
ITEM 13 (SUPPLE~~ENTARY) 
MANAGER'S REPORT NO. 4 
COUNCIL MEETING 197G 01 lE 

Re: LOCAL IMPROVEMENT STREET IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 1978 
{Item 17, Manager's Report No; 4~ 1978 01 16) 

Attached is an amended report from the Municipal Treasurer regarding 
a 1978 Local Improvement Street Improvement Program. The report which 
this supersedes is Item 17, Report No. 4, pages 163 - 174 inclusive 
which appears on the agenda for the 1978 01 16 meeting of Council. 

RECOMMENDATIONS: 

1. THAT the original report as submitted and which appears on 
the Council agenda of 1978 January 16 be withdrawn, and that 
the following report be substituted therefor; and 

2. THAT .Council approve the inclusion of storm sewers in the 
local improvements, where required, as a charge to the 
Corporation; and 

3. THAT Council approve the inclusion of ornamental street ljghts 
in local improvements involving streets 46 feet in width, as 
a charge .to the Corporation; and 

' . . . 

4. THAT. Council affirm the frontage taxes shown herein,· and 
instruct that a by-law to amend Burnaby Local Improvement 
,charges By-law 1976, By-Law No. 6828, be brought down, and 

5. · THAT Cou~ci l adopt the Section 601 report attached; and 

6. THAT C~uncil instruct .the Municipal Clerk to initiate the 
program as approved. 

* * * * * 

78 0116 

File: I52-8 
TO: MUNICIPAL MANAGER 

FROM: MUNICIPAL TREASURER 

RE: LOCAL IMPROVEMENT STREET IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 1978 

It has come to my attention that local improvement projects Nos. 77-035, 77-053. 
and 77-455 are not properly described in the coat report. This causes the tax­
able front footage of one of the projects to change and., in turn, the owners' 
shore of the cost causes the description of works for by-law purposea to be 
changed in two cases, Under the circumstances, the entire report .h1.~a been 
retyped and. the changes are shown marked wi.th an *. 
HECOMM.END/1 T ION 

1. THA'l' the o:ri.g1.nol report as filed be w:!.thdrawn from tille Council 
agend.n of 1978 January 16 and that the attached. report be sub" 
atituted therefor, 

BM:gw 
At'tllch, 

CIC: Mnnicipo.l Clerk 
Mun;Lc:l.pnl f.loUc:!.tor 
Mtm:!.c:!.pttl E:nglneo:r 
Dlrocli;m• of:' Plunn:'l.ng 

~~r 
MUNICI.ry/.() '.I.'~ fi:ASUH rnR 

1 7 fi 



ITEM 1 G ( SUPPLEt;G!T ARY) 
MANAGER'S REPORT NO. t; 

COUNCIL MEETING 197C 01 lq 
RE: LOCAL IMPROVEMENT STREET IMPROVEMElfr PROO-RAM 1978~----!!!!!!!!!!!!!1!!!!!!!!!!!!!11!1!!!!!!!!1!!!!!!!!!1!!-,J 

The following is a report from the Municipal Treasurer re the above. 

With respect to the impact on taxes as a result of the borrowing for local 
improvements, the Treasurer has addressed himself to this question.on 
pages 166 and 167. It must be kept in mind that the full increase is not 
likely to come into effect for two years. The example that he has shown on 
page 167 assumes the :fuJ.l impact in one year, which of course is not what 
actually happens. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

TO: 

1. THAT Council approve the inclusion of storm sewers in the local 
improvements, where required, as a charge to the Corporation; and 

2. THAT Council approve the inclusion of ornamental street lights in 
local im:provements involving streets 46 feet in width, as a charge 
to the Corporation;, . and 

3. THAT Council affirin ·the frontage taxes shown herein, and instruct 
that a by-law .to amend Burnaby Local Improvement Charges By-law 
1976, By-law No. 6828, be brought down; and 

4. THAT Council adopt the Section 601 report attached; and 

5. THAT Council instruct the Municipal Clerk to initiate the program 
as approved. ·' 

MUNICIPAL MANAGER·• 

,, ,, 

t' * * * * * 

78 0116 

File: I52.:.8 

FROM: MUNICIPAL TREASURER 

RE: LOCAL IMPROVEMENT'; STREET IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 1978 

Attached is a cost repor~ re the above, prepared in accordance with 
Section 601 of the Munic'ipal Act. 

In accordance with Council policy, the owners' share of the cost of 
this program has been calculated at 60% of the cost of providing 28 
feet of pavement, curbing or curbwalka, as the case may be, irrespective 
of the actual width of a street, plus the planting of trees as required, 
with the Corporation bearing the balance of the cost. 

'l1his year the1·e are two additional i terns of cost contained in the progra.m 
for which the cost ia shown a.a being the Corporation's responsibility. 
The first is drainage, where requi'red, 

Except in subdivisions, it ia the policy of Counc:1.1 that stol"Tll drainage 
be provided at no special charge to affected property owners, For many 
ycara the coat of thia work fo1·med part of the local :l.mprovement process, 
However, in 1958, Section 253 of the Mun:l.cipo.l Act was a.mendec1 to permit 
money to be borrowed for q.raino.ge wo:rlts in the cm.me manner tho.t it was 
possible to borrow money for water and sanitary sewers - wi i;hout n vote 
of the electorate, As a. large proportion of. the locnl :lmpl:'ovement worko 



ITEM lG (SUPPLEMENTARY) 
MANAGER'S REPORT NO. ~. 

COUNCIL MEETING 1978 01 16 

-2-

were being approved by affected property owners and as it was advantageous 
to construct draim1ge works a year in advance of the street works to permit 
roadbed stabilization, Council adopted the practice of enacting an annual 
by-law for drainage works pursuant to Section 253 of the Municpal Act, re­
payable over 20 years, as compared with 15 years in local improvements. 
This was successful, While drainage works were indeed constructed on 
streets on which the local improvement initiatives were subsequently 
defeated, they were few in number. 

During the last several years, with owners on the earlier programs paying 
50%, and on the later programs 60% of the cost of the work, more than a 
third of the programs have been defeated. As a consequence, we have held 
up the construction of drainage works until the content of the local improve-

, ment program, as accepted by benefiting owners, becomes known. This means 
that the list of works envisioned for the last several drainage by-laws has 
had to be amended to a considerable degree. 

These changes have·been filed with Council from time to time. 

Under the circumstances, it is recommended that we revert to our earlier 
practice, i.e. include drainage works as part of local improvement street 
programs. Additionally, it will be necessary from time to time to bring 
down drainage by-laws to cover those works which cannot form part of local 
improvement street programs:, Generally, these are works in ravines, in 
easements and on streets which cannot, for some reason, form part of a 
local improvement street improvement program. . .. 

The second new item of cost is the inclusion of ornamental street lighting 
. projects on streets 46 feet in width. For many yea.rs it has been the policy 
of Council to provide this lighting on streets of 46 feet in width as a 
charge to the general revenue annual budget. Now that more and more of 
these. street· ·widths are being improved ·as local improvements, it would . 
lessen the cost to annual budgets if lighting was included in the local 
improvements. It is so recommended. 

