
THE CORPORATION OF THE DISTRICT OF BURNABY

September 18, 1967

H IS WORSHIP, REEVE EMMOTT,
AND MEMBERS OF THE MUNICIPAL COUNCIL:

Gentlemen:

REPORT OF THE TRAFFIC SAFETY COMMITTEE

Your Committee would roporl- as follow s:

< |) Stree ts peripheral to St. A lb an 's  Anglican Church

We received a request fo r t r a f f ic  control measures on the stree ts In the v ic in it y  
of St. A lb an 's  Anglican Church at 7717 -  19th Avenue.

We were informed that the establishment of a kindergarten on the Church property 
i s  what precip itated the request.

One of the p r in c ip a ls  of the Church was contacted and informed that I t  i s  not the 
p o lic y  of the Corporation to provide any form of s ign in g  fo r kindergartens. As 
a re su lt  of t h is  contact, the parents of those ch ildren who w ill be attending the 
kindergarten w ill be advised that I t  Is  th e ir  re sp o n s ib ility  to conduct the 
ch ild ren  to and from the Church where the kindergarten Is  to  be held.

We would recommend that no action be taken on the request fo r t r a f f ic  control 
devices at the subject location because of the s itu a t io n  recited In the previous 
paragraph.

(2) 7700 and 7800 Blocks Edmonds Street

Your Commt ttee submitted a report to Council on May 2nd re la tive  to a request 
fo r  a parking p roh ib ition  In the above Blocks of Edmonds Street.

The conclusion reached by us then as a re su lt  of the Investigation  that was made 
was that no parking problem existed because most people use the o ff -s t re e t  
parking f a c i l i t ie s  ava ilab le  in the area.

We subsequently received a request that the matter be reviewed because I t  was 
alleged that considerable d i f f ic u lt ie s  are being experienced by those endeavouring 
to frequent the business establishm ents at the subject location due to th e ir  In a b ility  
to  find  a parking space.

A review was conducted and It  revealed that there I s  some demand fo r curb space, 
although It  was not of such a degree that I t  constituted a se riou s problom.

Hoviovor, your Committee fee ls that the s itu a t ion  w ill probably worsen and, in 
order to avert a parking problem, we would recommend that a one-hour parking lim it  
bo e stab lished  on the South side  of Edmonds Street from Grandvlew-Douglas Highway 
East fo r  a d istance of 466 feet.
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HIS l·/ORSHIP, REEVE m-1017', 
AND MEMBERS OF THE MUNICIPAL COUNCIL: 

Gentlcmun: 

REPORT OF THE TRAFF IC SAFETY CO',,,JITTEE 

Your Commltteo would roper~ as fol lows: 

(I) Streets peripheral to St. /\!ban's Anglican Church 

~le received a request for traffic control measures on the streets In tha vicinity 
of St, Alban's Anglican Church at 7717 - 19th Avenue. 

We were informed that tho establishment of a kindergarten on the Church property 
Is what precipitated the request. 

One of the principals of the Church was contacted and Informed that It Is not the 
po 11 cy of the Corporat I on to prov I de any forrn of s I gn Ing for k I ndergartens. As 
a resu It of th Is contact, the parents of those ch I I dren 1·1ho w 111 be attending the 
kindergarten wll I be adv I sod that It Is their responslbl I ity to conduct th:,: 
children to and from the Church where the kindergarten Is to be hald. 

tie woula recommend that no action be taken on the request for traffic control 
devices at the subject location because of the situation recited In the previous 
paragraph. 

(2) 7700 and 7800 Blocks Edmonds Streat 

Your Comm! ttee submitted a report to Councl I on I-lay 2nd relative to a request 
for a parking prohibition In the above Blocks of Edmonds Street. 

Tho conclusion reached by us then as a result of the Investigation that was made 
was that no parking problem existed because most people use the oft-street 
parking facilities available in the area. 

tic S1Jbsequently received a request that the matter be reviewed bacausc It was 
alleged that considerable dlfflcultles are being experienced by those endeavouring 
to frequent tho business establlshrnents at the subject location due to their lnabi llty 
to find a parking space. 

A review was conducted and It revealed that there Is some demand for curb space, 
although It was not of such a degree that it constituted a serious problem. 

Hc,wovcr, your Committee feels that the situation wl II probably worsen and, In 
order to avort a parking problem, we would reccmncnd that a one-hour parking limit 
be ostab II shed on the South side of Edmonds Street f rem Grandv I ew-Doug I as ~ll ghr:ay 
East tor a distance of 466 feet. 
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We would point out that t h is  is  the distance on Edmonds Street whore the parking 
problem w ill l ik e ly  develop.

