
T H E  C O R P O R A T I O N  OP T H E  D I S T R I C T  OF BTJRNABY

IIIS'WORSHIP, T H E  REEVE, A N D
M E M B E R S  OF T H E  COUNCIL: July 14, 1967

Gentlemen:

R E P O R T  OF T H E  TRAFFIC SAFETY CO M M I T T E E

Y o u r  C o m mittee w o u l d  r e p o r t  as follows:

(1) 1 8 t h  Ave n u e  and 2nd Street

We r e c e i v e d  a r e q u e s t  for an inv e s t i g a t i o n  of the traffic s i t 
u a t i o n  at the above i n t e r s e c t i o n  wi’th a view to i m p lementing 
measures that w o u l d  mak e  it safer for b o t h  p e d e s t r i a n  and 
v e h icular m o v e m e n t s  there.

The l o c a t i o n  is a d j a c e n t  to R o b e r t  B u r n a b y  Park and, of course, 
there has b e e n  a sub s t a n t i a l  increase in traffic movements in the 
area d u r i n g  the summer. V o lumes are, however, sporadic.

Notwithstanding, the p a t t e r n  and volume of traffic do not w a rrant 
the i n s t a l l a t i o n  of traffic control devices. Moreover, there have 
b e e n  r e l a t i v e l y  few a c c idents at the inters e c t i o n  which, in itself, 
suggests there is no  need for any control.

There is a slig h t  v i e w  o b s t r u c t i o n  at one corn e r  but it is not 
serious e n o u g h  to w a r r a n t  any action.

R e f erence was made in the let t e r  w h i c h  we  r e c e i v e d  to the lack 
of sidewalks in the area.

You r  C o m mittee is p l e a s e d  to r e p o r t  that, ^  a r e s u l t  of a recent 
successful C o uncil initiation, sidewalks are to be c o n s tructed on 
both sides of 2nd S t r e e t  b e t w e e n  1 7 t h  Avenue and W e d g e w o o d  Street. 
18 t h  Avenue lies b e t w e e n  1 7 t h  Avenue and W e d g e w o o d  Street.

In conclusion, we w o u l d  r e c o m m e n d  ag a i n s t  as y  .action to instal 
traffic control devices at 18 t h  Aven u e  and 2nd Street; however, 
we would s u g g e s t  that the R.C.M.P. be r e q u e s t e d  to mak e  more 
patrols in the area d u r i n g  the times whe n  traffic volumes can be 
expected to be heavy.

(2) R o y  street

We received a r e q u e s t  for a p a r k i n g  p r o h i b i t i o n  on R o y  Street 
beside the p roperties owned by  two companies there.

Roy Street is a d e a d - e n d  g r a velled road on a 33 foot right-of-way. 
The Great N o r t h e r n  R a i l w a y  r i g h t - o f Tw a y  abuts the s o u t h  side of 
the Street and a num b e r  of indus t r i a l  d e v elopments lie on the 
n orth side.

Up o n  investigation, it was found that the south side of the road 
allowanco was b e i n g  fully occupied by  not only parked vehicles but 
by  material f r o m  one of the firms in  the area.

In order to relieve the c o n g e s t i o n  p r o b l e m  b e i n g  encountered by 
three of the industries on R o y  Street, instructions were issued 
to the company that was u s i n g  the road allowance for the storage 
of m a t erials to remove suc h  m a t erials f r o m  the right-of-way.

Signs were also erected p r o h i b i t i n g  p a r k i n g  a l o n g  the south side 
of Roy Street in those sections where diffi c u l t y  was b e i n g  e x p e r 
ienced by  truck traffic a t t e m p t i n g  to leavo and enter the street 
f r o m  the various i ndustrial properties.
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T3E CORPORATION OF THE DISTRICT OF BURNABY 

HIS WOR3hIP, TJD REEVE, AJll"D 
MEr.!BI::RS OF THE COlJNCIL: 

Gentlemen: 

REPORT OF THE TRAFnc SAFETY COMMITTEE 

Your Committee would report as follows: 

(1) 18th Avenue and 2nd Street 

July 14, 1967 

'fie received a request for an investigation of the traffic sit
uation at the above intersection wfth a viel'I to implementing 
measures that ,/Ould make it safer fo1• both pedestrian and 
vehicular movements there, 

The location is adjacent to Robert Burnaby Park and, of course, 
there has been a substantial increase in traffic movements in the 
ai•ea during the summer. Volumes are, however, sporadic, 

Notv1i ths tanding, the· pattern and volume of traffic do not warrant 
the installation of traffic control devices. Moreover, there have 
been relatively few accidents at the intersection which, in itself, 
suggests there is no need for any control. 

There is a sli[lht view obstruction at one corner but it is not 
serious enou[lh to warrant any action, 

Reference vias made in the letter v1hich we received to the lack 
of sidewal\{S in the area. 

Your Committee is pleased to report that, ::a a result of a recent 
successful Council initiation, sidewalks are to be constructed on 
both sides of 2nd Street between 17th Avenue and \'/ed13ewood Street. 
18th Avenue lies between 17th Avenue and Wedgewood Street. 

In conclusion, we would recommend aeainst a-1 y .action to instal 
traffic control devices at 18th Avenue and 2nd Street; hov,ever, 
,;1e would sucmest that tho R.C,M,P, be requested to make more 
patrols in the area during the times when traffic volumes can be 
expected to be heavy. 

(2) Roy Street 

We received a request for a parking prohibition on Roy Street 
beside the properties o,med by two companies there, 

Roy Street is a dead-end gravelled road on a 33 foot right-of-r;ay. 
The Great Northern Railv1ay right-of-:-way a:buts the south side of 
the Street and a number of industrial developments lie on the 
north side, 

Upon investigation, it was found that the south side of the road 
allov111ncc was being fully occupied by not only parked vehicles but 
by material from one of the firms in the area. 

In order to relieve the congestion problem being encountered by 
three of the industries on Roy Street, instructions were issued 
to the company that 1·1£ls using the road allowance for the storac;e 
of materials to remove such materials from the right-of-way. 

