ITEM o8
STILL CREEK STREET MANAGER'S REPORT NO. 58
SMITH AVENUE TO MYRTLE STREET DIVERSION
Sept. 20/76
(ITEM 8, REPORT NO. 57, SEPTEMBER 13, 1976) JRCOUNCIL MEETING C°0

Council on September 13, 1976 tabled a report on a proposed improvement
on the Still Creek road allowance. Replies to the inquiries raised by
Council at that time are contained in the following report from the
Municipal Engineer,

Mr. Jackson telephoned the Manager's Office on Friday afternoon to
adv1se that he cannot appear at the meeting of Council on September 20,
He 'is, however, planning to appear as a delegation on September 27, and .

-~ has requested that, if possible, Council con81der having the matter
left on the table until that time,

RECOMMENDATIONS:

1. THAT this report item be tabled until September 27; 19765 and

2. THAT George W. Jackson Holdings Ltd. be provmded with a copy
of this. report

17 September, 1976

TO:  °  MUNICIPAL MANAGER
FROM: - MUNICIPAL ENGINEER | |
'SUBJECT: ~ STILL CREEK STREET - SMITH AVENUE TO MYRTLE STREET

‘DIVERSION - ITEM 8, MANAGER's REPORT NO. 57,
COUNCIL MEETING, 13 SEPTEMBER, 1976 :

The cOunc11 tabled the above matter for a perlod of one week
at its meeting of 13 September, 1976. At that time a number
of points were raised which required further elaboration.

1. The Municipal Solicitor hag confirmed that the
Corporation does not have the power to lease or
‘rent out a road allowance. In order for private
use to be made of a road allowance it must first
be subjected to either plans cancellation or road
abandonmen; procedures; of Liiese two the Corporation
has a policy of favouring road abardonment, in which
case the Corporation gains title to the former road
allowance and is thun abhle to dispose of it through
sale.

Following upon point #1 above, the Corporation in
any event should not consider dispesing of the
exlsting 33 foot allowance inasmuch as it is
required for the future widening of Still Creek
Street in addition to the presently proposed
works being simply a 20 foot strip pavement,
Marthermore, the exlsting 33 foot allowance is
required because of the close proximity of Still
Creek, and in order to avold enclouurn of same.

The retention of the cxiuting 33 foot road allow-
ance is necessary for the pov.servation of a
proposed trail syutom (soc cLtachment "A"). As
rocantly as 16 FOblUdIV, 1976, Council in Item 19,
Managerx' s Repori Na, 6, 1976, adopted the following
motion: "...3. Pursue a policy of daveloping the
trail system along the length of 8till Creek."

(cont '
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in this pavvicouiayr avoe s not beon decidod apon,

LU oappears coasonnblo Lo asswee bhat G0 will be on

tho south sido of 2 o ereck and in oany event Lhis

araa- should Lo prosorved in order to kKoop as many
options open as possible fec the leocation of the Lrail.

The regquired mininun road allowsuce widendiny in the
Suture fr¢ > nroparty Lo the oorth would be
becauss Dhe Tuboro vaned, 40 sat curn o curh

Tt is not int 1k this particular time to close.
Mth1L St : » top of the hill to the east,
but fxl, ndi Lwon will be carefully observed.
~and Lhm road closurc will be elffected as soon as we
are &JtloLLnQ that it is practicable.to do =o.

As‘was put forth in last week's report, thersis no
reason to believe that a traffic problem would be
created that could not be handled WLChln normal
traftlc operaulono preocedures.

'Turnlng‘radll for a 60.footftrailer‘truck rig have’
been plotted on the proposed‘inherseétion of Still
'fCrbok'Stréut‘and'Myrtlp Street (sée Attachment "B")
it can be seen frcm the sketch thdt turning maneuvers «
of these trucks can be accommodated without nnrt;cular
Jdlfflcultj through provision of nlop°r ”f1LetJng" of
+'he 1nterscctjon oavnm nt. ’

o The'presenfly pronosed road is a minimum. standard

L road for traffic circulation and: EHE?QPncy‘acrvxce :
]accnss purposes.  The level of expenditure reguired =
in the final road sktandard in this ultimste location
cannot be supported  at this time, in my opinion, from. = -
a- cost-benefit standpoint; this regnirement must stand
on its own justificatioh at some time in the future, at
which time the 33 fool road widening, plus space for
caccomnodation of tha creek trall system can be obtained
from the property lying to the north of the existing
road allowvance.

This is for the information of Council.
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