(3) 5900 Block Keith Street

We were apprized of rocor^iendations which emanated from a Coroner's Jury that 
was empanelled to enquire into the circumstances surrounding the death of a young 
chHd who died when struck by a motor vehic le  in the 5900 Block Keith Street.

The recommendations were:

(a) that the ditches on the street be eliminated;

(b) that park f a c i l i t ie s  be made ava ilab le  In the area.

Implementation of the f i r s t  recommendation w ill be realized as a re su lt  of a 
Local Improvement being provided on the subject portion of Keith Street.

With respect to the other recommendation, we ore of t>^^fj[jiion that the provision  
of a park In the area would not prevent unfortunate/accidents Invo lv ing ch ildren 
because most mothers would not allow th e ir  young ch ildren to walk by themselves 
to a park I f  I t  meant c ro ssin g  a road. In addition, observation at park areas 
In the m unicipality Indicates that the presence of the park In no way deters young 
children from playing on the road.

We reached the conclusion that the provision  of a park at the subject location, 
although a desirab le community asset, would in no way prevent an accident like  
that which occurred.

Vie would, howovor, suggest that the question of park f a c i l i t ie s  being provided 
In the area In question bo rsferred to the Parks and Recreation Commission for 
consideration.

(4) (a) Dominion Street and Sumnor Avonuo 

(b) Norfolk Street and Sumnor Avenue

Wo received a suggestion that a stop s ign  be erected on Dominion Street at Sumnor 
Avenue because of a hazardous t r a f f ic  s itu a t ion  there.

The Investigation which was conducted Indicated that not only should stop s ign s 
be erected on Dominion Street at Sumner Avenue but they should a lso  be In sta lled  
on Norfolk Street at Sumner Avenue.

Wo might explain that Sumner Avenue Is  a minor co lle c to r stroet and, because 
Dominion and Norfolk Streets • e«-d~_ndat Sumner Avenue and there are large volumes 
of t ra f f ic  on them, the treatment mentioned Is  considered ju st if ie d .

We would therefore recommend that stop s ign s  be erected on both Dominion and Norfolk 
Streets at Sumner Avenue.
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We would point out that this is the distance on Edmonds Street whore the parking 
problem will likely develop. 

(3) 5900 Block Keith Street 

\·/e were cpprlzed of roc,,r.,11endations 1•;hich emanated from a Corontlr 1 s Jury that 
was empanelled to enquire into the circumstances surrounding the death of a young 
chMd who died when struck by a motor vehlclc. In the 5900 Block Keith Stroot. 

The recorrmendations were: 

(a} that the ditches en the street be eliminated; 

(b} that park faclllties be made available In tho area. 

lm:ilcmentation of the first rccornmandatlon wll I be realized as a result of a 
local Improvement being provided on tho subject portion of Keith Street. 

With respect to the other recommendation, we urc of °ft'at<lll!:nion that tho provision 
of a park In the areil would not prevent unfortunate/accrdents Involving children 
because most mothers would not ullow their young children to wulk by themselves 
to a park If It meant crossing a road. In addition, observution ilt park areas 
in the municipality Indicates that the presence of the park In no way detc>rs young 
children from pluylng on the road. 

Wa reached the conclusion that the provision of a park at the subject locatlon, 
although a desirable community usset, would in no way prevent an accident like 
that which occurred. 

We would, howovor, sugge~.1 that tho qu'-'stlon of park facl I ltles being provided 
In the area In question b~ raforred to the Parks and Recreation Commission for 
consideration. 

(4) (a} Dominion Street a'l,1 Sumner Avonua 

(bl Norfolk Street and Sumner Avenue 

\'lo received a suggestion that a stop sign be erected on Dominion Street at Sumner 
Avenue because of a hazardous traffic situation thero. 

Tho Investigation which was conducted Indicated that not only should stop signs 
be erected on Dominion Street at Sumner Avenue but they should also be Installed 
on Norfolk Street at Sumner Avenue. 

~/e might oxplaln that Sumner Avenue Is a minor col loctor street and, because 
Dominion and Norfolk Streets·. o~<!-~ndat Sumner Avenue and ther<~ are large volumes 
of traffic on them, the treatment mentioned ls considered justified. 

tie would therefore recommend that stop signs be erected on both Oornlnlon and Norfolk 
Streets at Sumner Avenue. 
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(5) (a) Carlton Avenue and Parker Street

(b) Rosser Avenue and Parker Street

A request was received for stop s ign s  on Carlton Avenue at Parker Street. An 
investiga tion  was made and i t  revealed that Parker Street is  destined to become 
a through route from W illingdon Avenue to Douglas Road. I t  was fe lt ,  however, 
that t h is  treatment should not be accorded at t h is  time because the portion of 
Parker Street between Gilmore Avenue and Douglas Road is ,  in i t s  present 
condition, unsuited fo r such treatment. The other part between W illingdon Avenue 
and Gilmore Avenue (which has two Intersections -  Rosser Avenue and Carlton 
Avenue) could at t h is  time be given through street designation.