Signs 1wre also erected prohibiting parking along the south side 
of Roy Streot in those sections where difficulty ,1as being exper
ienced by truck traffic attempting to leavJ and enter the street 
from the various industrial properties, 
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V.'o w o u l d  r e c o m m e n d  r a t i f i c a t i o n  o f  the a c t i o n  taken r e s p e c t i n g  
the p a r k i n g  p r o h i b i t i o n  and the O r d e r  to the c o m p a n y  a l l u d e d  to 
above w h i c h  v:as s t o r i n g  m a t e r i a l  o n  the street.

(g) W i l l i n g d o n  A v e n u e  a n d  V i c t o r y  Street

A complaint v;as received concerning a view obstruction at t he 
captioned intersection.
?To t r a f f i c  c o ntrol de v i c e s  are in p l a c e  at t his i n t e r s e c t i o n  and 
a c c i d e n t  r e c o r d s  d i s c l o s e  th a t  there hav e  b e e n  v e r y  f e w  ove r  the 
p a s t  f e w  years.

There is somewhat of a view' problem at the southerly corners of 
the intersection.

At the southeast oorner, there is some bush on the boulevard.
This will be removed by the Municipality.

The other corner (the southv/est one) has a thick growth of bush 
on tho private property but it does not create much of a problem 
and does not warrant any acy action to have it removed.

A.part from the removal of the bush at the southeast corner of 
V/illingdon Avenue and Victory Street, we would recommend that 
no other action be taken with respect to the complaint because, 
like many other minor residential uncontrolled intersections, 
they should be approached with a certain degree of caution by  
motorists.

(4? 5900 Block Beresford street

A request was received for a parking prohibition in the 5900 
Block Beresford Street because of the congestion caused by park
ed vehicles.

The portion of'Beresford Street from Gilley Avenue west to the 
end of the cul-de-sac is a gravelled road within a 33 foot 
right-of-way. Parking is allowed on both sides of the street, 
except for short sections on the north side where restrictions 
wore instituted opposite private crossings in order to facilitate 
tho maneuvering of large vehicles. In the remaining parts of 
Beresford Street where vehicles are allowed to park on both sides, 
moving traffic is restricted to a single lane which sometimes 
causes congestion as a result.

We feel the condition warrants ’treatment and would therefore 
recommend that a "No Parking Anytime" prohibition be instituted 
on the north side of Beresford Street from Pilley Avenue west 
to the end of the cul-de-sac.
We would also recommend that an identical prohibition be instituted 
on the south side of the Street from the cui-de-sac easterly a 
distance of approximately 100 feet.

(5) Beresford Street from Mission Avenue to Gilley Avenue

Our attention was drawn to a parking problem on the north side 
of the above portion of Beresford Street.

Investigation revealed that there is a concentrated parking 
condition on that portion of Beresford Street between Hedley 
Avenue and Mission Avenue. Although this parking does not impede
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r/c would rccomr.1cnd ratificatio!l of the action taken respecting 
tho par:dnc prohibition and tho Order to the company alluded to 
above v:hlch v:as storing material on the street, 

(3) :'ilillinr;don /\venue and Victory Street 

A complaint v;as received concerning a view obstruction at the 
captioned intersection. 

!To traffic control devices are in 'Olace at this intersection and 
accident records disclose that there have been very fev: over the 
past fev: ~rears • 

There is somev1hat of a view problem at the southerly corners of 
tho intersection. 

At the southeast corner, there is some bush on the boulevard. 
This will be removed by the :;;unicipali ty. 

The other corner ( the southv1est one) has a thick grov;th of' bush 
on tho private property but it does not create much of' a problem 
and does not v:arrant any =:,r action to have it removed. 

A:;,art from tho removal of the bush at the southeast corner o:f 
Willingdon .l'cvenue and 'lictory Street, ,:e would recommend that 
no other action be taken ~·:ith respect to the complaint because, 
like r.1any other minor residential uncontrolled intersections, 
they should be approached with a certain degree of caution by 
motorists. 

(4) 5900 Block Beresford Street 

fl. request vias received for a parkinc prohibition in the 5900 
Block Beresford Street because of the congestion caused by park
ed vehicles. 

The portion of·Beresford Street from "illey fl.venue west to the 
end of the cul-de-sac is a gravelled road within a 33 foot 
right-of-way. Parking is allowed on both sides of the street, 
except for short sections on the north side where restrictions 
r10rc instituted opposi to pri vo. to crossings in order to facili to. te 
tho mo.neuverinc; of large vehicles. In the remaining parts of 
Beresford Stroot where vehicles are allowed to park on both sides, 
movine; traffic is restricted to a single lane which sometimes 
causes congestion as a result. 

\'le feel the condition warrants · tr,,atment and would therefore 
reco1mnend tho.t a "No Parking Anytime" prohibition be instituted 
on the north side of Beresford Street from rilley Avenue v1est 
to the end of the cul-de-sac. 

We \·1ould also recommend that an identical prohibition be instituted 
on tho south side of the Street from the cui-de-sac easterly a 
distance of approximately 100 feet. 

(5) Beresford Stroot from l!ission Avenue to Gilley /\venue 

Our attention vias dravm to a parking problem on the no1•th side 
of the above portion of Beresford Street. 

Investigation revealed that there is a concentrated parking 
condition on that portion of Beresford Street between Hedley 
,'.venue and Missi'on fl.venue. 11.1 thou3h this parking does not impede 
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m o v i n g  traffic on Be r e s f o r d  Street, some of the par k e d  vehicles 
wore thorc illegally. The p r e c i s e  locations were on the south 
b o u l e v a r d  of B e r e s f o r d  Street b e t w e e n  H e d l e y  Avenue and Hawthorne 
Avenue and also on M i s s i o n  Avenue w i t h i n  50 feet of the r a ilway 
t r a c k s .

It was as s u m e d  tha t  t h e s e  vehicles wer e  owned b y  employees of 
■the m a j o r  i n d u s t r i a l  f i r m  in. the area, w i t h  the res u l t  the employee 
p a r k i n g  facil i t i e s  o n  the p r o p e r t y  of the co m p a n y  was inspected.
'He f ound that the ar e a  inte n d e d  for off-s t r e e t  p a r k i n g  at the 
oornor of H a w t h o r n e  A v e n u e  and B e r e s f o r d  Stre e t  was b e i n g  use d  
to the m a x i m u m  b u t  a n o t h e r  ar e a  at the s o u t h  end of Hawthorne 
Avenue, u s u a l l y  h a d  quite a n u m b e r  of vacancies.

