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THE CORPORATION OF THE DISTRICT OF BURNABY 

HIS WORSHIP, THE REEVE AND· 
MEMBERS OF THE COUNCIL: 

Gentlemen: 

May 6, 1966 

REPORT OF TRAFFIC SAFETY COMMITTEE 

Your Committee would report ~s follows: 

(1) Bus Stop - Smith Avenue at Warren Street. 

The B. c. Hydro & Power Authority has written to 
request that the existing southbound bus stop on Smith Avenue near­
side Warren Street be relocated to a position farside Gilpin Street. 

The Authority indicates this adjustment is con­
sidered necessary because: 

(a) Gilpin Street is now constructed through to Smith 
Avenue from the east; 

(b) the relocation of the stop will equalize spacing in 
the southbound direction, which is the aim of its 
Selective Stop pattern. 

Your Committee is satisfied with the proposed bus 
stop relocation and would therefore recommend that it be approved. 

(2) Moscrop Street adjacent to Wesburn Park. 

Your Committee was informed that Council, on March 
21st, did not adopt our recommendation to cancel the 20 m.p.h. 
srqed limit on both Moscrop Street and Patterson Avenue adjacent 
to Wesburn Park. 

We are prepared to concede that the action taken 
by Council with respect to Patterson Avenue is perhaps acceptable 
because traffic approaching Moscrop Street from the south is likely 
not going to be travelling much more than 20 - 25 m.p.h. because 
it has to stop at Moscrop Street, and it will therefore not be 
restricted to any great extent by the retention of the 20 m.p.h.­
zone. 

However, regarding Moscrop Street adjacent to 
Wesburn Park, we feel that a 20 m.p.h. speed limit is entirely 
unwarranted for the following reasons: 

(a) Moscrop Street is now a major road; 
·• 

(b) it is unfair to expect total compliance with this speed 
limit because ·motorists will not be anticipating such a 
restriction when travelling on a major road; 

(c) the purpose of a major road is to facilitate the flow of 
traffic and therefore any speed limit lees than 3"trrii:p.h. 
san only make for a h1nd~ance to motorists; 

(d) no parking is allowed on the park side of Moscrop Street 
so there would be no obstructions in the event children 
ran out of ~he park onto Moscrop Street; 
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(e) the pattern being followed by motorists travelling in 

( f) 

(g) 

an east-west direction through the general aroa is along 
41st AVenue in Vancouver to Joyce Road and then to 
Boundary Road, entering Burnaby on Moscrop Street; 

as mentioned in a report, dated March 3, 1966, concerning 
Willingdon Avenue and Moscrop Street, it is expected 
Moscrop Street will carry a great volume of detoured 
traffic when Grandview-Douglas Highway is being improved 
this summer; 

if there be any fear regarding children being protected 
when leaving Wesburn Park on the Moscrop Street side of 
it, the Parks and Recreation Commission could be asked 
to consider the construction of a fence along that side. 

In view of the foregoing reasons, your Committee would reaffirm its 
previous recommendation with respect to Moscrop Street adjacent to 
V/esburn Park and would thereby urge that Council cancel the 20 m.p.h. 
speed limit thore. 

(3) 14th Avenue from Kingsway eastward. 

In January of this year, your Committee reported on 
a request for a parking prohibition on 14th Avenue from Kingsway 
to the north-easterly limit of the Burnaby Hotel property. 

It waa claimed by the person making the request 
that many of the guests of the Hotel park on this portion of 14th 
Avenue and frequently cause minor damage to their vehicles and 
others because of their lack of sobriety. It was also contended 
that the presence of the parked vehicles is not only an inconvenience 
for those either residing on the street, or having business there, 
but it is difficult for vehicular traffic to travel safely on the 
street because of the multitude of parked cars. 

Investigation at that time revealed that the .sub­
ject portion of 14th Avenue is siBned as a parallel parking zone. 
It was felt that, if this regulation is adhered to, there should 
be no inconvenience to moving traffic on 14th Avenue. Moreover, 
we indicated that if there is a violation of this regulation, then 
it is a question of enforcement by the R.C,M.P,, a matter which we 
were assured would be given attention. 