We would therefore recommend that stop s ign s  be placed on Rosser Avenue and on 
Carlton Avenue at Parker Street.

(6> E lg in  Avenue and Irv in g  Street

On February 6, 1967, your Committee submitted a report in connection with a 
request fo r a stop s ign  at the captioned intersection.

The fo llow ing i s  a summary of that which we submittted in support of our 
recommendation a ga in st the in s ta lla t io n  of such a device:

(a) There had been a few accidents at the intersection  over the past 
years but, in almost every case, speed seemed to be the contributing 
factor.

(b) The South-West corner of the in tersection  presented somewhat of a 
view obstruction as a re su lt  of a high embankment and a hedge; however, 
the removal of the hedge would improve th6 s itu a t ion  very l i t t l e  
because the embankment i t s e l f  is  about 8 feet high. In addition, few 
of the accidents involved veh ic le s approaching on thes 'v ° s where the 
view obstruction e x is t s .

(c) The in t r in s ic  problem is  caused by m otorists using the Irv in g 'B ryan t- 
Stanley route as a means of t ra v e llin g  between Sperling Avenue and 
Royal Oak Avenue. T ra f f ic  is  required to stop at G ille y  Avenue and 
to  y ie ld  at Waltham Avenue. Though accidents have been recorded along 
t h is  Irv ing -B ryan t-Stan ley  route at various intersecting avenues, most 
of them were due to d rive r inattention.

(&) Consideration was given the question of po ssib ly  in s ta ll in g  y ie ld  s igns 
but i t  was found that such treatment could not be ju s t if ie d .  The reasons 
in t h is  regard are that:

( i )  warrants fo r such a device are not met;

( i i )  the p rov ision  of y ie ld  s ign s  would cause problems when they were 
removed a fte r the creation of the Oakland Street d ive rsion  between 
Royal Oak Avenue and Sperling Avenue, a route that is  the one which 
i s  planned to accommodate through East-West travel in the area.

We received a further request fo r e ithe r two or four-way stop control 
a t the subject Intersection.
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(5) (al Carlton Avenue and Parker Street 

(bl Rosser Avenue and Parker Streat 

A request was received for stop signs on Carlton Avenue at Parker Street. An 
investigation was made.and it revealed that Parker Street Is destined to become 
a through route from Willingdon Avenue to Douglas Road. It was felt, however, 
that this treatment should not be accorded at this time because the portion of 
Parker Street between GIimore Avenue and Douglas Road is, in its present 
condition, unsuited for such treatment. The other part between Willingdon Avenue 
and Gi !more Avenue (which has two Intersections - Rosser Avenue and Carlton 
Avenue) could at this time be given through street designation. 

We would therefore recommend that stop signs be placed on Rosser Avenue and on 
Carlton Avenue at Parker Street. 

(6> Elgin Avenue and Irving Street. 

On February 6, 1967, your Committee submitted a report In connection with a 
request for a stop sign at the captioned intersection. 

The following is a summary of that which we submittted In support of our 
recommendation against the installation of such a device: 

(al There had been a few accidents at the Intersection over the past 
years but, In almost every case, speed seemed to be the contributing 
factor. 

(bl The South-West corner of the intersection presented somewhat of a 
view obstruction as a result of a high embank~:~t and a hedge; however, 
the removal 9f tho hedgo would improve the sl-t-u,Ji"1cn very I ittle 
because the embankment itself is about 8 feet high. In addition, few 
of the accidents involved vehicles approaching on thesl~cs where the 
view obstruction exists. 

(cl The intrinsic problem is caused by motorists using the lrvlng-Bryant­
Stanley route as a means of travelling between Sperling Avenue and 
Royal Oak Avenue. Traffic is required to stop at Gilley Avenue and 
to yield at Waltham Avenue. Though accidents have been recorded along 
this Irving-Bryant-Stanley route at various intersecting avenues, most 
of them were due to driver inattention. 

(d-) Consideration was given the question of possibly installing yield signs 
but it was founc that such treatment could not be justified. The reasons 
In this regard are that: 

(ll warrants for such a device are not met; 

(ii) the provision of yield signs would cause problem5 when they were 
removed after the creation of the Oakland Street diversion between 
Royal Oak Avenue and Sperling Avenue, a route that Is the one which 
is planned to accommodate through E.ast-West travel in the area. 