Y o u r  C o m m i t t e e  a p p r eciates that the e x i s t i n g  o f f - s t r e e t  p a r k i n g  
facilities of this c o m p a n y  do n o t  p r o v i d e  the capacity for all 
of their employees; n o t w i thstanding, there should still b e  no 
excuse for the viola t i o n s  m e n t i o n e d  above.

The R.C.M.P. r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  on y o u r  Co m m i t t e e  informod us that 
the c ompany invo l v e d  was a p p r o a c h e d  and a d v i s e d  that the p a r k i n g  
v iolations w o u l d  b e  enforced. Periodic pa t r o l s  wore m a d e  b y  the 
R.C.K.P. afterwards ■ a n d  it wae f o u n d  that n o t  once wore there 
any violations.

Y o u r  Co m m i t t e e  co n c l u d e d  that, other than the R.C.M.P. p a t r o l l i n g  
tho area to o b serve violations, there is n o  ne e d  f o r  any f u rther 
a c t i o n  in reg a r d  to the p a r k i n g  s i t u a t i o n  on  tho s u bject p o r t i o n  
of B o r o s f o r d  Street.

Wo  w o u l d  r e c o m m e n d  that C o uncil concur w i t h  this opinion.

(6) Imperial Str e e t  and K a n d y  Avenue

Y o u r  committee has twice, d u r i n g  the p a s t  eight months, s u b m i t 
ted a rep o r t  on 'i. ■ r e q u e s t  for a p a r k i n g  p r o h i b i t i o n  on  tho 
south side of Imperial Street at Mandy Avenue.

Bo t h  times tho C o uncil has ad o p t e d  our re c o m m e n d a t i o n  that no 
action'bo taken on the request.

The f o l l o w i n g  are the reasons that su p p o r t e d  our recommendation:

(a) the p r o b l e m  for the r e s idents on  tho s outh side of 
Imperial Stroet opposite Central Park is not a constant 
one i n a s m u c h  as the Par k  is not use d  too froqu o n t l y  
d u r i n g  the w i n t e r  months.

(b) thou g h  there are no o f f-stroot p a r k i n g  facilities for 
the min i a t u r e  golf course in Central Park, this should 
b e  reme d i e d  s h ortly wit h  tho c o nstruction of a p a r k i n g  
lot adja c e n t  to the g o l f  course; however, it is possible 
that m a n y  patrons of tho go l f  course m i g h t  find it more 
c onvenient to p a r k  on Imperial Street.

(c) all homes on Imperial Streot b e t w e e n  M andy Avenue and 
Joffro Avenue have o ff-stroot p a r k i n g  facilities.

(d) it is expected that, w h e n  C e ntral Park is d e v eloped to 
its optimum, there will bo a great d e m a n d  for p a r k i n g  
on all p e r i m e t e r  streets of the Park because;

(i) only a l i mited amount of off-stroot pa r k i n g  can 
reasonably bo p r o v i d e d  in the Park.

(ii) peoplo w a n t  to p a r k  opposite tho facilities 
they are patronizing.
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moving traffic on Beresford Street, some of the parked vehicles 
\7Cl'O ther0 illegally. The precise locations v1ero on the south 
boulevard of Beresford Street betr1een Hedley ft.venue and Har,thorne 
:.vonuo and also on Mission Avenue within 50 feet of the railway 
tro.cks. 

rt \las assumed that these vehicles were 01·med by employees of 
-the major industrial firm in.the area, with the result the employee 
parkin3 facilities on the property of the company was inspected. 
We found that the area intended for off-street parking at the 
corner of Hawthorne Avenue and Beresford Street v1as being used 
to the maximum but another area at the south end of Hawthorne 
Avenue.usually had quite a number of vacancies. 

Your comr.1ittee appreciates that the existing off-street parking 
facilities of this company do not provide the capacity for all 
of their· employees; notwithstanding, there should still be no 
excuse for the violations mentioned above. 

Tho R.c.n.P. representative on your Conm1ittee informod us that 
the company involved was approached and advised that the parking 
violations would bo enforced. Periodic patrols wore made by tho 
R.C.H.P. afterrrards ·- and it wao found that not once wore thoro 
any violations. 

Your Committoo concluded that, other than tho R.C.M.P. patrolling 
tho area to observe violations, there is no need for ruiy further 
action in rage.rd to the parkins situation on tho subject portion 
of Beresford Street. 

\"lo vrould recommend th:i.t Council concur v:i th this opinion. 

( 6) Imperi'.'.l Stroot ::md ]!.andy Avenue 

Your conm1ittoe hc.s td.co, during the past eight months, submit
iied a. report on · t. -· roques t for a. pnrkins prohibition on tho 
south side of Imperial Stroot at Mandy Avenue. 

Both times tho Council h.'.'.s ndoptod our recommendation that no 
a·ction· bo t.'.'.kon on tho request. 

The follO\·:ing a.re tho ronsons tho. t supported our rocommenda. tion: 

(a) the problem for the residents on the south side of 
Imperi.'.'.l Stroot opposite Central Park is not a constant 
one innsmuch as the Pnrk is not used too frequently 
during the ~-:inter months. 

(b) though there arc no off-s·treot parkinc; fa.cili tics for 
tho mininturc eolf course in Central Po.rlc, this should 
be remedied shortly r,ith tho construction of a parking 
lot o.djaccnt to the f.';Olf course; ho\"levor, it is possible 
that mnny patrons of the golf course might find it more 
convenient to pnrk on Imperial Street, 

( c) o.11 homes on Imporio.l Street betr:oen Mo.nd:; Avenue c.nd 
Joffrc Avenue ho.ve off-street parking fo.cilitios, 

(d) it i_s expected tho.t, uhen Central Park is devolopocl to 
its optimur.i, there rtill bo a grant dcmnnd for parking 
on nll pcrimotor streets of the Park because; 

(i) only Cl limited amount of' off-street parking can 
rccrsonnb]y be provided in the Pnrk. 

(ii) people 1-mnt to po.rk opposi ',;c tho fa.cili ties 
they o.ro patronizing. 
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(o) any p a r k i n g  p r o h i b i t i o n  on tho subject p o r t i o n  of
Imperial Stre e t  w ould o b v iously a p p l y  to those resi d i n g  
there pl u s  any guests that m a y  be  v i s i t i n g  them.