Frontage rules, for assessing costs to benefiting owners, as approved by 
Council, are: 

(i) where a parcel of land is situated at the junction or 
intersection of highways and the work or service is 
provided-on or along more than one side of the parcel, 
the taxable foot-frontage shall be the actual foot­
frontage of the shortest of the two frontages plus 25% 
of the actual frontage of the longer of the two frontages; 

(ii) where a parcel of land is situated at the junction or 
intersection of highways and the work i.s provi.ded on or 
along the longer of the two frontages of the parcel, the 
taxable foot-frontage sha.11 be the actual foot-front.age 
of the shortest of the two fronta.ges; 

(iii) where a similar work or. oervice payable by special 
charges 110.s previously been provided on o:r nlong ono 
aide of a. pa.reel, the? taxable foot-frontuge srm.l.1 be• 
25% of the actun.l frontago of the longer of thee two 
frontages; 

(iv) where the front.nge or n pa.reel of land n.lmttlng tho 
works io lesn than five feet, the tnx~ll~ frontage 
ohnll lio cntn.b11.ohcd. at flve 1'001·. 

177 



-3- ITEM lG (SL!PPLEflU:TARY) 

The costs of the projects may be analysed as follows: MANAGER'S REPORT NO. ~-

COUNCIL MEETl~JG 1970 01, 16 
Owners' share of works - limited to 
costs on streets of 28 1 in width 

Corporation's share of works - limited 
to costs on streets of 28' in width 

Costs of construction of those portions 
of street widths in excess of 28' 
chargeable to the Corporation 

Drainage costs chargeable to the 
Corporation 

Ornamental lighti,ng costs chargeable to 
the Corporation 

Total Corporation share 

Total program cost 

$1,816,981 

$1,221,897* 

542,122 

920,415 

·105,000 

$2,789,434* 

$4.606.~1~ 

In this connection, it, will be necessary to repeal the relevant sections 
of' Burnaby Local Improvement Charges By-law 1976, By-law No. 6828, and 
enact anew by-law to_ establish frontage rates as follows: 

28' pavement with curbs an~ gutters both 
sides and trees as required 

· , 28' · pavement with curbs and·· gutters both 
sides, storm sewers and trees as required 

28 1 pavement with 5' curbwalks bo,th sides 
and trees as required 

28' pavement with 5' curbwalks both sides , 
storm sewers.and trees as required 

28' pavement with curbs an~ gutters one side, 
5' curbwalks on the other side, storm sewers 
and trees as required 

36' pavement with 5' curbwalks both sides, 
storm sewers and trees as required 

* 36 1 pavement, flaring at one intersection inclusive 
of a traffic island, with curbs and gutters both 
sides and trees as required 

* 36 1 pavement with flaring to 46 1 at one intersection 
with curbs and gutters both sides and trees as 
required 

36 1 pavement with 5' curbwalks both sides 
and trees as required 

36 1 pavement with flari.ng to 112' at one 
intersection, with 5' curbwalks on both 
sides and trees a.a required 

116 1 pavement with curbs and gutters both sidco, 
ornamental street lighting and trees as required 

116 1 pavement with curbs nnd guttero both oidea, 
ornamental stroot J.ighting, otorm aewera 
a.nu treos a.a required 

116 1 ptwemont with 0,1:rbs nnd sutte1•0 berth s:l.dcs, 
5, 5' nlmtting wo.lko both aicloa, c):r.nrunentnl 
atreet lighting, storrn ocwe1·0 o.nd trooa 
t\l'I requ:l.rocl 

11 1 ocpu.:r.o:bcd. n:l.dcwnlko 

Curb one s:ld.e only 

$3.17 

3.17 

3.54 

3.54 

3-17 curb side 
3. 54 walk side 

3. 54 

3.17 

3,17 

3,17 

3,1'( 

3, 17 curb oidt1 
3. 511 w11llt n:tde 

l,91 

1.00 

1'78 
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MANAGER'S REPORT NO. r, 
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These rates are 5% higher than those in effect in 1977. 

Recently, a member of Council asked for an indication of the impact on 
the mill rate of the cost of new borrowings at the time a borrowing is 

· before Council for approval. The difficulty in providing this information 
is that it is a year or two before the impact of new borrowing affects the 
tax levy. The reason for this is that the money is borrowed six months to 
a year following the date of passage of the authority to borrow and the 
first year's payment may only be a six months interest charge, rather 
than a full year's principal and interest charge. Nevertheless, state­
ments can be drawn to indicate what the effect of new borrowing would 
be if the current year's operations had to bear the full cost of the 
carrying charges of the debt to be created. 

The following is such a statement as it affects the local improvement 

debt shomi above: 

Outstanding Debt 

Total. general purposes debt 1977 December 31 
.Add: proposed local improvement borrowing 

(see Note #1) 

Total (see Note #2} 

Carrying Charges 

1. Principal and interest per 1978 
: provisional budget 

2. ·Add: anticipated carrying 
charges on unfunded debt 

3. Deduct: . est_imated portion 
borne by local taxpayers 
as a frontage tax 

4. Add: anticipated carrying 
charges on proposed borrowing 

5, Deduct: estimated portion 
borne by local taxpayers as 
a frontage tax 

Estimated total carrying charges 
applicable to general tax levy 

$5,447,338 

93,648 

597,201 

236,386 

$39,271,768 

4,675,000 

$43,946,768 

$ 5,540,986 

1,111,529 

4,429,457 

360,815 

$ 4,790 ,27_2 

NOTE #1: The construction cost of the program conce1·ned is estimated at 
$4

9
606,415, To this has been added $68,585 provision for discount 

and expenses on the sale of bonds, bringing the toto.l amount to be 
borrowed to $4,675,000, 

NOTE l/2: Debt payable in U. S, dollars has been reflected on the 1Jasis 
· that $1 U.S. equals $1 Canadian, 

Debt po.yo.ble in U.S. dollars is 

The rate of excho.nge now :ts 

The Ca.nadj.o.n dollar equ:t vo.lcnt of U.S. 
dollo.r debt ia 

$10,899,ho7 

$1.0983 

lt,11,970,819 

Thia shows an o.nnua.l eotimo:ted :t.ncrfmae in cnr1•y:l.ng chn:rgeo of :11360 ,1315, 
In 19'77, only 53% of the local improvement street worlrn thn:t were :l.nttin:\;ocl 
were accepted by the benef:1.t:tng ownerrJ. If t.h:l.s rnt.c of ptwot,r.;e occ~uro 
wi'l;h the prorr,r1m1 cm hnncl, the a.nm.ml cnrrylng chn.:r.gen w:1.11 o.ppro:d.mato 
*191,232, Th:l.o :rcp:i:•crrnntu ,32 m:LJJ.s :l.n J.9'(8 tu.:x:a.tion, A mill :l.n J.978, 
nubjcct to conf:l.rmnt:ton by tho Court of nov:l(iJ.on, ir.~ worth *595,993, 

17n 



ITEM 18 ( SUPPLEt:rnT,!\RY) 
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If the 1977 tax levy had been ma.de on the nev assessment base, the mill 
rate for general purposes would have been 45 mills. This indicates that 
if the new debt levies had applied in 1977, they would have required an 
increase in the mill rate of .7%. 

In the ordinary course of events, this report would shov measurements 
in metrics. However, because the vorkload in the office of the Area 
Assessor has been very large during the past four months due to the 
revision of realty assessments, the local improvement assessment roll 
was given a low priority and has just come down. Rather than lose more 
time in converting to metrics, the report is being brought down shoving 
all measurements in feet. The reports on future programs should be shown 
in metrics. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

l. THAT Council approve the inclusion or storm sewers in 
the local improvements , where required, as a charge to 
the.Corporation; and 

2. THAT Council approve the inclusion or ornamental street 
lights in local improvements involving streets 46 feet 
in width, as a ch~ge to the Corporation; and 

3. THAT Council affirm the frontage taxes shown herein, and 
instruct that a by.;.law to am.end Burnaby Loe.al Improvement 
Charges By-law 1976, By:-law No. 6828, be brought down; and· 

. 4~ THAT Council adopt the Section 601 report attached; and 

., 5 •. THAT Council instruct the Municipal Clerk to initiate the 

BM:gw 
Attach. 