Your Committee was asked by the same person to review 
the situation described earlier because it was claimed the patrons 
of the Hotel are still causing inconvenience to the moving traffic 
on 14th Avenue and to certain property owners in the area due to 
their parking habits there. 

Your Committee reconsidered its past position on 
the matter and the following points were developed: 

(a) a parking prohibition on 14th Avenue would only worsen 
the situation because those parking there now would obviously 
seek other locations, which would likely cause inconvenience 
to other people; 

(b) if there is a problem of people parking on private property 
without the permission of the owner, there is recourse at 
law whereby the owner can have the vehicle towed away. A 
problem of this sort is not one that the municipality it­
self can remedy. 
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We would therefore recommend that Council reaffirm 
its previous decision to take no action with respect to the im­
position of a parking prohibition on the portion of 14th Avenue 
in question. 

We would point out that enforcement of the parallel 
parking regulation on the street is being carried out by the R.C.M.P. 
and this should ovorcome to a large extont the alleged problem in 
the area. 

(4) Parker-Curtis Street at both Springer Avenue and Holdom Avenue. 

Your Committee received a recommendation from a 
Coroner's Jury to review the traffic situation on tho Parker-Curtis 
Stroot route to Simon Fraser University with a view to instituting 
whatever traffic measures may be deemed necessary, particularly at 
Springer Avenue and at Holdom Avenue. 

We have boon assured by the Engineering Department 
that University-oriented traffic volumes and patterns are being 
kept under surveillance and, when warranted, traffic control measures 
will be recommended immediately at appropriato locations. 

During the investigation which resulted from the 
recommendation of the Coroner's Jury, it was noted that the inter­
section of Parker Street and Delta Avenue had an accident potential 
in the form of a view obstruction at the south-west corner. This 
obstruction consists of parked vehicles on the south side of Parker 
street from Delta Avenue west. As Delta Avenue is steep approaching 
Parker Street from tho South, it is almost impossible for north­
bound Delta Avenue traffic to see eastbound Parker Street traffic 
when approaching the int~rsection. 

To overcome this problem, we would recommend that 
a "No Parking Anytime" prohibition be instituted on tho south side 
of Parker Street from Delta Avenue to a point 120 feet west of Delta 
Avenue in order to provide better vision for northbound D3lta Avenue 
traffic and eastbound Parker Street traffic approaching the inter­
section. 

(5) Bus Stop in front of 5179 Rumble Street. 

Your Committee reported to Council last January on 
a request to relocate the above mentioned bus stop. 

We advised then that the B. c. Hydro & Power Authority 
indicated that, from a transit service standpoint, it would prefer 
that the stop remain because it is in a position where it best serves 
the people in the aroa. Tho Authority added that, if tho stop was 
moved, this would not only inconvenience transit patrons but it 
would likoly disturb the merchants in the area of the new stop position. 

~ We also provided the views of the Engineering Depart­
ment on the matter, which were that the Department always attempts 
to place bus stops at far~ide locations and boars in mind tho ques­
tions of patron pick-up and safety. All of these factors pertain at 
the subject location. 

Your Committee concurred with tho views expressed by 
toth the Authority and the Engineering Department and therefore 
recommended that the request not be entertained. 

The person making the request again wrote to your 
C:ommittee and suggested his reasons for the request were not thoroughly 
considered. 
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The ~oints made in his orieinal submission, and his 
last ono, wore as follows: 

(a) tho bus stop restricts regular and transiont customers 
from conveniently parking in front of his store, and it 
theroforo makes for very poor accessibility to his store; 

(b) its presence doos not permit a loading zone in front of 
the store; 

(c) the bus obstructs the vinw of motorists exiting from the 
Gas Station to tho East; 

(d) customers complain about tho bus stop and this adversely 
affects relations with tho public; 

(o) during inclement weather, his store acts as a shelter and 
people congest his doorway; 

(f) the presence of the bus stop increases pilfering in the 
store; 

(g) school students waiting for tho bus crowd customers seeking 
access to the store; 

(h) the conduct of some of these students is'unbearable to 
customers; 

(i). no problem would be created if the bus stop was moved 100 
yards or so away from its present position. 