B ecause of the a n t i c i p a t e d  future h e a v y  p a r k i n g  demand m e n t i o n e d  
in (d) above, it was f e l t  any act i o n  taken today wil l  sot a 
p r e c e d e n t  for p a r k i n g  control in the area.

Y o u r  C o m mittee v/as a g a i n  a sked to r e v i e w  tho request. Tho f o l 
l o w i n g  were the points »a d c  in tho s u b m i s s i o n  w h i c h  wo rocoivod:

(a) the r e s idents on the s o u t h  side of Imperial Street in the 
su b j e c t  area should, be c a u s e  of their domicile, have c e r 
tain rights as r e gards tho p a r k i n g  of their vehicles
Ij a c e n t  to t heir properties.

(b) the C i t y  of V a n c o u v e r  h a d  a s i m i l a r  p r o b l e m  o n  streets 
a d j a c e n t  to the P a cific N a t i o n a l  E x h i b i t i o n  grounds 
and r e s o l v e d  it b y  p o s t i n g  signs r e a d i n g  " No  P a r k i n g  
In This B l o c k  E x c e p t  F o r  Residents".

Y o u r  C o m m i t t o o  r e v i e w e d  the n a t t o r  at  han d  in  tho l i g h t  of tho 
l a t e s t  submission.

As re g a r d s  the p o i n t  c o n c e r n i n g  tho s i t u a t i o n  in the C i t y  of 
V ancouver, we f o u n d  that the Cit y  h a d  p l a c e d  tv/o types o f  signs 
g i v i n g  s p ecial p a r k i n g  c o n c essions to p r i v i l e g e d  groups. They 
w e r e :

(i) " P a r k i n g  L i m i t  - 3 h o u r s  8:00a.m. to 6:00p.m., 
e x c e p t  a b u t t i n g  residents".

(ii) " P a r k i n g  f o r  R e s i d e n t s  of 2 8 0 0  B l o c k  P a n d o r a  
S t r e e t  Only".

Vle ’./ore g i v e n  to understand, howevor, that those signs v/ere 
c r o c t o d  in  spite of 3 t r o n g  objections f r o m  the E n g i n e e r i n g  
D e p a r t m e n t  for tho City. In any event, it is our o p inion that 
the e r e c t i o n  of those signs b y  the City does not in itself mak e  
t h e n  justified.

A p a r t  f r o m  that aspect, the reg u l a t i o n s  on  b o t h  b y p e s  of signs 
aro enf o r c e a b l e  only u p o n  complaint b e c a u s e  tho pol i c e  havo no 
r e a d y  w a y  of d i s t i n g u i s h i n g  those w h o  have p a r k i n g  rights and 
those w h o  do not.

In tho case of tho f irst typo of sign, a p e r s o n  has to w a i t  
throe hours befp r o  l o d g i n g  his complaint. The pol i c e  then havo 
to n a r k  the vehicle and w a i t  a n o t h e r  three hours to cnforco tho 
r e g u lation. Since the b a s i c  p r o b l e m  onl y  i n v o l v e d  vehicles 
p a r k i n g  for two or throe hours and n o t  thoso w h o  p a r k e d  all day, 
tho s i g n i n g  h a s  little effoct.

7/ith r o s p e c t  to tho seco n d  typo of sign, guests w ould n o t  b o  
al l o w e d  to p a r k  on tho street b e c a u s e  it is r e s e r v e d  f o r  r e s i d 
ents only. This, v/o are certain, w o u l d  n o t  su i t  thoso o n  Imperial 
c t r c c t  w h o  m a d e  the r e q u e s t  for a p a r k i n g  p r ohibition.

A s i d e  f r o m  the e x c e e d i n g l y  d i f f i c u l t  e n f o r c e m e n t  a spects of the 
typos of s i g n i n g  in tho Cit y  of Vancouver, there are o thor und o s -  
irablo attributes.
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(o) any parking prohibition on tho subject portion of 
Imporia.l Street \":ould obviously a.pply to those residing 
there plus any guests that may be visiting the1?1. 

Bcccrnso of the anticipated future heavy po.rking demand montionod 
in (d) above, it \IO.S felt any a.cl;ion ta.ken today will set a. 
precedent for parking control in tho area.. 

Your committoo r10.s again nskod to review the request. Tho fol
lo\Jing r:orc the points A::\dc in the subr.1ission nhich we rocoi vod: 

(a.) tho residents on the south side of Imperial Street in the 
S'.lbject nroo. should, because of thoir domicile, ho.vo cer
'•'l.in rights a.s regards tho pa.rking of their vehicles 
,lja.cent to their properties. 

(b) the City of Vancouvor had a sinilar problem on streets 
adjacent to the Pacific liational Exhibition grounds 
and rosolvod it by posting signs roa.ding " No Parking 
In This Block sxcopt For Residents". 

Your Cor,i:1ittoo reviewed the natter at hand in tho l~ght of tho 
latest subr:ission. 

As regards the point concerning tho situation in the City of 
Vancouver, \"IO found that the City had plc,ccd two typos of signs 
giving special parking concessions to privileged groups. They 
\":oro: 

(i) "Parking Linit - 3 hours 8:000..1:i. to 6:00p.::1., 
oxc.>pt abutting residents". 

(ii) "Parking :for Residents of 2800 Block Pandora 
Stroot Only". 

Vie \/Oro given to understand, hov1ovor, that those signs \'lore 
erected in spito of stron13 objections fron the Enginoorinc 
Dopartnent for tho City. In any event, it is our opinion that 
tho erection of those si!3TIS by tho City does not in itself nake 
tho:·1 justified. 

ti.pa.rt fror.1 tho.t aspect, the regulations on both bypes of signs 
a.re onforcoo.blo only upon conpla.int bocnuse the police huvo no 
ready wo.y of distin13uishing those who have po.ricing rights and 
those v:ho do not. 

In tho co.so 
throe hours 
to nar!{ tho 
ro~ulation. 
parl~ing for 
tho s i13ning 

of tho first typo of SiG?l, o. person hns to ,-,a.it 
bef9ro. lodging his co~1pla.int. · The police then ho. vo 
vehicle o.nd y,ai t another throe hours to enforce the 
Sinco the be.sic problor.: only involved vehicles 

tno or throe hours and not those who pc.rked all day, 
has littlo effect. 