We received a further request for either two or four-way stop control 
at the subject Intersection. 
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The follow ing is  presented as a re su lt  of the investigation that was 
made a fte r t h is  la te st request:

(a) The in tersection  in question Is  one of twenty along the 1.2 
m ile section of re sidentia l road that is  used by m otorists 
when t ra v e llin g  between Sperling Avenue and Royal Oak Avenue.

(b) The average da lly  veh ic le  volume along the entire  route is  
approximately- 860.

(c) Accidents along the route do not Indicate a serious problem, 
considering the volume of veh ic les using it .  The accident 
rate at E lg in  Avenue and Irv ing  Street is  1.23 per year
over the la st  6 i years. Th is, in re la tion  to other uncontrolled 
in tersections in Burnaby, i s  rated as No. 29 in order of 
accidents. One of the other intersections along the Irv ln g - 
Bryant-Stan ley route (Bryant Street and Waltham Avenue) has 
a higher accident rate (1.40), and th is  intersection has control 
in the form of y ie ld  s ign s.

(d) In the f i r s t  s ix  months of the current year, only one minor 
accident has been recorded along the Irv ing-Bryant-Stan ley 
route. Considering the number of intersections along the 
route and the volumes using it ,  i t  would be d i f f ic u lt  to 
ju s t if y  the provision  of any t r a f f ic  control devices that 
could Improve the accident s ituat ion . As a point of interest, 
even contro lled  through routes cannot excel the record on the 
Irv ing -Bryant-Stan ley route.

(e) If  the m unicipa lity was to in sta l t r a f f ic  control devices at 
in te rsections with only moderate accident rates, we would 
find  a m u lt ip lic ity  of intersections throughout the entire  
m unicipa lity where such devices should be In sta lled . Apart 
from being to ta lly  un ju stified , in is  would obviously d isrupt 
the designed t r a f f ic  routing patterns that are considered 
desirab le . For example, if  t r a f f ic  movements at E lg in  Avenue 
and Irv in g  Street were to be controlled, then s im ila r  treatment 
should be accorded Irv ing  Street at Denbigh Avenue and Stanley 
Street at Brantford Avenue because requests fo r such action 
have a lso  been received. Th is would then re su lt  In seven of the 
twenty in tersections along the route having control and would 
lead m otorists to believe that they were on a through route.
Th is would lik e ly  cause an increase in the volume of t ra f f ic  
and, quite  lik e ly ,  accidents. If  that occurred, then every 
avenue which in tersects the route should have stop signs 
placed a t i t  in order to  provide proper control of t ra f f ic  
movements entering the through route. A fter t h is  was done, it  
i s  fo r  ce rta in  that there would be a substantial increase
in the t r a f f ic  volumes on a route that is  to ta lly  unacceptable 
as a through route. Th is is  because it  jogs from one street 
to  another, with the re su lt  there are many sharp turns, seme 
of which are further complicated by excessive changes in 
grade. In addition, some sections of the route have been 
constructed to a 28-foot wide pavement standard while others 
have been approved for s im ila r treatment th is  year.
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The following is presented as a result of the investigation that was 
made after this latest request: 

(al The Intersection In question Is one of twenty along the 1.2 
mile section of residential road that is used by motorists 
when travelling between Sperling Avenue and Royal Oak Avenue. 

(bl The average dally vehicle volume along the entire route is 
approximately. 860. 

(cl Accidents along the route do not Indicate a serious problem, 
considering the volume of vehicles using It. The accident 
rate at Elgin Avenue and Irving Street Is 1.23 per year 
over the last 6½ years. This, in relation to other uncontrolled 
intersections In Burnaby, is rated as No. 29 in order of 
accidents. One of the other Intersections along the lrvlng­
Bryant-Stanley route (Bryant Street and Waltham Avenue) has 
a higher accident rate (1.40), and this Intersection has control 
In the form of yield signs. 

(d) In the first six months of the current year, only one minor 
accident has been recorded along the Irving-Bryant-Stanley 
route. Considering the number of Intersections along the 
route and the volumes using it, it would be difficult to 
justify the provision of any traffic control devices that 
could Improve the accident situation. As a point of Interest, 
even controlled through routes cannot excel the record on the 
Irving-Bryant-Stanley route. 