. progra..-n as approved. 

cc: Municipal Clerk 
Municipal Engineer 
Municipal Solicitor 
Director of Planning 

~URER 

180 



Project 
No. 

77-021 

77-022 

77-023 

77-025 

77-028 

77-029 

77-031 

77~024 

77-026 

77-027 

. . 

. .·. . THE'CORR)RATf9N.?F;}'~··?~~TRICT. OF BURNABY . 
· LOCAL IMPROVEMENT COST· REroRT PER ,SECTION 601

2 
'MUNICIPAL ACT 

Location of Work 

28 1 ~avement with .curbs e.nd gutters 
on both sides and trees as· required 

' Strathearn Avenue from Portland 
Street to Carson Street , , 
Kitchener Street from Carieton 
Avenue to Madison Avenu~ 
Fairlawn Drive from Brentla.wn Drive 
to lane south of Brentlawn Drive 
Mc.Kee Street from Strathearn 
Avenue to Edson Avenue 
Carson Street from Strat~earn· 
Avenue to E.P.L. Lot 7, l3lock 33 
Jubilee Avenue from Imperial Street 
to Irmin Street . , 
Thurston Street from Smith Avenue 
to cul-de-sac at Boundary Road. 

28 1 pavement ~th curbs_ a~~ s~~~ers. 
~n both s~des, storm sewers and 
trees as reguireQ 

Fifteenth Avenue from First Street 
north to cul-de-sac 
Union Street from Alpha Avenue 
to Beta Avenue 
Rugby Street from Canada Way to 
cul-de-sac south of Canada Way 

Length 
in Feet 

770 

725 
I . 

150 

700 

390 

2,210 

· 810 

466 

600 

1,000 

Te'.xa.ble 
,Foot 

• Frontage· 

1,227.39 

1,396.93 

. 61.00 

1,.039.46 

~39.48 

3,425.96 

i,401.69 

9,091.91 

1,678.40 

1,187.94 

1,855.51 

,.• ............... -. 

Actual· 
Foot 

Frontage 

1,340.89 

1,430.98 

248.14 

1,288.35 

706.85 

3,964.70 

1,607.81 

10,587.72 

1,003.99 

1,188.27 

2,030.96 

Estimated 
Cost 

$ 

47,74o 

44,950 

9,300 

43,400 

24,180 
~ 

137.,020 

50,220 

356,810 

Owners' 
Estimated 

Cost 
$ 

28,770 

32,744 

1,430 

24,365 

12,645 

80,304 

32,656 

2l3 7ll4 

38,520 25,278 

61,200 27,845 

l00,4oO 43.,493 

• 

Frontage 
Tax 

Rate 
$ 

3.17 

3.17 

3,l7 

3.17 

3.17 

3.17 

3.17 

3.17 

3.17 

3.17 



Project 
No.· 

77-030 

77-032 

77-033 

77-034 

77-035 * 

77-036 

77-038 
I 

77-041 

77-044 

77-037· 

Location of· Work · 

28 1 pavement with curbs and.gutters 
on both sides, storm sewers and 
trees as required (cont'd) ~; 

! - ' t M&rtin Street from Noel Drive to 
Pritchard Avenue , . .. , 
Grant Street from Kensingtbn Avenue 
east to E.P.L of Lot 206 . · 
Brandon Street from Inman Avenue 
to Smith Avenue 

I I I 

28 1 pavement with 5' curbwel.ks both 
sides and trees as·reguired. 

-1 ' 
' I • Fairlawn Drive from Midlawn_ Drive 

to Brentlawn Drive. , 
Pritchard Avenue from Casewell 
Street to Martin Street 
First Street from Nineteenth Avenue 
. to Wedgewood Street , . 

11 
• 

1 Grove Avenue from Frances Street 
to Curtis Street . 
Manor Street from Westminster 
Avenue to Douglas Road., 
Hard~~ck Street from Roye.l Oak 
Avenue to Douglas Road: 

28' pavement with 5' curbwalks 
both sides, storm sewers and trees 
as required ··· 

. ; 

Brandon Street from Iruna.n Avenue 
to Patterson Avenue 

280 

300 

240 · 

340 

1,350 

2;500 

1~700 
I• 

6~430 

500 

- c .. -· 

470.04 

1,146.52 

1,194.30 

6,932.71 

_ 133.39 

339.94 

. 588.37 

1,660.56 

4,477.54 

2,760.62 

_9,960.62 

,756.5'( 

470,77 

1,146.52 

1,784.77 

7.625.28 

460.00 

657.20 

2,304.24 

4,584.01 

;3.280.38 

11,761.48 

991.33 

Estima.ted 
Cost 
$ 

28,560 

59,1.60 

90.78o 

378,620 

21,000 

16,800 

23,Boo 

94,500 

175,000 

ll9,000 

450,100 

55,000 

Cr.mers' 
Estima.ted 

Cost 

11.,018 

26,875 

27,994 

162,503 

3,487 

8,886 

l.5.,38o 

43,4o7 

ll7,043 

72.168 

260,37l 

1.9,777 

Fronte.ge 
Tax 

Rate 

3.1.7 

3.1.7 

3.17 

3.54. 

3.54 

3.54 

3.54 

3.54 



- Ji.;; 
. ···,, \.' •. 

Actual Owners' - Frontage Project Length_·· •Foot. Estimated Estimated Tax ·No. Location of Work in Feet Front~e Cost Cost• Rate 
•' - $=·· ~ ~-

28 1 pavement with 5' curbwalks 
both sides, storm sewers and trees 
as reguired 

77-039 Georgia Street from Willingdon 
Avenue to Delta Avenue 2,570 4,778.40 4,752.90 202,300 124,907 3.54 77-040 MacDonald Avenue from Kincaid _.,. -, r 
Street to Fir Street 1,260 1,501.~1 2,057.90 140,200 39,241. 3.54 77-042 Dominion Street from Westminster .. Avenue to Douglas Road _ 2.,590 4,849.30 ~,987.04 242,100 126,761. 3.54 77-043 , 
Norfolk Street from Westminster 
Avenue to Douglas.Road 2,650 4,806~38 5,093.98 248,900 -125,639 3.54 77-045 Royal Oak Avenue from Laurel 
Street to Manor Street · 1,250 12043.23 1 2245.63 1372500 27,210 3.54 

10 1820 17: 1735~02 122828.78 1 2026 2000 463,525 .. I; 
'· ' 28 1 pavement with curb and gutter 

one side, 5' curbwalk other side, 
storm sewers and trees as reguired 

77-047 MacDonald. Avenue from William Street 
to Kitchener Street - curb west side,C-WS 423.19_ 568.69 9,920 3.17 curbwa:;Jt east side CW~ES 600 264.00 594.oo 63,600 6,gcn. 3.54 77-048 Kincaid Street from MacDonald . 

s 
.li .. Avenue to E.?.L of Lot 39 - C'l $ ~ i 0 ::::,, m ;; curb north side, curbwalk C-NS 482.32 623.48 ll,306 3.l7 c:: 2 $ I 

2 l> " south side CW-SS 640 . 517. 56 601.56 67,440 13,529 3.54 C'l C :i 
77-049 r- m i Laurel Street from Royal Avenue 

::: :::0 CJ ;, < ". , , 

•l,42L48 1,568.13 er. i 
to Douglas Road - curb north C-NS 33,319 3-l7· m 

1,640 m ;;;; u, ;: aicie, curbwa.lk _:fuuth side · __ cw-ss. 1,445.44 1 2618.94 173 2240 37,784 3.54 --t m - it ~ 
2 0 

-a 
I C) --;:J 

304;280 ::::c r l! 2,880 4,553,92 5,57:4.80 112,7:59 -i l'l " i _. 
2 i 

, .. 
•? 0 rn ., 

! --.J • 
~ Cl 
> I ~ 

0 < 00 
-' 

c.,.; 
en .:-,. a 

I 
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Project 
·No. 