With rospec t to the s ccond typo of sic;n, guests would not bo 
nllo\"/od to p(\rk on tho street because it is reserved for rosid
or.ts only. This, \'le o.ro ccrto.in, would not suit those on It:iporial 
".treat \"tho ~:a.de the request for a pa.rkinc prohibition. 

Aside fron the excoedinsly difficult onforce~ent o.spects of tho 
typos of signing in tho City of Vancouver, there o.rc other undos
iro.blc attributes. 
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For example, tho rosidcnts of a stroet signed as in (i ) above 
boconc the solo judge as to w h o  can p a r k  a long tho street and 
who cannot. It w o u l d  even be possible for any rosidont not 
ro q u i r i n g  tho p a r k i n g  space in front of his hone to re n t  it.

In conclusion, y o u r  Committee, a l t h o u g h  appre c i a t i n g  tho possiblo 
inconvonionco to residents on the south sido of Imperial Strcot at 
and n e a r  Handy Avenue, n u s t  r e c ommend against any p a r k i n g  p r o h i b 
ition on this p o r t i o n  of Inperial Street for tho reasons citod 
a b o v e .

(7) (a) 5ast Side of Bound a r y  Road from Grandvievz-Douglas
H i ghway to Clydcsdalo Street

_______(b) C lydesdale Street f r o m  Boundary Ro a d  to the Freeway

Y/o rece i v e d  a re q u e s t  for a U n i t e d  tine p a r k i n g  p r o h i b i t i o n  on 
tho above streets. The p e r s o n  m a k i n g  the requests was not too 
specific b u t  tho nat t e r  was investigated, w i t h  tho resu l t  the 
fol l o w i n g  was observed:

(a) the existing n o r t h b o u n d  p a r t  of Boundary Road in tho 
s u bject area consists of two m o v i n g  lanes and a curb 
lane for parking. A t  its intersection w i t h  Clydosdalo 
Street, the s o u t h  log of B o u n d a r y  Roa d  is comprised of 
two through lanes, a lo f t - t u r n  lane and a curb lane for 
parking. R e c e n t  traffic counts indicate just u nder 
10, 0 0 0  vehicles a day travel on this po r t i o n  of Boundary 
Road. Tho exis t i n g  lanes are sufficient to handle thi3 
v o l u m e .

(b) tho po r t i o n  of Clydesdale Strcot fro m  Boundary Road to 
tho Fr e e w a y  has, at tho pr e s e n t  time, a "No Parking" 
r e s t r i c t i o n  b e t w e e n  7:00 a.m. and 3 : 0 0  n.n. and also 
b o t w o e n  4:0 0  p.n. and 6 : 0 0  p.m. This p r o h i b i t i o n  pornits 
tho use of two m o v i n g  lanes in each d i r e c t i o n  d u r i n g  the 
p e a k  h o u r  flows. Inf o r m a t i o n  g l eaned fr o m  traffic counts 
docs n o t  indicate thore is a w a r r a n t  for a full tine 
p a r k i n g  p r o h i b i t i o n  on this stroet.

In v i e w  of tho foregoing, wo would r e c o m m e n d  n o  a c t i o n  on the 
request.

(8) Lane we s t  of Inman Avenue b e t w e e n  T h u r s t o n  and Bond Streets

A  request was received that the ca p t i o n e d  lane be closed to through 
traffic.

It was not poss i b l o  to make m o r e  than a c u rsory i n v e s tigation of 
tho situation. However, this did disclose that the vehicles u s i n g  
tho lane belo n g e d  to those a b u t t i n g  it.

Other requests s imilar to the one at hand have b o o n  received in tho 
pact and all of t h e m  hav e  b e e n  r e j e c t e d  b e c a u s e  they croato more 
problems than they solve. It has b e e n  found that all lanes, w h o t h e r  
they bo through or dead-end, ha v e  occasional speeding problems.
In addition, dead-end lanes croato a p r o b l e m  f o r  vehicles e n d e a v o r 
ing to b a c k  up or turn around to leave . There is also a pr o b l e m  
for graders m a i n t a i n i n g  the lanes b ecause of  tho awkwardness for 
tho machine? and the fa c t  a lot of tho w o r k  m u s t  bo done b y  hand.

Y/o concluded that, in general, dead - e n d  lanes are u n d o sirablo so 
wo v/ould therefore r e c ommend a g a i n s t  any act i o n  to rest r i c t  tho use 
of tho subject lane other than b y  enforcing the speed limit regulation.
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For cxar:plo, tho residents of a street signed as in (i) above 
bccono th:l solo judgG as to who can park along tho street and 
1·1ho cannot. It would even bo possible for any resident not 
requil•ing tho parkin,3 space in front of his hor.1e to rent it. 

In conclusion, your Cot:nittcc, althouc;h appreciating tho possible 
inconvonionco to residents on tho south side of Ir.1porio.l Stroot at 
:md near ,.rand:r Avenue, nust rocor~'.lcnd 11-·ainst any parking prohib
ition on this portion of Inporial Street for the reasons cited 
above, 

( 7) L·.) Eo,s t Side of Boundary Road fron Grandvicw-Dou{;las 
:!i[lhl'my to Clydesdale S tract 

(b) Clydesdale Street fron Boundary Ro:1d to the Froowo.y 

Vic received a request for a lir.,ited tine parking prohibition on 
the above streets. The pcrs on nakine; the rcquos ts vms not too 
specific but tl:c na ttcr wo.s inves tigatod, with the rosul t the 
follor1ine; rms observed: 

(a) the existing northbound part of Boundary Road in tho 
subject o.rea consists of tno ,·'.oving lanes and a curb 
lane for parkine;. 1\t its intersection with Clydesdale 
Stroot, the south log of Boundary Road is cor1priserl of 
t.10 through lo.nos, a loft-turn lane and a curb lane for 
parking. Recent traffic counts indicate just under 
10,000 vehicles n day travel on this portion of Boundary 
Rond. Tho existing lanes o.rc sufficient to handle this 
volunc. 