(el If the municipality was to lnstal traffic control devices at 
Intersections with only moderate accident rates, we would 
find a multiplicity of intersections throughout the entire 
municipality wt;ere such do•,ices should be lnstal led. Apart 
from being to-:-al ly •mJustlfiej, 'inls would obviously disrupt 
the designed traffic r~uting p~tterns that are considered 
desirable. For example, if traffic movements at Elgin Avenue 
and Irving Street were to be controlled, then similar treatment 
should be accorded Irving Street at Denbigh Avenue and Stanley 
Street at Brantford Avenue because requests for such action 
have also been received. This would then result In seven of the 
twenty Intersections along the route having control and would 
lead motorists to believe that they were on a thr9ugh route. 
This would likely cause an increase In the volume of traffic 
and, quite likely, accidants. If that occurred, then every 
avenue which intersects the route should have stop signs 
placed at It in order to provide proper control of traffic 
movements entering the through route. After this was done, it 
Is for certain that there would be a substantial Increase 
in the traffic volumes on a route that Is totally unacceptable 
as a through route. This is because It jogs from one street 
to another, with the result there are many sharp turns, scme 
of which are further complicated by excessive changes In 
grade. In addition, some sections of the route have been 
constructed to a 28-foot wide pavement standard while others 
have been approved for similar treatment this year. 
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(f) In examining the qii stion of why people use th is route, we 
found that there is no other East-West route between Deer 
Lake and the Kingsway-lmperi2| route. However, Oakland Street 
is planned to be the through East-West route, although no 
action has been taken to initiate such treatment. In our 
opinion, even if this route was developed to an interim 20-foot 
wide pavement standard, the volumes on the Irving-Bryant- 
Stanley route would decrease considerably.

Your Committee concluded that the existing tra ffic  pattern along the Irving- 
Bryant-Stan ley route, although undesirable, has not created problems of a degree 
to warrant the installation of tra ffic  control devices that, in the future, 
would be'undesi rable so we would recommend that no action be taken respecting the 
Elgin-lrving intersection.

We would, however, commend for the attention of Council the creation of the 
Oakland Street route as a means of relieving tra ffic  volumes on the other route.

(7) Stanley Street and Brantford Avenue

A request was received for a "yield" sign on Stanley Street at Brantford Avenue.

The views which we expressed in the report item on the Elgin-lrving intersection 
apply as well to Stanley Street and Brantford Avenue; therefore, any action taken 
by Council respecting that intersection should include th is one.

(8) Beresford Street from Mission Avenue to G illey Avenue

We submitted a report to Council on July 17th relative +o a parking situation on 
the North side of the above port ion of Beresford Street.

We recommended then that, other than the R.C.M.P. patrolling the area to observe 
parking infractions, no other action be taken in regard to the situation.

The Council fe lt that some treatment should be accorded the street ana directed 
the Committee to review its recommendation. The viewpoint was expressed in Council 
that parked vehicles cause somewhat of a congestive problem which thereby impedes 
the flow of moving traffic.

We conducted this review and the following is submitted as a result:

(a) A few vehicles were found parked on the North side of Beresford Street 
between Hawthorne and Mission Avenues. The remaining portion of the 
North side of Beresford Street had no parked vehicles. Considerably 
more vehicles were parked on the South side of Beresford Street, and 
there were a number also on Hawthorne Avenue and G illey Avenue. All 
were parked Ille ga lly  because they were parked at right angles to a 
roadway.

(b> The off-street parking fa c ilit ie s  of the major industrial firm in the 
area were Inspected and a few vacancies were found at the rear of 
their buiIdings.

(c) In the many times that the area has been checked during the past few 
months, we have been unable to find a congestive problem that would 
warrant the institution of a parking prohibition.
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(fl In exam1n1ng the qu stion of why people use this route, we 
found that there is no other East-West route between Deer •... , 
Lake and the Kingsway-lmpericl route. However, Oakland Street 
is planned to be the through East-West route, although no 
action has been taken to initiate such treatment. In our 
opinion, even if this route was developed to an Interim 20-foot 
wide pavement standard, the volumes on the lrvlng-Bryant-
Stanley route would decrease considerably. 

Your Commit-tee concluded that the existing traffic pattern along the lrvlng­
Bryant-Stanley route, although undesirable, has not created problems of a degree 
to warrant the installation of traffic control devices that, in the future, 
would be·undesirable so we would recommend that no action be taken respecting the 
Elgin-Irving intersection. 

We would, however, co~mend for the attention of Council the creation of the 
Oakland Street route as a means of relieving traffic volumes on.the other route. 

(7) S-tan I ey S-treet and Brantford A-,enue 

A reques-t was received for a "yield" sign on Stanley S-treet at Brantford Avenue. 

The views which we expressed In -the repor-t item on -the Elgin-Irving in-tersectlon 
apply as wel I to Stanley Street and Brantford Avenue; therefore, any action taken 
by Council respecting that intersection should Include this one. 

(8) Beresford Street from Mission Avenue -tc Gilley Avenue 

We submitted a report to Cour,cl I on July 17th relative +o ':l park!ng ~i+ua-tion on 
the North side of -the above portion of Beresfo,·d ~,trea-t. 

We recommended -then that, o-ther than the R.C.M.P. paTrclllng the area to observe 
parking infractions, no other action oe taken in regard -to the si-tuation. 