77-046 

77-050 

77-05l 

77-053 * 

77-054 

77-052 

77-055 * 

... 
Location of Work 

'--~ ... 
36' :pavement{ with 5' cm-o~· : 
both sides, 'storm sewers and 
trees as required 

. • t " _ , ~ - , I 1 . ' 1 

Bond Street from Sussex Avenue to.· 
Elsom Avenue .• ·.-: .- .. , ...... . 
Burke Street. from Bound~ Road ': 
to Smith Avenue:;-.-.:~. :. ·; __ .. _,. " -

Burke Street_.from.SmithAvenue 
to Inman Avenue 

~ ,- ·••:· ' 

.. -· i .',_ -- .. 
36 1 _pavement-with curbs and gutters 
both sides as required 

Westminster Avenue from Canada Way to 
Manor Street·flaring at Canada Way 
inclusive of tra:f'.fic island 

Rumble Street from Roslyn Avenue 
to McPherson Avenue - flare to 
46 1 at Roslyn Avenue I . · 

36 1 pavement with 5' curbwfils 
both sides and trees as required 

Humphries Avenue ':ri:o~ Edmo~ds Street'. . _ .. 
to Sixteenth Avenue __ . · · · ·· · ·- " 

36 1 pavement fle.ring to 42 1' :_at. '. 
He.stings intersection with'curbwalks .. 
both sides and trees as, ·required • 

Grove Avenue from Hastings Street 
to Frances Street, curbwalk east·side· 
Francis to lane south of Hastings·, -· .. 
curbwa.lk west side Hastings to Francis 

' ' 

1;367.64---... , .. :-. 

. ':790' : 1 · 068 87 
. . · :• :· ·. '. ' . ' ·. · .... 
' <a96: ;· ·; ~- <~1,260: 5~ · . 

- l,438:6f:_. 
~- ... ,• 

117J0.86 
:,,<-"2~446~:.: J,387~12 C 

. : I:'> 4,537.15 -· 

.. . . 956... . , 111.51 1,559.34 

1.,332.18 .· 

1;53_0 
·,._ ,·, 

' 

400 
_,_ 

553.16 663.26 

. I 

. · e3,200 
.. · 

.:93,220 

. 1051020 

281,440. 

66,500_ 

401600 

197,100 

·27.800 

31,200 

Owners'. 
Estimated 

Cost 

27,649 

27,940 

J2,250 

88,539 

16,678 

31,237 

47,915 

14 46o , 

Frontage 
Tax 

Rate 
$ 

3.54 

3.54 

3.54 

3,17 

3.17 

3.54 

3-54 
1--
00 
~ 

n s 
0 :t, 
C 2 
2 :?> 
C") C, 
r- m 

I s = 
m en 
m :::; 
:::! m 
2 
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0 c:, :::; 
-I 
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Actual Owners' Frontage 
Project Foot .... Estimated Estimated Tex . No • Location of Work Frontage Cost Cost Rate 

$ $ ~ I' -.-; ;_. ,· 
46• paveme.nt with curbs and ,gutters 
both sides, ornamental street 
J.ightine; and trees as reguired 

77-056 Dawson Street from Willingdon Avenue I 
1~724.20 2,338.48 to Beta Avenue . ,, . .., ·1,240 .· 124,ooo 40,415 3.1.7 77-062 Rumble Street from Royal Oak Avenue 

to Roslyn Avenue · ·580 lz069.32 lzl48.55 58 2000 25.065 3.l7 

1:820 2,793.52 3,487.03 1822000 65 248o 
46 1 'J 

pavement with curbs 1and,gutters 
both sides, ornamental street lighting, 
storm sewers and trees as reguired 

,, . 
'I I 

77-057 Juneau Street from Rosser Avenue to ,'..- .. 

77-058 
Willingdon Avenue ., '· : 
Still Creek Avenue £rom:Gilmore 

600 .1,083.86 1,132.83 84,ooo 28,332 3.17 
' Avenue to W.P.L of Lot 2,, . 1,350 2,317.83 2,461.10 297,200 60,588 3.17 77-059 Goring Street from Douglas Road 

to Holdom Avenue 1·,370 2,476.91 · 2,747.85 242,320 64,746 3.l7 77-060 Eighteenth Street from Fourteenth 
I 

A venue to Tenth A venue •. ·· · ., 1,660 2,312_.80 3,298.82 225,200 60,457 3.l7 - ·--~ 
.. 77-061 Madison Avenue from Loughee_d-.Highway 

~ i ' ~ to cul-de-sac south of Dawson Street 1,290 1 2566.09 2,432-34 2022640 40 o~s "' 3.l7 ;! 
2: ,JIJ ~ s ~ ~ 0 l> ~ ~ 

·, 
c:: 2 s: rs 6;210 9,757.42_ 12,079.94 1,058,360 255.06~ z l> g 
£: c:, ~ ,- m i 46 1 pavement with curbs and-gutters s = ,;Ii - "' m ~ both sides, 5. 5' abutting walks • , 
m = .. , 

15 
--f m~ i both si'des, ornamental_stree~ _lighting, 

-: 2 C 
- , ~ 

C: .. storm sewers and trees as required 
:::: --::: a: e --f - i z "' 77-063 Rosser Avenue from Lougheed Highway _. 
C I !,,. :; --

-1 to center line of Juneau Street 990 1 2188.33 ?-2698.34 1482880 31 2063 3.54 .:, ~ 
I '::> ::> 

I 
..... ,._ 

-< 00 _...,. -
en c.n 

- . -·-~-·- --- ,.,_ .. , 



Project 
No. 

77-o64 

77-065 

77-066 

77-067 

77-068 

77-068 

11-069 

77-070 

Location of Work 

·,': ,: 
46 1 pavement with curb·s. ~d gutters 
both sides, 5 • .5 1 abutting, walk on, , .. 
one side, ornamental street lighting, 
storm sewers and trees as: reguired 

•. 1 •• I '1 

Springer Avenue from Douglas Road 
to Lougheed Highway - abutting walk 
ea.st side 

4' separated s'idewe.lk.s 
I. ' 

Ingleton Avenue from Oxford Street 
to Cambridge Street - west si~e 
Rumble Street from Royal.Oak.Avenue 
to McPherson Avenue - south side 
Brandon Street from W.P.L; of' Lot 12, 
Blk "C" to Smith Avenue . .: north side 
Jubilee Avenue from lan~'.11south of 
Victory Street to Irmin Street-: 
ea.st side ,. •i • 

Jubilee Avenue from Irmin Street 
to .Watling Street - westside 
Union · Street .from Alpha Avenue 
td Beta. Avenue - squth side'. 
Westminster Avenue from lane.north 
of Canada Way to Ma.nor Street -
ea.st aide 

·ws 
. ES 650 

~50 

., 
· 1,230 

530 

790 
l • ~ 

,260 

600· 

537~86 
661.18 

1,199.04 . 