(b) t:i.o portion of Clydosdnlo Stroot fror.i Boundary Road to 
tho Freeway ho.s, at the present tine, o. "No Parking" 
restriction bctnoon 7:00 a,n, and 9:00 -:-t,r.1, o.nd also 
between 4:00 p,n. and 6:00 p.r.i. This prohibition pcrnits 
tho use of t1w noving lo.nos in each direction during the 
peak hour flows. Infor:::o.tion e;lco.ned fron traffic cou.'lts 
docs not indicate there is o. m1rro.nt for o. full tine 
parking prohibition on this street. 

In view of the foregoing, vie \'lould rccor.1r1ond no action on tho 
request. 

(8) Lane :::ist of Iru:mn Avenue between Thurston o.nd Bond Streets 

A request was received that the captioned lo.no be closed to through 
traffic. 

It was not possible to r.lllke nore than a cursory investigation of 
tho situation. However, this did disclose that tho vehicles using 
tho lane belonged to those abutting it. 

Other requests sinilar to the one at hand have boon received in the 
pa:;t and all of the:-1 have been rejected because they create r.ioro 
problens than they solve. It has been i'ound·tho.t all lanes, ,thothcr 
they bo throul¥1 or dead-end, have occasional speeding problons. 
In addition, dead-end lanes create a problon for vehicles ,:mdoavor
ing ·to back up or turn around to leave . Thero is also a problec 
for graders r~intaining the lanes because of tho ~~!c~ardncss for 
tho r.~o.chinc~ and the fact a lot of tho work r.1ust bo clono by hand. 

We concluded that, in general, dead-end lanes arc undosirable so 
wo vrould therefore recorn:1ond ae;ainst any action to restrict the use 
of tho subject lane other than by enforcing the spood li:1it regulation. 
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Thi3 w o u l d b o  dono if the R.C.M.P. was asked to observe traffic 
movement. on the lano.

(8) Lane between 7000 - 7100 Block Gibson Street and Paulus Crescent

A requost was reccivod for cither "Slow-childrcn playing" or "15t!.p.h 
signs at both entrances to the above lano so as to doter motorists a 
from speeding in the lano. (

As Council is aware, it is not the policy to post this 15 n.p.h. 
limit in lanes because of tho obvious cost to the municipality in 
erecting the necessary signs. The regulation is enforced only 
when violations are observed by the R.C.Y.P., either as a result 
of then investigating a complaint or in the normal courso of thoir 
duties.

In tho view of your Con ittce, the 15 r.i.p.h. regulation is almost 
identical to tho standard 30 n.p.h. speed U n i t  on streets. In 
that case, signs to that effect are not placed on overy street.
Tho only tine such signs are erected is whore a road cithor inter
sects with another that has a higher spood limit on it or whore a 
different spood limit exists on a portion of tho street.

Y,’ith respect to tho request for a "Slow-Childron Playing" sign in 
the lano, this too should bo refused becauso tho erection of such 
a- sign would imply that tho municipality approves of children 
playing in lanes. Wo aro certain that Council does not wish to 
infer that use.

Wo would recommend, thoreforo, that no action be taken on either 
of the above two requests.

(10) Douglas Road from Lougheed Highway to Springer Avenue

A request was reccivod for parking prohibitions on tho south sido 
of Douglas Road along tho portion betwoen Loughoed Highway and 
Springer Avenue. The reason was that view obstruction problems 
are being experienced because of parked vehicles on this portion 
of Douglas Road.

Inspection revealed that this situation is occurring and is aggra
vated because of the variances between tho elevation of private 
properties and the road itself. Another thing is that vehicles 
travelling oast on Douglas Road ofton aro still moving at the sane 
rate of spood that was allowed on Lougheed Highway.

In ord-r to prevent a potentially hazardous situation, wo would 
recommend that a full time parking prohibition bo inposod on the 
south sido of Douglas Road from Lougheed Highway to Springer Avonuc.

(11) Rcyal Oak Avenue and Gilpin Street

Y o u r  C o m mittee gave c o n s i d e r a t i o n  to the s i t u a t i o n  at tho dog-l e g g e d  
i n t e r s e c t i o n  of R o y a l  Oak Avcnuo a n d  C-ilpin Stroot.

We felt that, if land was aoqu i r o d  f r o m  eit h e r  tho s o u theast or 
n o r t h w e s t  corner of the inters e c t i o n  for roa d  purposes, this 
t r u n c a t i o n  w o u l d  mak e  for a b e t t o r  ali g n m e n t  and rnoro efficient  
traffic flows.

’Vo wo r e  informed that negot i a t i o n s  have be e n  conducted in tho p a s t  | 
w i t h  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s  of tho For e s t  L a w n  Ccmot e r y  to o b t a i n  a p o r 
t i o n  of its p r o p e r t y  at tho n o r t h w e s t  corn o r  of  tho i n t e r s e c t i o n  
for r o a d  purp o s e s  b u t  no success was met.
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Thi3 wr..uldbo dono if the R,C,M.P. was asked to observe traffic 
;::ov,:i:·1cnt. on the lo.no. 

(8) Lane between 7000 - 7100 Block Gibson Stroet o.nd Paulus Crescont 

A request was r•Jccivcd for oithor "Slow-Children Plo.yin311 or 11 15::.i.;,.h."I 
sic;ns ut both ontro.nces to the above lane so as to doter r.1otorists • 
fron speeding in the lo.no. • 

As ~ouncil is aware, it is not tho policy to post this 15 n.p.h. 
li•.1i t in lanes because of tho obvious cost to the ;:1unicipali ty in 
orcctinG the nocessary signs. Tho regulation is enforced only 
1·1hon violations arc obsorvcd by tho R.C.'".P,, either us o. result 
of ther.1 investigating o. conplaint or in the norr.ml course of their 
duties. 

In tho view of your Corl: ittcc, tho 15 r.1.p.h. regulation is alnost 
identical to tho standard 30 r.1.p.h. speed linit on streets. In 
that case, signs to that effect are not !)laced on o very street. 
Tho only tine such signs arc erected is where a road either inter
sects with another that has a hi~her s!)oed lir.iit on it or whore a 
different spood linit exists on a portion of tho street. 

'.':ith respect to tho request for o. "Slow-Children Playine;a sign in 
tho lo.no, this too should be refused because tho erection of such 
o: si211 v10uld inply that tho nunicipo.lity approves of children 
playing in lanes. We arc certain that Council does not wish to 
infer that use. 

We would roco=end, therefore, that no action be taken on either 
of tho above two requests. 