The Counci I felt that some treatment should ba accorded the stree-t ana directed 
the Commit-tee -to review Its recommendation. The viewpoint was expressed in Councii 
-that parked vehiclas cause somewhat of a congestive problem which thereby impedes 
the flow of moving -traffic. 

We conducted this review and the following is submitted as a result: 

(al A few vehicles were found parked on the North side of Beresford Straat 
between Hawthorne and Mission Avenues. The remaining portion o.f the 
North side of Beresford Street hac no parked vehicles. Considerably 
more vehicles were parked on the South side of Beresford Street, and 
there were a number also on Hawthorne Avenue and GI I ley Avenue. Al I 
were parked I I legally because they were parked at righ-t angles to a 
roadway. 

(b) The off-street parking facilities of the major industrial firm In the :1 
area were Inspected and a few vucancles were found at the rear of 
their bui I dings. 

Cc) In the many times that the area has been checked dur i no the past f.:,w •·-~ _ 
months, we have been unable -to find<' congestive problem that would 4 
warr~nt the institution of a parking ~rohibltion, 
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(d) We would also question the wisdom of enforcing 1tie existing infractions 
of the Motor Vehicle Act (which are those alluded to above) because 
the presence of these vehicles is not creating any undue problem.
If enforcement was undertaken, this would only result in the vehicles 
being dispersed to other streets in the area because there is, at 
the present time, a lack of off-street parking facilities.

The Company involved wrote to your Committee and offered the following In connection 
with the subject matter:

(a) The Company has consistently encouraged Its employees to park in an 
orderly and proper manner. However, some minor difficulties arfê e 
where the curb and corner boundaries are not clearly distinguishable.
This problem should be resolved shortly when a major programme of 
street Improvements Is undertaken. The improvements are pavement 44 feet 
wide on Beresford Street from Griffiths Avenue to Hedley Avenue and also 
on Prenter Street. Curbs are also to be provided as well as a sidewalk 
on one side of each of the two streets. This will naturally produce
a wider roadway and thus permit smoother traffic flows in the area.
Some improvement In the use of the paved off-street parking facilities 
on Prenter Street should result as well.

(b) Considering these factors and the fact the entire North side of 
Beresford Street opposite the plant fronts on the unoccupied right- 
of-way of the B.C. Hydro and Power Authority, the impostlon of a 
prohibition on curb side parking cannot be justified on any logical 
grounds.

Your Committee would conclude by again recommending no action on the request for 
a parking prohibition on the North side of Beresford Street between Gilley 
Avenue and Mission Avenue for the reasons cited above.

(9) Special parking restrictions on streets affected by motorists attending 
the P.N.E.

The Council noted, while dealing with our report in connection with a request for 
a parking prohibition on Imperial Street at Mandy Avenue, that special parking 
restrictions had been imposed by the City of Vancouver on streets that were being 
used for parkingpurposes* by motorists attending the Pacific National Exhibition.

We were asked to report on the effect this special type of signing has had on 
the streets involved.

The City of Vancouver was contacted and, as a result, we were provided with a 
report that its Council adopted which deals with what Is termed "Resident Parking".

The following is the substance of that report:

(a) In the early part of this yoar, It was thought that some method of
Identifying residents* cars might provide an arrangement whereby they 
could be exempted from any restrictions designed to control other evening 
parkcrs. The occupants of all the homes were canvassed to determine the 
degree of inconvenience being experienced and to obtain any comments 
they might wish to make. After reviewing this information, a trial system 
was put into effect whereby approximately one-third of the frontage of 
each block involved was signed for "Resident Parking Only". This 
arrangement provided a reasonable amount of parking for other motorists 
and appeared to give an equitable distribution of the available street 
parking space.
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Cd) We would also question the wisdom of enforcing ihe existing infractions 
of the Motor Vehicle Act (which are those alluded to above) becaUSil 
the presence of these vehicles is not creating any undue problem. 
If enforcement was undertaken, this would only result in the vehicles 
being dispersed to other streets in the area because there is, at 
the present time, a lack of off-street parking facllities. 

The Company involved wrote to your Con-mittee and offered the following In connection 
with the subject matter: 

Cal ·The Company has consistently encouraged Its employees to park in an 
orderly and proper manner. However, some minor difficulties ars--e 
where the curb and corner boundaries are not clearly distinguishable. 
This problem should be resolved shortly when a major programrne of 
street Improvements Is undertaken. The Improvements are pavement 44 feet 
wide on Beresford Street from Griffiths Avenue to Hedley Avenue and also 
on Prente,· Street. Curbs are also to be provided as wel I as a sidewalk 
on one side of each of the two streets. This will naturally produce 
a wider roadway and thus permit smoother traffic flows in the area. 
Some Improvement In the use of the paved oft-street parking facilities 
on Prenter Street should result as well. 

