
120.00 

299.33 

139.93 
153.12 
145.43 
155.61 

147.07 

127.31 

24o.oo 

lll.O 

1968 

' 197.27 
170.44 

4.58 
30.00 
21.00 
13.00 
3.00 

31.00 
• 1.45 

471..74 

197.27 
170.44 
367.71 
104.03 
471.74 
130.00 

341.74 

1969 r. 
2.12.28 
190.76 

3.70 
30.00 
21.00 
13.00 
3.00 

31.00 
1.45 

5o6.19 

212.28 
190.76 
463.64 
103.15 

5o6.19 
150.00 

356.19 

1970 

' 219.22 
219.78 

5.59-it-
30.00 
21.00 
13.00 
3.00 

31.00 
1.45 

544.04 

. 219.22. 
219.78 
439.00 
105.04 

544.04 · 
160.00 

384.o4 

INDEX INDICATORS - 1961 BASE 

141.1«3 
170.97 
153.78 
226.15 

165.43 

145.35 

.260.00 

ll5.l 

152.25 
191.35 
168.55 
224.24 

177.54 

151.49 

300.00 

ll9.0 

157.23 
220.46 
183.59 
228.35 

190.81 

163.34 

·320~00 

123.0 

1971 

' 251..57 
233.31 

6.73. 
30.00 
21.00 
13.00 
3.00 

31.00 
1.45 

12.85 

6o3:91 

251.57 
233.31 
484.88 
n9.03 

6o3.91 
170.00 

433.91 

180.43 
234.o4 
202.78 
258.76 

211.81 

184.55 

3~.00 

12.1.0 

1.972 

' 264.07 
242.1«3 

6.46 
3().00 
21.00 

3.00 
31.00 
1.45 

12.85 

612.31 

264.07 
242.1«3 
566.55 
105.76 

612.31 
185.00 

427.31 

189.39 
243.23 
2ll.84 
229.71 

2l4.76 

lBl.74 

370~00 

132.1 

1973 
-$-

283.65 
255.56 

6.16 
36.00 
25.00 

3.00 
31.00 
1.45 

12.85 

654.67 

283.65 
255.56 

· 539.21 
ll5.46 

654.67 
200.00 

203.44 
256.35 
225.50 
251.00 

229.61 

193.38 

!Joo.oo 

141.0 

ITEM 18 

Page 1. 

1974 -.-
316.95 
293.32 
12.3()¼¼ 
b2.oo 
32.25 

31.00 
1.45 

12.85 

742.12 

316.95 
293.32 

. 610.27 
131.85 

742.12 
230.00 

512.12 

227.32 
294.23 
255.21 
286.63 

26o.28 

2l7.81 

!J6o.oo 

157.4 

~"j' _ _j5 
.Jef~.:r:; 

.;::4,;.0+:
;!.::,._ C-0 

~ ,ct) 

31.oa 
.l.#5" 

.1~·"2'5 

~,3'3_~ 

.J-'='<. ~3 

3--1.3 .·?o 
:i<;~. 'i;t, 
.J~9.~1 

MANAGER'S REPORT NO. 3 9 

COUNCIL MEETING May 26/75 
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,, THE CORPORATION OF THE DISTRICT OF BURNABY 
PROJECTED BORRCMING T.t.ELE 7 

1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 Total 

Local improvements 
,- ,- ,- ,- --r -r ---r -r 

{50% of total cost) 973,135 1,250,000 1,250,000 1,250,000 1,250,000 1,250,000 l,250,000 8,473.,l35 
storm sewers 1,542,000 1,250,000 · 1,250,000 200,000 200,COO 200,000 200,000 4,842.,(X)C; 

Parks 453,720 3,763,217 2,nB,677 4,4ol,992 5,099,648 3.,248,6ol l9.,o.35,855 
Libraries 600,000 4,590,000 835,000 6,025.,0GO 

( :oads 6z7002000 627002000 . 62600,000 627002000 6 2700 2000 626oozOOO 4o2000~C,C-O 

225152135 10,r2532720 1725532217 llz<:>03 2677 1225512992 1322492648 ll2298 260l 78,425 299() 

REPAYMENT TABLE @ l(J.t ACCUMULATIVE TABLE 5 
$ $ $ $ $ $ $ 

Local improve:nents 
10 - 15 years 139,9'!9 312,138 484,297 656,456 828,615 1,000,774 l,172,933 

storm sewers 
I 20 years 181,123 327,947 474,771 496,262 521,681 545,100 568,519 \ ·. 

Parks 
20 years 53,293 495,319 . 744,178 1,261,234 1,86o,237 2.,241.,816 

Libraries n3: -I Cl l> rn 
20 years 6o9,615 707,693 707,693 707,693 707,693 C: z 3: z l> 

Roads 
~ C, 
,- rn .... 

20 years 7861960 12573 2960. 21349 2193 321362173 329232153 426982386 3: ::c 0:: 

rn cii 
rn ::c 

12Jt802358 326372962 419551782 62455.396 2~82z34'l 
:::! m 

3212102 8,036,957 -c, z Cl C, ::, 

:s: ~ p z 
'< 0 

N l.,) ,.. 
0 \0 

-.J --..J = u, 



THBC<EPORATION OF THE DIS'IBICT OF BURNABY 

TAX LEVI ES IN MILLS T..A.BLE 3 

1976 1977 1978 !212 1980 1961 1982 

Local improvements .ll .22 .30 .37 .42 .45 .47 
Storm sewers .14 .23 .30 .28 .26 .25 .23 
Parks .03 .31 .43 .63 .84 .91 
Libraries .38 .4o .4o .• 36 .32 
Roads ~ ~ 1.31 1.57 1.77 l.89 

.25 1.03 2.27 2.79 3.28 3.67 3.82 = = = 

EXAMPLE OF EFF.EX!T OF ABOVE LEVIES ON MEDIAN RE3IDEN'rIAL IROPERTY TP:SLS lO 

General purposes assessment $ $ $ $ $ $ $ 
on residential property of a 
market value of $50,000 
in 1974 25,805 28,385 31,224 34,346 37,780 41,6oo 45,800 

Local improvements 2.84 6.25 9.37 12.71 15.87 18. 72 21.53 
Storm sewers 3.61 6.53 9.37 · 9.62 9.82 l0.4o 10.53 
Parks .85 9.68 14.77 23.80 34.94 41.68 
Libraries ll.87 13.74 15.11 l.4.98 l.4.66 
Roads 15.61 30.60 13.74 59.31 73.63 86.56 

6.45 29.24 · 70.89 64.58 123.91 152.67 174.96 

n 3: -t 0 > m 
C 2 :!ii: 2 l> n C, 
r- m I:-

:!ii: ::c 0:: 

m c,; 
m ::c 
=! m 
2 "1:1 

0 
C, ::c 
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