(10) Dou3las Road fron Lougheed Hir)may to Sprinr;or Avenue 

/, request v;as received for parking prohibitions on tho south side 
of Doue;las Road along tho portion botvmen Lougheed HiGhvray and 
Springer Avcnuo. The reason vms that viev1 obstruction problc1:is 
o.·rc being cxporionced because of parked vehicles on this portion 
of Douglas noud. 

Inspection revealed that this situation is occurring o.nd is aggra
vated because of tho vo.rinnces betv;oon tho olevo.tion of private 
properties nnd the read itself. Another thins is that vehicles 
tro.vellinG oetst on Douglas Road often o.ro still noving nt tho sane 
ro. to of speed that was allov1od on Loughelald Highway. 

In ord-r to prevent o. potentially ho.Z o.rdous situation, ,·w y;ould 
roco1:1ncnd tho.t a full tine parking prohibition bo ir.iposod on the 
ID uth side of Douslo.s Road fro1:; Lougheed Highway to Sprin.sor Avenue. 

(11) Tloyo.l Oak !;venue o.nd Gilpin Stroot 

Your Corn:1itte0 gave consideration to tho situation at the dcg-leg[;od 
intersection of Roynl Oak ,:venue and Gilpin Street. 

We felt that, if lo..'1d was acquired fro1:: either the southeast or 
northv1ost corner cf the intersection for rend purposes, this 
truncation r:ould nnko for a bettor o.lignr.1ent and r.iorc cffici ant 
traffic fl O\'ls. 

We were inforucd that no3ctiations have been conducted in the po.st 
with rcprosontativcs cf the Forest Lmm Cc1::otery to obtain a por
tion of its propert:r at the northl"lest corner cf tho intcraection 
for road purposos but no success was r.1et. 
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As regards the Southeast corner, we determined that no appreciable improve
ment would result if a truncation was taken there - at least not to the 
same extent if a portion of the Northwest corner was acquired. Another 
problem is that there are buildings on the property at the Southeast corner 
which would be on the portion of property that would be needed.

The land at the Northwest corner (the cemetery) is vacant and, as mentioned 
earlier, is the moro desirable location for a truncation.

Wo were given to understand that the reason past negotiations failed with 
the Cemetery Company regarding this truncation was that the matter was part 
of a general land exchange proposal involving other property owned by the 
Company.

Your Committee strongly feels that every effort should be made to acquire land 
from the Northwest corner for the truncation and would therefore recommend 
that the Lands Department re-approach the Forest Lawn Cemetery Company in an 
attempt to obtain the necessary land to eliminate the existing jog in the 
alignment at the subject intersection. We would add that this matter should 
be treated in Isolation and not become Involved in other considerations, as 
was the case in the past.

(12) Kinqsway Traffic Signals

An enquiry was made in Council last May as to whether it would be possible to 
extend the time for the normal operation of the traffic signals on Kingsway.
At that time, the signals wore being converted to a flashing phase at 12:30 
a.m.

The Engineering Department communicated with the Department of Highways in regard 
to the matter and, by letter dated June 22, 1967, the Department of Highways 
advised that it would arrange to extend the time for the operation of the 
signals in question until 1:30 a.m.

The foregoing is submitted for the information of Council because the enquiry 
referred to above was made by Council.

(13) Willinodon Avenue between Hastings Street and Gravelov Street.

As Council is aware, on March 20th it authorized the institution of a:

(a) "No Parking Anytime" prohibition on both sides of Willingdon 
Avenue from Hastings Street to Graveley Street on one side 
and Brent I awn Drive on the other.

(b) "No Stopping between 7 a.m. and 9 a.m. and between 4 p.m.
and 6 p.m." prohibition on the east side of Willingdon Avenue 
between Hastings Street and Pender Street.

Following that action, complaints were received that these parking restrictions 
were, in total, unwarranted.

Subsequently, the "No Parking Anytime" prohibition on the East side of 
Willingdon Avenue from Hastings Street to Pender Street was cancelled. The 
restriction under (b) is, however, still in effect.

The Council felt that the parking prohibitions that are still in force should 
bo reviewed and asked us to do this.

This has boon done and the following are our conclusions:
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As regards the Southeast corner, we determined that no appreciable improve
ment would result If a truncation was taken there - at least not to the 
same extent if a portion of the Northwest corner was acquired. Another 
problem is that there are bul I dings on the property at the Southeast corner 
which \'lould be on the portion of property that would be needed. 

Tho land at the Northwest corner (the cemetery) Is vacant and, as mentioned 
earlier, is the moro desirable location for a truncation. 

\•le ware given to underst,md that the reason past negot I at i ens fa i I ad with 
tho Cemetery Company regarding this truncation was that the matter was part 
of a general land exchange proposal involving other property owned by the 
Ccmpany. 

Your Corrmlttee strongly feels that every effort should be made to acquire land 
from the Northwest corner for the truncation and would therefore recorrmend 
that the Lands Department re-approach the Forest Lawn Cemetery Company in an 
attempt to obtain the necessary land to eliminate the existing jog in the 
alignment at the subject Intersection. We would add that this matter should 
be treated in Isolation and not become Involved In other considerations, as 
was the case in the past. 

(12) Kingsway Traffic Signals 

An enquiry was made in Councl I last May as to whether it would be possible to 
extend the time for the normal operation of the traffic signals on Kingsway. 
At that time, the signals were being converted to a flashing phase at 12:30 
a.m. 

The Engineering Department corrmunicated with the Departmant of Highways in regard 
to the matter and, by letter dated June 22, 1967, the Department of Highways 
advised that it would arrange to extend the time tor the operation of the 
signals in question until I :30 a.m. 

The foregoing is submitted for the Information of Council because the enquiry 
referred to above was made by Council, 

(13) Wi 11 lngdon Avenue between Hastings Street and Graveley Street. 

As Counci I Is aware, on March 20th It authorized the Institution of a: 

(a) "No Parking Anytime" prohibition on both sides of Wiiiingdon 
Avenue from Hastings Street to Graveiey Street on one side 
and Drentlawn Drive on the other. 

(b) "No Stopping between 7 a.m. and 9 a.m. and be"tween 4 p.m. 
and 6 p.m." prohibition on the eas"t side of Willingdon Avenue 
between Hastings Street and Pender Street. 