(b) Considering these factors and the fact the entire North side of 
Beresford Street opposite the plant fronts on the unoccupied right­
of-way of the B.C. Hydro and Power Authority, the lmrostlon of a 
prohibition on curb side parking cannot be justified on any logical 
grounds. 

Your Co~mittee would conclude by again recommending no action on the request for 
a park!na prohibition on the North side of Beresford Street betwee~ Gilley 
A11enl1e and Mission A,enue for the reasons cited above. 

(9) Special parking restrictions on streets affected by motorist~ attending 
the r.N.E. 

The Council noted, while dealing with our report In connection with a request for 
a parking prohibition on Imperial Street at Mandy Avenue, that special parking 
restrictions had been Imposed by the City of Vancouver on streets that were being 
used for parkingp,rpose~ by motorists attending the Pacific National Exhibition. 

We were asked to report on the effect this special type of signing has had on 
the streets involved. 

The City of Vancouver was contacted and, as a result, we were provided with a 
report that its Council adopted which deals with what Is termed "Resident Parking". 

The following is the substance of that report: 

(al In the early part of this yoar, it was thought that some method of 
Identifying residents' cars migh-t provide an arrangement tihereby they 
could be exempted from any restric-tlons designed to control other evenir.g 
parkers. The occupants of all the homes were canvassed to determine the 
degree of Inconvenience being experienced and to obtain any co,;,ments 
they might wish to make. After reviewing this information, a trial system 
was put Into effect whereby approximately one-third of the frontage of 
each block involved was signed for "Resident Parking Only". This 
arrangement provided a reasonable amour,t of parking for other motorists 
and appeared to give an equitable dist~ibution of the available street 
parking space. 
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(b) Th is p ractica l way of dealing with the problem soon appeared to become 
accepted and requests were received from residents outside the t r ia l  
area for s im ila r  treatment. This t r ia l  has been in e ffect for 
approximately s ix  months and, as a re su lt  of a further canvass, the 
greatest m ajority of the residents expressed a desire to reta in  the 
regulation.

(c) In general, observance of the special zones by "P.N.E. parkers" has 
been quite good. The Police  Department enforces the regulation only 
when a complaint i s  received and some assistance  is  rendered by the 
property owners affected.

(d) The "zone" arrangement requires that some re sidents park in front of 
premises other than th e ir  own.

(e) The Council approved a po licy  of e stab lish in g  zones to be reserved 
fo r "Resident Parking Only" in re sidentia l areas where the density 
of parking warrants t h is  action.

The Municipal S o l ic ito r  was asked to indicate whether a m unicipality other than 
the C ity  of Vancouver has the power under the Municipal Act to e stab lish  the 
type of regulation that has been in stitu ted  by the C ity  of Vancouver.

The S o l ic it o r  indicated that:

(a) though Section 125 of the Motor Vehicle Act (which is  the section 
provid ing m un ic ipa lit ie s  with powers in respect of t r a f f ic  matters) 
permits Council to deal with special s itu a t ion s, it  does not 
sp e c if ic a lly  authorize special regu lations fo r resident parking;

(b) in the absence of such le g is la t io n , a regu lation perm itting resident 
parking and p roh ib itin g  general parking in the same araa would be 
d iscrim inatory and bad in law.

The foregoing is  being submitted fo r the Information o f, and possib le  further 
action by. Council.

(10) Bus Stop -  Bainbridoe Avenue

A request was received fo r a Northbound bus stop on Bainbridge Avenue near the 
plant of Del nor Frozen Foods.

Investiga tion  d isc losed  that the distance between e x ist in g  bus stops is  
approximately 1,400 feet and that the B.C. Hydro and Power Authority would be 
w ill in g  to  provide serv ice  to  an additional stop because of that distance.

The most su itab le  location fo r  a proposed bus stop is  500 feet South of the 
e x is t in g  one, which would be ju s t  North of the most Northerly driveway to the 
Delnor Plant. The road shoulder at t h is  location i s  of su f f ic ie n t  width, and 
i s  in good repair, to accommodate the bus stop.

We would therefore recommend that Council authorize the establishment of a bus 
stop on the East s ide  of Bainbridge Avenue approximately 500 feet South of the 
e x is t in g  bus stop North of Government Street.
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This practical way of dealing with the problem soon appeared to beccma 
accepted and requests were received from residents outside the trial 
area for similar treatment. This trio! has been in effect for 
approximately six months and, as a result of a further canvass, the 
greatest mojority of the residents exprussed a desire to retain the 
regulation. 