100.00 

1,170.50 

.• 402.40 

541.60 

141.78 

594.oo 

. 145.51 

:k,b25~19 

Actual 
Foot 

Frontage 

604.87 
641.27 

1,246.14 

100.00 

'.!-,170.05 

468.50 

701.20 

244.30 

594.oo 

582.10 

3,860.15 

Estimated 
Cost 
$ 

94,500 

94,500 

5,565 

25,830 

~,130 

16,?9<? 

5,460 

12,600 

9,450 

86,625 

Owners' 
Estimated 

Cost 
$ 

12,607 
17,283 

29,890 

1.,413 

1.6,539 

5,686 

7,653 

2,003 

8,393 

2,056 

43,743" 

Frontage 
Tax 

Rate 
$ 

3.17 
3.54 

l.91. 

1.91. 

1.91. 

1..91 

l.91. 

1.91 

1..91 

:z 
~ ~ 
--1 
C:J 

0 



I. 

Project 
No. 

77-07l. 

Location of Work 

' Curb one.side only 

' Charles Street - Lots 251 a.nd•·252, 
D.L. 129, Plan 28668 - northside 

'.• .. ·. 

TOTAL COST 

• I 

Estimated lifetime of works: 
· Number of yea.rs of levy: 

20yea.rs 
15. yee.rs ·. 

,~- ; I 

!i9';142 
• I 

Owners' Frontage 
Estimated Estimated Tax 

Cost Cost Rate 
$ l? l? 

,-, 
··•• 131.99 1.31..99 2.700 l,865 :L.C-0 

73,443.38* 87,744~24* 4,606,415 



ITEM 17 
MANAGER'S REPORT NO. 4 
COUNCIL MEETING 197G 01 1 G 

RE: LOCAL IMPROVEMENT STREET IMPROVEMENT ffiOGRAM 1978 

The following is a report from the Municipal Treasurer -re the ob,)ve. 

With respect to the impact on taxes as a result of the borrowing for 
local improvements, the Treasurer has addressed himself to this 
question on pages 166 and 167. It must be kept in mind that the full 
increase is not likely to come into effect for two years. The example 
that he has shown on page 167 assumes the full impact in one year, which 
of course is not what actually happens. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

l. THAT Council approve the inclusion of storm sewers in the 
local improvements, where required, as a charge to the 
Corporation; and 

2, THAT Council approve the inclusion of ornamental stree.t lights 
in local improvements involving street! 46 feet in width, as 
a charge to the corporation; an~ 

3, THAT Council affirm the frontage taxes shown herein, and 
instruct that a by-law to amend Burnaby Local Improvement 
Charges By.:1aw 19~6, By-lau No. 6828, be brought a.own;' and 

4. THAT Council adopt the Section 601 report attached; arid 

THAT Council instruct the Municipal Clerk to initiate ithe 
prog~em ~s approved. 

* * * **·* 

TO: MUNICIPAL MANAGER 
78 01 10 

File: I52-8 

FROM: MUNICIPAL.TREASURER 

RE: LOCAL IMPROVEMENT STREET IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 1978 

Attached is a cost report re the above, prepared in accordance with 
Section 601 of the Municipal Act. 

In accordance with Council policy, the owners' share of the cost of 
this progrom has been oa.lcula.ted at 60% of' the cost of providing 28 
feet of pavement, ourbi.ng or curbwalks, a.s the case may be, irrespective 
of the actual width of a street, plus the planting of trees a.a required, 
with tho Corporation bearing the balance of the cost. 

Thia year there a.re two addi tiona.l items of ooo·b con·ba.:Lned in the program 
for which the cost is shown as being the Corpora.tion'o reaponoibility, 
The firot io dl'ainage, where required. 

Except in subdivisiono, it io tho policy of' Council. ·bho;t; sto:i:•m d:ro.innse 
be provided a.t no opcoifll oha.rge to affected property ownara. For many 
yea.re the coot of ·chio work formed pa.rt of' tbe local improvement proceau, 
However, in l,958, Section 253 of' the Munioipnl Act wno amended to pormi t 
money to be borrowed, for dra.imise worka in tho D~e mannm.• tlmt it wan 
poDa:l.blo ·bo borrow money :f'or water 11nd snnitn:ry oewo:ra - wH;hou·t; b\ voto 
of ·bho elaoto:riite. Aa o. la.rse proporUon of tho 100111 1-mp:r•ovomont worlrn 

1.63 
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were being approved by affected rrorerty owners and as it was advantageous 
to construct drainage works a year in advance of the street works to pennit 
roadbed stabilization,•Oouncil adopted the practice of enacting an annual 
by-law for drainage works pursuant to Section 253 of the Municipal Act, re­
payable over 20 years, as compared with 15 years in local improvements. 
This was successful, While drainage works were indeed constructed on 
streets on which the local improv~.ment initiatives were subsequently 
defeated, they were few in number. 

During the last several years, with owners on the earlier progrruns paying 
50%, and on the later programs 60% of the cost of the work, more than a 
third of the programs have been defeated, As a consequence, we. have held 
up the construction of drainage works until the content of the ~ocal improve­
ment program, as accepted by benefiting owners, becomes known., This means 
that the list of works envisione~ for the la.st several drainage by-laws has 
had to be amended to a. considerable degree. 

These changes have been filed with Council from time to time. 

Under. the circumstances, it is recommended that we revert to olir earlier 
practice, i.e •. include drainage works as part of local improvement street 
programs.• Additionally, it will be necessary from time to time. to bring 
down. drainage by-laws to cover those works which cannot form part of local 
improvement street programs. Generally, these are works in ravines, in 
easements and on stre.ets which cannot, for some reason, form part of a 
local .. improvement street improvement program. 

The second new item of cost is the inclusion of orn~ental street lighting 
projects on streets 46 feet in width. For many years .it has be'en the policy 

··of' Council .to provide this lighting on streets of 46 feet in witlth as a 
charge to the general revenue. annual budget. Now .. that more and more of 
these street widths are beirig improved as local improvements, it would 
lessen the cost to annual budgets if lighting was included in the local 

1,improvements. It. is so recommended. , 

Frontage rules, for assessi.ng costs to benefiting owners, as approved by 
Council, are: 

(i) where a parcel of land is situated at the junction or 
intersection of highways and the work or service is, 

" provided on or along more than one side of the parcel, 
the taxable foot-frontage shall be the actual foot­
frontage of the shortest of the two frontages plus 25% 
of the actual frontage of the longer of the two frontages; 

(ii) where a parcel of land is situated at the junction .or 
intersection of highweys and the work is provided qn or 
along the longer of the two frontages of the parcel, the 
taxable foot-frontage shall be the actual foot-frontage 
of the shortest of the two frontages; 

(iii) where a similar work or service payable by special 
charges hao previously been provided on or rilong one 
side of o. po.reel, the taxable foot-frontage shall be 
25% of the actual :frontage of the longer of the two 
:t'rontagco; 

(iv) where ·the frontage of. a. po.reel of lo.nd a.butting the' 
worlto is lesa than f:l.ve feet, the tctXL\ble f:ronto.gc 
oho.11 bo eata.bJ.iohed o:t five feet. 