Following that action, complaints were received that these parking res"tric"tlons 
were, in total, unwarranted. 

Subsequently, tho "No Parking Anytime" prohibi"tion on the Eas"t side of 
Wi llingdon Avenue from Hastings Stree"t to Pender Stree"t was cancelled. The 
restriction under (bl is, however, still in ~ffect. 

Tho Counci I felt that the parking prohibitions "that aro s"till in force should 
be reviewed and ask~d us "to do this. 

This has boon done and "th~ following are our conclusions: 
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(a) Vehicles volumes were not used as a basis for the prohibition 
because we were aware from traffic count data that the 
volumes during the peak hours were the only ones that would 
approach a warrant for a parking prohibition.

(b) The reason was that, if the parking demand on the street was 
not heavy and there was alternate parking facilities for 
those who wished to park on the street, then a 24-hour pro
hibition was reasonable because the ultimate standard of 
development for Wiliingdon Avenue is to provide two lanes
in each direction for moving traffic.

(c) Of the 66 properties on Wiliingdon Avenue between Hastings 
Street and Graveley Street, 45 have adjacent side streets, 
which means that there are 21 that would require off-street 
parking facilities. These 21 were checked and all were 
found to have such facilities. Another point was that these 
21 properties account for only 19? of the curb space on the 
entire section of Wiliingdon Avenue in question.

Cd) The reason the parking prohibition on the East side of
Wiliingdon Avenue between Hastings Street and Pender Street, 
mentioned above, was to accommodate the parking demands of 
patrons attending the commercial developments in the area. 
This was done, however, on the understanding that immediate 
steps would be taken to have the buildings on the properties 
moved back to the new widening line for Wiliingdon Avenue.

Your Committee concluded that to reduce the new four-lane, major North-South 
route (Wiliingdon Avenue) to a two-lane facility to accomodate a possible 
surplus parking problem on 19? of the curb space does not seem justified.

We would therefore recommend retention of the existing parking prohibitions 
on Wiliingdon Avenue between Hastings Street and Graveley Street.

(14) Royal Oak Avenue and McKee Street

A request was received that the Corporation erect a fence around the municipal 
property at Royal Oak Avenue and McKee Street In order to prevent children 
who are playing on the property from running onto the road when pursuing objects

The property in question is a reservoir site and only two-thirds of it Is 
useable as a playground. The total area of the site is approximately 18,390 
square feot. At the present time there is no playground equipment on the site 
and there is every indication that it is being used primarily as a ball-field.

We feel that the site is too small for ball playing and that it would be batter 
suited as a tot lot.

Being of this mind, wo contacted the Parks Department and it indicated a 
willingness to equip the site as a tot lot and prohibit the use of it for ball 
playing.

If this is done, we would recommend the erection of a 42" high chain link fence 
along the lane side of the property and half-way along the Royal Oak Avenue side 
The total length would bo approximately 160' which, at $4.00 a foot, would cost 
$640.00.

We would also recommend that, in conjunction with these improvements, the 
standard playground signing be erected.

If Council concurs, a formal request should be made to the Parks and Recreation 
Commission to have the tct lot equipped as a playground.
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The total length would bo approximately 160' which, at $4.00 a foot, would cost 
$640.00. 

We would also recoll'111Cnd th.it, in conjunction with these Improvements, the 
standard playground s!gr.lns be erected. 

If Council concurs, a format request should be mado to the Parks and Recreation 
Corr.mission to have the tct lot equipped as a ?layground. 
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(15) West Side of Silver Avenue between Beresford and Maywood Streets.

Wo received a request that parking be prohibited on the above portion of 
Silver Avenue.

This part of Silver Avenue has had parking problems for some time now because 
of the congestion caused by dwellers in the new apartments on the East side 
parking on the street. We found that, although the apartments have supplied 
one off-street parking stall for every suite, a large percentage of the tenants 
In the apartments prefer to park on the jtreet. This is caused by such factors 
as the apartments charging a fee for the use of the stalls and the inconvenience 
of manoeuvring into some of these stalls.

Because of the unimproved condition of Silver Avenue (i.e. the lack of an 
adequate pavement width and curbs), the parking congestion has been a particular 
nuisance to those residing in the single family homes on the West side of the 
street in that their accesses to the street often are blocked by parked 
vehicles. This problem has been aggravated because many of these private 
accesses are difficult to distinguish due to the unimproved nature of the street.

Your Committee concluded that the request recited In the first paragraph was 
justified and would therefore recommend that a "No Parking Anytime"prohibitlon 
be instituted on the West side of Silver Avenue between Beresford Street and 
Maywood Street, on the understanding that It will be cancelled wh n the street 
is improved to a 36-foot wide pavement standard with curbs.

J. G. Lorimer
Acting Chairman
TRAFFIC SAFETY COMMITTEE
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( 15) l1ost Side of Si Iver Avenue botwe.in Geresford and Maywood Streets. 

We received a request that parking be prohibited on the above portion of 
Si Iver Avenue. 

This part of Silver Avenue has had parking problems for some time now because 
of thu congestion caused by dwellers in the new apartments on the East side 
parking on the street. We found that, although the apartments have supplied 
one off-street parking stall for evory suite, a large percentage of the tenants 
In the apartments prefer to park on the ?treet. This is caused by such factors 
as the.apartments charging a fee for tho use of tho stalls and the inconvenience 
of manoeuvring into some of these stalls. 

Clecause of the unimproved condition of Si Iver Avenue (i.e. the lack of an 
adequate pavement width and curbs), the parking congestion has been a particular 
nuisance to those residing in the single family homes on the West side of the 
street In that ·their accesses to the street often are blocked by parked 
vehicles. This problem has been aggravated because many of those private 
accesses are difficult to distinguish due to the unimproved nature of the street. 

Your Co~mittee concluded that the request recited In the first paragraph was 
justified and would therefore recommend that a "No Parking Anytime"prohlbltlon 
be instituted on the West side of Silver Avonue between Oeresford Street and 
May,;ood Street, on the understand Ing that it wi 11 be cance I led wh n the stn,e1t 
is improvod to a 36-foot wide pavement si"andard 1,ith curbs. 
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J. G. Lorimer 
Acting Chairman 
TRAFFIC SAFETY COM-llTTEE 
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