(cl In general, observance of the special zones by "P.N.E. parkers" has 
been quite good. The Police Department enforces the regulation only 
when a complaint Is received and some assistance is rendered by the 
property ownersoffected, 

C-d) The "zone" arrangement requires that some residents park In front of 
premises other than their own. 

(el The Council approved a policy of establl5hlng zones to be reserved 
for "Resident Parking Only" in residential areas where the density 
of parking warrants this action, 

The Municipal Soi lcitor was asked to Indicate 1·1hether a municipality other than 
the City of Vancouver has the power under the 1-luniclpal Act to establish the 
type of regulation that has been instituted by the City of Vancouver. 

The Solicitor indicated that: 

(a) though Section 125 of the Motor Vehicle Act (which Is the section 
providing municlpallties with powers in respect of traffic matters) 
permits Council to deal with special situations, It does not 
specifically authorize special regulations for resident parking; 

(bl i~ the absence of such leglslatlon, a regulation permitting resident 
oarldr.g and prohibiting general par·king in the :;~m .. c.r~a ,10ul:I be 
discriminatory and bad In law. 

The foregoing is being submitted for the Information of, and possible further 
action b:•. Counci I • 

(10) Bus Stop - Bainbridge Avenue 

A request was received for a Northbound bus stop on Bainbridge Avenue near the 
plant of Delnor Frozen Foods. 

Investigation disclosed that the distance between existing bus stops is 
approximately 1,400 feet and that the B.C. Hydro and Power Authority would be 
willing to provide service to an additional stop because of that distance. 

The most suitable location for a proposed bus stop Is 500 feet South of the 
existing one, which would ba just North of the most Northerly driveway to the 
Delnor Plant. The road shoulder at this location is of sufficient width, and 
ls In good repair, to accommodate the bus stop. 

We would therefore recommend that Counci I authorize the establ ist-irnent of a bu!c' 
stop on the East side of Bainbridge Avenue approximately 500 feet South of the 
existing bus stop North of Government Street. 
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( 11) 16th Street from Edmonds Street to Stride Avenue

Twice e a r l ie r  th is  year, your Committee reported on a request to c la s s if y  the 
above street as a through Street.

Both times Council concurred with our views that no action should be taken to 
so c la s s if y  16th Street because:

(a) warrants are not met;

(b) It  is  not intended at any time in the future to consider such a 
c la s s if ic a t io n .

In elaboration, we would point out that vehic le volumes on 16th Street are not 
of the order which would constitute  a warrant fo r the establishment of It  as 
a through route.

16th Street is  not destined to become a through street; Instead, the ultimate 
Is  to improve other stree ts in the area (e.g. the I9th-20th D iversion, Edmonds 
Street and a new 14th Avenue Indu stria l roadway) fo r through street purposes.
Th is should provide desirab le  a lte rnative  routes of travel fo r vehic les which 
currently "sho rt-cu t" through the area.

As a re su lt  of a further request fo r the same type of treatment that was o r ig in a lly  
sought, we re-investigated  the matter and found that, during the f i r s t  s ix  months 
of t h is  year, only one recorded accident occurred on 16th Street, and th is  was 
at 16th Avenue.

We would therefore recommend that Council reaffirm  it s  past actions to not 
c la s s if y  16th Street between Edmonds Street and Stride  Avenue / through street 
fo r the reasons provided above. as a

Respectfu lly submitted,

J . Da i 11 y , 
Chairman.

EW:dew:ws
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(Ill 16th Street from Edmonds Street to Stride Avenue 

Twlee earlier this year, your Committee reported on a request to classify the 
above street as a through Street. 

Both times Council concurred with our views that no action should be 1aken to 
so classify 16th Street because: 

(a) warrants are not met; 

(bl It is not iniended at any time In the future to consider such a 
classification, 

In elaboration, we would point out that vehicle volumes on 16th Street are not 
of the order which would constitute a w<1rrant for the establishment of It as 
a through route. 

16th Street is not destined to become a through street; Instead, the ultimate 
Is to improve other streets In the ar~a (e.g. the 19th-20th Diversion, Edmonds 
Street and a new 14th Avenue Industrial roadway) for through street purposes. 
This should provide desirable alternative routes of travel for vehicles which 
currently "short-cut" through the area. 

As a result of a further request for the same type of tre~tment that was originally 
sought, we re-Investigated the matter and found that, during the first six months 
of this year, only one recorded accident occurred on 16th Street, and this was 
at 16th Avenue. 

We would therefore recommend that Council reaffirm its past actions to not 
classify 16th Street between Edmonds Street and Stride Avenue/ through street 
for the reasons provided above. as a 

EW:dew:ws 

Resp~ctfully submitted, 

J, Dai lly, 
Chairman. 
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