164 
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The costs of the projects may be analysed as follows: '----------------' 

Owners' share of works - 6CP/o of the 
cost of a street of 28' in width $1,823,327 

Corporation's share of works - 4CP/o of the 
cost of a street of 28 1 in width 

Costs of construction of those portions 
of street widths in excess of 28' 
chargeable to the Corporation 

Drainage costs chargeable to the 
Corporation 

Ornamental lighting costs chargeable to 
the Corporation · 

Total Corporation share 

Total program cost 

$1,215,551 

920,415 

105,000 

$2,783,088 

$4,606,415 

In this connection, it will be necessary to repeal the relevant sections 
of Burnaby Local Improvement Charges By-law 1976, By-law No. 6828, and 
enact a new by-law to establish frontage rates as follows: 

28 1 pavement with curbs and gutters both 
sides and trees as required 

28' pavement with curbs and gutters both 
sides, storm sewers and trees as required 

28'. pavement with ~' curbwalks both sides 
and_ trees as required 

28' . ·pavement with 5' curbwalks both sides , 
storm sewers and trees as required 

28 1 pavement with curbs and gutters one side, 
5' curbwalks on the other side, storm sewers 
and•trees as required 

36' pavement with 5' curbwalks both. sides , 
storm sewers and trees as required 

36 1 pavement with curbs and gutters both 
sides and trees as required 

36' pavement with 5' curbwalks both sides 
and trees as required 

36' pavement with flari_ng to l.~2' at one 
intersection, with 5' curbwalks on both 
sides and trees as requ,ired 

46 1 pavement with curbs and gutters both sides, 
ornamental street Hghting o.nc1 trees a.a required 

46 1 pavement with curbs o.ndgutters both sides, 
ornamental strocrli lighting, storm sewei·s 
and trees as requ:l.red 

l~6 • pavement with curbs a.nc1 gu·l;ters both ~ddes, 
5. 51 ubutUng wallrn both oidon, o:rm1.mcrrtul 
street lighting, oto1:,n sowero nncl trees 
o.o req_uircd 

h I oopo.ri1.tec1 o:Ld0wo.1.ko 

Curb one o:ta.o only 

., .. -----·-·-----··-.. -· .. - ... ,_ .. _...,.,., .. , .. ,,,,,~·"' .,., .. ,, ,, ' ' 
'''. ''" , ................ ~, ,, ..... ~". , .... , ,,. 

,') 

$3.lT 

3,17 

3,17 curb side 
3,54walk side 

3,54 

3,17 

3 ,].'( 

3,17 

3,17 curb fJiclo 
3, 511 wulk oldo 

J.,91 

l,00 
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These rates are 5% higher than those in effect in 1977, 

Recently, a member of Council asked for an indication of the impact on 
the mill rate of the cost of new borro~ings at the time a borro~'ing is 
bef'ore Council :for approval. The difficulty in providing this information 
is that it is a year or two before the impact of new borrowing affects the 
tax levy. The reason for this is that the money is borrowed six months to 
a year following the date of passage of the authority to borrow and the 
first year's :payment may only be ·a six months interest charge, rather 
than a full year's principal and interest charge. Nevertheless,~state­
ments can be drawn to indicate what the effect of new borrowing would 
be i:fthe current year's operations had to bear the full cost of the 
carrying charges of the debt to be created. 

The following is such a statement as it affects the local improvement 
debt shown above: 

Outstanding Debt 

Tota~ general purposes debt 1977 December 31 
Add: proposed local improvement borrowing 

(see Note #1) 

Total (see Note #2) 

Carrying.Charges · 

1. Principal andinterest per 1978 
provisional budget 

2. Add: anticipated carrying 
• charges on unfunded debt · 

3~ ··Ded~ct:. estimated portion . 
borne by local taxpayers · 
as a frontage tax 

4. Add: anticipated carrying 
cha:rges on proposed borrowi_ng 

5, Deduct: estimated portion 
borne by local taxpayers as 
a front.age tax 

Estimated total carrying charges 
applicable t~ general tax levy 

$5,447,338 

93,648 

597,201 

236,386 

$39,271,768 

4,675,000 

$43,946,768 

$5,540,986 

1,111,5'?9 
' 

4,429,457 

360,815 

NOTE #1: The construction cost of the program concerned is estimated at 
$4,606,1115. To this has been added $68,585 provision for d1.scount 
and expenses on the sale of bonds, bringing the total amount to be 
borrowed to $1.1, 675,000. 

NOTE //2: Debt pa.yo.ble in U.S. dollars hns been reflected on the basis 
that $1 U.S. equala $1 Canadian, 

Debt payable in U.S. do11o.:r.s is 

The rate of e:ccho.nge now i.1 

The Canadian dollo.r equ:!.vo.lorrt of U. S, 
dollar debt :ts 

¢10 ,899 ,lrn7 

:PJ..09!33 

This shows nn annual ostimo.tcc1 :l.ncr<.moe :ln cnrryJ.ng ch1wgcn or. rl13Go ,81). 
In 1977, onJ.y 53% of the J.ocnl imp:rovomcnt crb.•cot wo:rlrn thnt w,~ro :I n:I.L:lnted. 
were o.cceptod by the benefiting owners. Ii' th:l.o rn;tn n:r pw:i1J11/.-iO occurn 
with the prog1•0.m on hand, tho nnnuo.J. co.:rrying chm•g<rn w:IJ.l npprox:l.mo:t.·.o 
~l:J.91,23?., '.rh:Ln rop:roEiontrJ ,32 mil:tu :!.n 19713 ·lai.x:nt1.on, /\ rnJU :J.n lS)'(f.l, 
rmbj eot to oon:f.'i:r.mo.tion by tho Com•l; o.t.' n()v:l.n:l.on, :ln wo:rth :l\595 ,993. 

166 
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If the 1977 tax levy had been made on the new assesr,rnent base, the mill 
rate for general purposes would have been 45 mills. This indicates that 
if the new debt levies had applied in 1977, they would have required an 
increase in the mill rate of .7%. 

In the ordinary course of events, this report would show measurements 
in metrics. However, because the workload in the office of the Area 
Assessor has been very large during the past four months due to the 
revision of realty assessments, the local improvement assessment roll 
was given a low priority and has just come down. Rather than lose more 
time in converting to metrics, the report is being brought down showing 
all measurements in feet. The reports on future programs should be shown 
in metrics. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

1. THAT Council a~prove the inclusion of ston sewers in 
the local improvements, where required, as a charge to 
the Corporation; and 

2. THAT Council approve the inclusion of ornamental stre~t 
lights in local improvements involving streets 46 feet 
in width, as a charge to the Corporation; and 

3. THAT Council affirm the frontage taxes shown herein, and 
instruct that a by.:..law to amend Burnaby Local Improvel)lent 
Cha:rges By-law 1976, By-law No. 6828, be brought down; and 

4. THAT Council adopt the Section 601 report attached; and 

5. THAT Council instruct the Municipal Clerk to initiate< the 
program as approved. 

BM:gw 
Attach. 

cc: Municipal Clerk 
Municipal Engineer 
Municipal Solicitor 
Director of Planning 

t~ MA ..1.u::C' 
MUN{c':i:p.Af: ?]fWURER 

lG7 

-----~----·----.... -,...._ . .,.,,,.~ ..... ,.~·····--....... -......... --..... ,. __ ........ ,.,.~ ... ,,,.~,., ....... _, ... _,.,~ ..... , . ., .. , . ..,.., .... _,. ..... ~, .... ___ ,_., ......... _,..,_..,. ... _,.. __ .., ... ___ .......... ~ ..... ,.., ............ _ .. , .. 