An investigation was conducted and tho following 
points aro made as a result: 

(a) The local businesses in the area wore contacted and asked 
if they felt the removal of tho bus stop would have any 
effect on them. A few of them were not certain, but most 
felt it would have some detrimental offoct if their cus­
tomers were compelled to walk an extra block. This contact 
was tho first indication any had had that a request had 
been made for the relocation of the bus stop. 

(b) The view obstruction caused by tho presence of tho bus is 
very minor. The only people who could claim there was 
such an obstruction would be the exiting customers from 
the service station next door. This could only occur for 
about 30 seconds every 20 minutes, which is when the bus 
is at the stop. If the bus stop was not there, any vehicle 
could park in the area of the existing stop and create the 
same view problem, only this could bo for a longer duration 
than that caused by the bus. 

(c) The positioning of the present bus stop was dosignod to 
most adequately serve patrons. Many of those people come 
from the north-cast quadrant of tho intersection and they 
would obviously be discommoded if tho bus stop was re­
located to a position further wost or south. 

(d) Tho B. C. Hydro & Power Authority advises that the bus 
accepts botwoen 12 and 15 students por day at tho stop, which 
means that there are still a great number of others who may 
frequent the area and tho storo. The relocation of tho bus 
stop will only slightly minimize this situation regarding 
people congesting the area of the doorway to tho store. 
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(o) The bus stop is no diff0r0nt than many other farsido bus 
stops which, as Council is nwaro, is the policy with 
respoct to th0 establishment of bus·stops. Though it :l.s 
true that tho presence of the bus atop deprives customers 
from parking right in front of tho stor0, this situation 
obtains at virtually all bus stops in commercial areas, 

Though the above five points do not chronologically 
answer tho nine made by tho person concerned about tho bus stop, 
they do cover every one that lie within our scope. 

In conclusion, your Committee would recommend that 
tho previous decision of Council to not r0locato the bus stop in 
front of 5179 Rumble Street be r0affirmed. 

(6) south Side of Edmonds Stroot from Grandview-Douglas Highway 
Wost. 

For some time now, tho municipality has boon ex­
periencing a traffic congestion problem for eastbound traffic on 
Edmonds Street approaching Grandview-Douglas Highway. This con­
gestion is caused by vehicles parking on the south side of Edmonds 
Str0et west from Grandview-Douglas Highway, a situation which con­
stricts the amount of roadway available for moving traffic. With 
the heavy loft-turning movement at the intersection, through and 
right-turning Edmonds Stroot traffic approaching Grandview-Douglas 
Hishway quite frequently is unable to procoed along the curb lane 
bocause of parked vehicles there. This problem is naturally more 
sorious·during rush hours. 

As Council is aware, the south side of Edmonds 
Street from Grandview-Douglas Highway west borders Edmonds Street 
School. Thora is no demand for on-street parking because none of 
the school buildings face Edmonds Street. 

In order to improve the situation, your Committee 
would recommend that a "No Parking Anytime" prohibition be instituted 
on the south side of Edmonds Street from Grandview-Douglas Highway 
to the western perimeter of the Edmonds Street School grounds. 

(7) Sussex Avenue north from Kingsway. 

In the early part of March, your Committee reported 
on a request for a parking prohibition on tho west side of Sussex 
Avenue north from Kingsway. 

It was submitted to your Committee that, because 
p8rking is presently allowed at that location, thoro is a problem 
of congestion for southbound traffic on Sussex Avenue turning west 
onto Kingsway. 

Your Committee rocommendod against tho institution 
of a parking prohibition because investigation rovoaled there was 
no justification for one. 

Council, however, folt that the matter should be 
reviewed. 

This was done and, as a result, we would make the 
following points: 

(a) The first six commerciul establishments on the north side 
of Kingsway wost from Sussex Avonue do not enjoy any cus­
tomer parking in front of their promises because of a bus 
zone. Any parking restriction on the wost sido of Sussex 
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