. THE ·coRroRATION. 6F. THE DISTRICT OF BURNABY 

LOCAL IMPROVEMENT cos~; REPOR~·~ SECTION 60~~- MUNICIPAL ACT 

Taxable Actual Owners' Frontage Project Length Foot Foot Estimated Estima,t;ed Tax No. Location of Work in Feet Frontage Frontage Cost Cost Rate 
$ $ $ 

28 1 pavement with curbs and gutters 
r 

on both sides and trees as reguired 

77-021 Strathearn Avenue from Portland 
Street to Carson Street 770 1,227.39 1,3ho.89 47,740 28,770 3.l7 77-022 Kitchener Street from Carleton 
Avenue to Madison Avenue 725 1,396.93 1,430.98 44,950 32,744 3.17 77-023 Fairlawn Drive from Brentlawn Drive 
to lane south of Brentlawn Drive. 150. 61.00 248.14 9,300 1,430 3.17 77-025 McKee Street from Strathearn 
Avenue to Edson Avenue 700 . · 1,039.46 1,288.35 43,400 24,365 3.17 77-028 Carson Street from Strathearn 
Avenue to E.P.L. Lot 7, Block 33 

77-029 Jubilee Avenue from Imperial Street 
390 539.48 706.85 24,18o 12,645 3.17 

to Irmin Street 2,210 3,425.96 3,964.70 137,020 80,3-'.)4 3.17 77-031 Thurston Street from Smith Avenue 
to cul-de-sac at Boundary Road 810 1,401.69 1,607.81 50.220 32.856 3.J.? 

5,755 2,091.91 10,587.72 356,810 2l3.ll4 

28' pavement with curbs and ~utters 
o~ both sides, storm sewers and 
trees as reguirea 

n s 
0 > 

-, 
m 77~024 c:: 2 s Fifteenth Avenue from First Street z > 460 1,078.40. 38,520 25,276 C": Cl north to cul-de-sac 1,003.99 3.17 r- m 77-026 Union Street from Alpha Avenue 

s = 
m Ct: to Beta A venue · ·" 600 1-,187.94 r,188.27 ' 61:~200 27,845 3.1.7 m = 77-027 Rugby Street from Canada Way to -l m 
z ~ cul-de-sac south of Canada Way 1,000 1,855,51 2,030.96 100,400 43,493 3.17 - C 

::::; 
-'I 

--' z 
,.:i 

~ ..._; 
ro 
0 

?--- _. 
..--.-& -- _. 

GO G"l -~ ---i 



Project 
No. 

77-030 

77-032 

77-033 

77-034 

77-035 

77-036 

77-038 

77-041 

77-044 

77-037 

Location of Work 

28 1 pavement with curbs and gutters 
on both sides, storm sewers and 
trees as required (cont'd) 

Martin Street from Noel Drive to 
Pritchard Avenue 
Grant Street from Kensington Avenue 
east to E.P.L of Lot 206 
Brandon Street from Inman Avenue 
to Smith Avenue 

28 1 pavement with 5' curbwalks both 
sides and trees as required 

Fairlawn Drive from Mid.lawn Drive 
to Brentlawn Drive 
Pritchard Avenue from Casewell 
Street to cul-de-sac 
First Street from Nineteenth Avenue 
to Wedgewood Street 
Grove Avenue from Frances Street' 
to Curtis Street 
Manor Street from Westminster 
Avenue to Douglas Road 
:rardwick Street from Royal Oak 
Avenue to Douglas Road 

28 1 pavement with 5' curbwalks 
both sides, storm sewers and trees 
as required 

Brandon Street from Inman Avenue 
to Patterson.Avenue 

. Length 
in Feet 

280 

580 

890 

3,810. 

300 

240 

340 

1,350 

2,500 

500 

Tax.able 
Foot 

·Frontage 

470.04 

1,146.52. 

1,194.30 

6,932.71 

133-39 

582.70 

588.37 

1,660.56 

4,477.54 

~,760.82 

10,203.38 

Actual 
Foot 

Frontage 

470.77 

1,146.52 

1,784.77 

7,625.28 

475.65 

641.77 

657.20 

2,304.24 

4,584.01 

3,280.38 

11,943.25 

991.33 

Estimated 
Cost 
$ 

28,560 

59,160 

90,78o 

378,620 

21,000 

16,8oo 

23,800 

9~,500 

175,000 

~19,000 

~50,100 

55,000 

Owners' 
Estimated 

Cost 
$ 

ll,01.8 

26,875 

27,994 

162.503 

3,487 

1.5,232 

117,043 

266,717 

19,777 

Frontage 
Tax 

Rate 
$ 

3.17 

3.17 

3.17 

3.54 

3.54 

3.54 

3.54 
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.Taxable Actual Owners' Frontage .. 
Project Length Foot Foot Estimated Estimated Tax . No. Location of Work in Feet Frontage Frontage Cost Cost Rate 

$ $ $ 

23 1 pavement with 5' curl)walks 
both sides, storm sewers and trees 
as reguired · 

77-039 Georgia Street from Willillgdon 
Avenue to Delta Avenue 2,570 4,778.40 4,752.90 202,300 l24,907 3 eel. • .,,;-+ 77-040 MacDonald Avenue from Kincaid 
Street to Fir Street 1,260 1,501.21 2,057.90 140,200 39,241 3.54 77-042 Dominion Street from Westminster 
A venue to Douglas Road 2,590 4,849.30 4,987.04 242,100 126,761 3.54 77-043 Norfolk Street from Westminster 
Avenue to Douglas Road 2,650 4,806.38 5,093-98 248,900 125,639 3 .,,, . ., ... 77-045 Royal Oak Avenue from Laurel 
Street to Manor Street 1,250 1,043.23 1.945.63 1372500 27.270 3 c:;1-•..I~ 

10,820 17,735.09 19%828.78 1.026,000 463.595 

28 1 pavement with curb and gutter 
one side, 5' curbwalk other side, 
storm eewers and trees as reguired 

77-047 MacDonald Avenue from William Street 
568°.69 to Kitchener Street - curb west side,C-WS 423.19 9,920 3.1.7 curbwalk ea.st side CW-ES 600 264.oo 594.oo 63,600 6,901 3 eel, -..J~ 77-048 Kincaid Street from MacDonald 

I 
C, s 
0 J> rn Avenue to E.P.L of Lot 39 - = z s curb north side, curbwalk C-NS 482.32 623.48 ll,3o6 3.17 z ;:::,, 
n 0 south side cw-ss· 640 517.56 601.56 67,44o 1.3,529 3.5u r-- m 

:::. 77-049 Laurel Street from Royal Avenue s c;i m to Douglas Road.~ ~tu;'b n9rth C-NS .l,421.48 1.,568.13 33,319 3.17 m ::::: • j .. ~ ~· ·., ,. , ..... 

:j m side_, curbwalk wouth side CW-SS 1,640 }-, 41+5 .44 . h_6l8.94 1732249_ 17-78_~ 3.54 z -:I 
0 

C = 
2,88q_ ~553.99 5.,J74.8o 304,280 112.759 

-l 
z 

<":) 0 ....... 
C 

0 _, 
~ 

-1 
__, 
en _, 

0 ~-......! 



.... 

)Taxab1e. Actual. Owners' Frontage 
Project Length : 'Foot .. ·Foot Estimated Estimated Te.z 

No. Location of Work in Feet'. Frontage Frontage Cost Cost Rate 
$ $ ~--

36 1 pavement with 5' curbwalk. 
both sides, storm sewers and 
trees as required 

77-046 Bond Street from Sussex Avenue to 
Els om A venue 760 1,057.71 . 1,367.64 83,200 27,649 3.54 

77-050 Burke Street from Boundary Road 
to Smith Avenue 790 1:,068~87 1,438.65 93,220 27,940 '.2 ,:I, 

-1-.J'+ 

77-051 Burke Street from Smith Avenue 
to Inman A venue ~- 1,260.54 1,730.86 l.05z020 32,950 3 c!, - _J"T 

2,440, ,·J,387.12 4,537.15 281,44o 88.539 

36 1 pavement with curbs and gutters 
both sides and trees as required 

77-053 Westminster Avenue from Canada Way 
to Manor Street 950 711.51 1,559.34 66,500 16,678 3.17 

77-054 Rumble Street from Roslyn Avenue 
to McPherson Avenue - flare to 
46 1 at Roslyn Avenue 580 1,332~63 li..332.18 40,600 31,23'[ 3-l7 

l,530 ?;044.14 ~.891.52 107.1.0Q 47,912 

36• pavement with 5' curbwalks I C'7 ~ 
both sides and trees as required Q l:> ;; 

C: z ~ z ~ 

77-052 :lumphries Avenue from Edmonds Street ~ c:, 
.. r- m 

to Sixteenth Avenue 1,090 ;i.,018.48 1_;_7_'f_O_. 66 97,800 26,t::23 3 .. 54 :!: --m c,; 
m ~ 

f'l~ri~g. to 42; 36• pavement at 
~ m 
2 c 

;{astings intersection withcurbwalks :::: == 
both sides and trees as required • 

~ 

z ?..!) 
0 

---.i -

from 9.astings 77-055 Grove Avenue Street :::; 

to Frances Street 663.26 .31-~00 !_4,460 3.54 0 .,_. 
-J 

_. 
m -~.......:: .,_. 



~,,,,,._ •••-•ueo,-,,;,..,-,-,~~-•-•-~•• .. ~--•-• •• • -,_ • ••-

•: . ·-

·-•-•Tii~ble Actual Owners' Frontage Project Length- ?Foot _-.- Foo¼; ~s-t;hnated Est:imated. T--a.x No. Location of-Work · - in Feet -Frorite.ge Frontage Cost Cost Rate 
$ $ $ 

46 1 p'l.vement with curbs and gutters 
both sides, ornamental street 
lightin~ and trees as reguired 

77-056 Dawson Street from Willingdon Avenue 
to Beta A venue 1,240 1,724.20 2,338.48 124,ooo 40,415 3.17 77-062 Rumble Street from Royal Oak Avenue 
to Roslyn Avenue _580 ;i-,069.32 1,148.55 58,000 2c o'r .I' 0") 3.1.7 

1,820 2,793.52 3,487.03 182.000 65.48o 

46 1 pavement with curbs and gutters 
both sides, ornamental street lighting, 
storm sewers and trees as reguired 

77-057 Juneau Street from Rosser Avenue to 
Willingdon Avenue 600 1,083.86 1,132.83 84,ooo 28,332 3.17 77-058 Still Creek Avenue from Gilmore 
Avenue to W.P.L of Lot 2 1,350 2,317.83 2,461.10 297,200 60,588 3.17 77-059 Goring Street from Douglas Road 

2,476.91 to Holdom Avenue 1,370 2,747.85 242,320 64, 74.5 3.17 77-060 Eighteenth Street from Fourteenth 

I 
Avenue to Tenth Avenue 1,660 · 2,312.80 3,298.82 225,200 6o,457 3.17 77-061 Madison Avenue from Lougheed ~ighway 

C": s -; to cul-de-sac south of Dawson Street 1,290 1,566.09 ~.439.34 209,640 40.938 3.17 0 > - m 
z s 2 J> 

6,27Q 9,757.49 12,079,9h 1,058,360 255,o6l C"l ::, 
~ m 
s ::c 

46 1 m er. ~ pavement with curbs and .. gutters 
m :.i both.sides, 5,5' abutting walks ~ m 
2 ~ 

C both sides, ornamental street lighting, :::, :c storm sewers and trees as reguired -i 
z 

'? 0 77-o63 '-! Rosser Avenue from Lougheed 9ighway 
C"'J 

to center line of Juneau Street 990. 1,188;33 1,698.34 148,880 3l,o63 3.54 a 

!--'- G\ _, 
-..] -:-,0. ---: 

N, 



Actual Owners' Frontage 
Project Foot Estimated Estimated Tax 

No. Location of Work Front~e Cost Cost Rate 
$ $ $ 

46 1 pavement with curbs and gutters 
both sides, 5. 5' abutting walk on 
one side, ornamental street lighting, 
storm sewers and trees as reguired 

77-o64 Springer Avenue from Douglas Road 
to Lougheed Highway - abutting walk ws . 537 .86 604.87 12,o07 3-l7 
east side ES 650 661.18 641.27 942500 17,283 3.54 

650 ;i.,129.04 1,246.14 94,500 29,890 

4, seEarated sidewalks 

77-065 Ingleton Avenue from Oxford Street 
to Cambridge Street - west side 265 l00.00 lOO;OO 5,565 1,413 1.91. 

77-066 Rumble Street from Royal Oak Avenue 
to.McPherson Avenue - south side 1,230' 1,170.50 1,170.05 25,830 16,539 1.91 

77-067 Brandon Street from W.P.L. of Lot 12, 
Blk "C" to Smith Avenue - north side 530 402.40 468.50 ll,130 5~686 1..91 

77-068 Jubilee Avenue from lane south of 
Victory Street to Irmin Street -
east side 790 ·. 541.60 701..20 16,590 7,653 1.91 

77-068 Jubilee Avenue from Irmin Street 
to Watling Street - west side 260 141.78 244.30 5,460 2,003 l.91 ~ 

77-069 Uneion Street from Alpha Avenue 
to Beta Avenue - south side 600 594.oo 594.oo 12,6oo 8,393 1.91 0 ~ -I C :::::, m 

77-070 Westminster Avenue from lane north C: 2 s 
of Canada Way to Manor Street -

2 :::> 
0 C 

east side _ 450 145.51 582.10 9,45~ 2,056 1 01 r- m ~·~- ~ = 
' ' ·- •y m en 

, 4;125 J2860.15 86,625 ~3.74~ 
m = ::::! m 
2 -::I 

0 C = --f 
--' 2 
l::J 0 
'-! 
n ,.... 0 
--' 

--.l 
e,.., en ~ -...J 



Project 
No. 

77-071 

Location of Work 

Curb one side only 

Charles Street - Lots 251 and 252, 
D.L. 129, Plan 28668 - north.side 

TOTAL COST 

Estimated lifetime of works: 
Number of years of levy: 

20.years 
15 years 

132·· 

49 142·. 
re 2 

131.99 

73,686~14 

Actual 
Foot 

Frontage 

131.99 

87,926.0J. 

.. 
- _,c_ • - • ••• ~ 

Estimated 
Cost 
$ 

2,700 

4,6o6,415 

Owners' 
Estimated 

Cost 
$ 

l,865 

1.823,327 

Frontage 
Tax 

Rate 

LOO 
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