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MANAGER'S REPORT NO. 78 .
COUNCIL MEETING - Dec. 6/76

Re: = LETTER FROM MRS. ELSIE WALLS THAT APPEARED ON THE AGENDA FOR THE
NOVEMBER 20, 1976 MEETING OF COUNCIL (ITEM Yg) / EDMONDS STREET

Appearlng on last week's agenda was a letter from Mrs. Elsie Walls which contained
five lnqulrles on mattes pertaining to Edmonds Street. ' Comments on the lanlPleS
are included in the attached report from the Director of Plannlng.‘

Follow1ng is an elaboratlon on. two polnts in rhe Director of Planning's report:

1. Item. 2(b) on Page 2

‘Anyone wlshlng to appear as a delegatlon before the Trafflc
: and Safety Committee may do so upon request-in writing to the

- Committee's: secretary . The next meeting of the Commlttee is" scheduled
- -for 6: 00 p.m. on December 14, 1976. .

;{‘Item 3ion’ Page 2

'ﬂfArrangements were made to begln a noise enlorcement program on Edmonds e

“.'Street on November 16, 1976, but - the: operatlon had to. be cancelled due jfcf“'“"v

ovadverse weather condltlons. e

JTheeEnv1ronmental Health DlVlSlon has arranged thh the R C M.P. for a,,:;_,»:l,;

Zmonltorlng survey,: with: formal charges. for v1olatlon of the standards as
wlcontalned in the: Burnaby Noise or -Sound Abatement ByaLaw 1972 #6052
;to commence ‘on. Monday, December 6 '1976.. "We will be reportlng the
esults of. thlS enforcement operatlon to Councll when 1t has bee “fi
“(in: approxlmately three weeks) :

:The counter referre‘ to. 1n Mrs.«Walls‘ correspondenc ~is: :

_countlng dev1ce that Was. placed on. the street by the. Trafflc'D1v151on

g November 17; 18 ‘and 19 =The. counter is usedgt ' o
is elated_to»the monltorlng of.noi

cion: ‘ ig™ 1mp1emented;rflklwt‘“
rom thlS survey wxll be referred to the Trafflc Safety Commi

RECOMMENDATION

f THAT a copy of’ thls report be sent to Mrs. E131e Walls.'

“ % f %
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 Plenning Department
- December 2, 1976 -

W wwomtmmem  pi jos.eo(s)

several questions as a result of the

the regular Council Meeting of ‘Nov
written reply. = This report will attemp
ely possible, to the questions raised;

(In:rgferenceitoxmr;;Pérr{siléttértin-the\Managef}s‘Re rt #75;
“quote), "the Conceptual Road Network, as adopted in principle by
- Council", unquote . . . S e e e B T
_s;What;iﬁfthe;clarification:ofa”adopted‘in principle"? 1Is thisa: = =
,Q; :»definite;gfinal‘and~absolute motion by Council which cannot be . | .
‘.. changed? . T ‘ ‘

. The Planning Department's interpretation of "adopted in principle” as it

| ~applies to the arterial road network concept illustrated in the "Burnaby

 Transportation Study to 1985" report means that Council has adopted the idea

.of the spacing pattern of arterial atreets and the location of these arterial
sireets as being the facilities which would best serve the transportation
pervice and accessibility needs of the municipality as a whole.
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As an example that each route is neither final nor sacred, one need only
compare the initial "Conceptual Road Network-1985" dated March, 1974,
Attachment "A", with the November 3, 1975 amendment, Attachment "B", and
again with the most recent amendment, Attachment "C", dated

August 30, 1976 (pending more deta.iled information on the Royal Oak
alignment alternatives).

Questions 2 and 3 (below) do not require a Planning Depariment response, as
they were directed to Council and the Chief Publio Health Inspector. :

2. (The Kensington delegation were 1nv1ted by Council at the
Council meeting on November 22, 1976 to meet with the Planning
Department regarding any overpass, traffic routes, etc. con-

- cerning their area, but no such J.nv1tation has been extended .

- to the Edmonds' delegation) ;

Therefore, we ask that*

o (e) May our delegation meet with the Pla.nning Depa.rtment to LT
: ~personally. perticipahe in and be consulted with the. depe.rt- e
‘ment during their xna;jor review of ‘Apartment Study Areee e
.which has a: priority on their ‘Work. ‘Progranm, prior to: any i
decismn they may meke regarding the Edmonde Street area? e

) May our delegation meet with the Traffic and Safety o
. Committee to pereonally partioipete in"and be coneulted with
;.;vwith the ‘committee, regarding: the a.lternate truck route
concerning the. ‘Edmonds Streat a.rea., prior’ to a.ny decieione
A'vof the above committee’? S '

"With ege.rd t0. question 2(a), th :;Pla.nning Department»woul’d adviee h_‘ ;
e;pleaeed to meet with ‘the Executive of the Edmonds Street-Hom
Owners g:roup'before a.ny pollcy recommendatione are- forwarded 40" .Council

3.‘ (On November Bth, Item #13, Ma.nager 8 Report #71, etatedsthat the : =
. " Chief Public'Health Inepector would make a concentrated’ effort to
S ‘enforce the noise by-law on Edmonds Street in approximetely one
el ;]week, following the- completion of noise emeeion readings on
' Boundary Road. On November 17th and 18th it was noted: that an -
“official counter was placed betwsen 7116 and 7112 Edmonds Strest--~ .
- half-way up the hill between 19th Street and 16th Street. Before .
my  knowledge of this counter, on the evening of November 17, I
was aware, as were some other residents on FEdmonds Street, that
there was a definite lessening of traffic noise. November 18th.
~was also comewhat quieter). -

Is it possible that truck operatore "pass the word" when firet
encountering these official check points?

When will we be Informed of the results of this oounter?
On the subjeot of question 3, the Chief Publioc Ilealth Inepector advises. that

his department im currently undertaking the study and the results of the study
will be presented to Council at the earliest possible date.
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4 (Mr. Parr has suggested in his report of November 18, 1976 153
that the Alternate road link would involve property acquls:LtJ.on
from B.C. Hydro power line right~of-way).

Why’? Can we not lease this portion on a temporary basis‘? There
~are no power poles involved close ‘to the suggested road link. .
: (There are two poles placed within 10 feet of Rumble Street with -
. the power lines carried up and over Prenter to two.poles on the
north side of Prenter). Is it not poss:Lble to solicit some:
- cons:.deretlon from the B C. Hydro on a temporary basls" o

.-Subsequent to the matter bemg dlscussed in the Trafflc Safety Coumuttee,
‘and should it be resolved that the Committee accedes to. the “truck. routlng
‘suggested by the Chalrma.n of the Edmonds Street ‘Home Owners group-and
.Council ‘concurs with the Committee's reoommenda.tion, the mat Yer of property
d.w.scussions with B C Hydro could be pursued Cony R Ch e

5. Are w ‘to understa.nd that a truck route, propos through an
mdustr1a1 .zZone—-even’ thou.gh "t may be’ 1nd1reot ould not be
acceptable to ‘truck. operators ‘and. they would, be against using it?
Has the . day finally come . in: Burnaby when: they can. choose ‘a route S
: through resldentlal areas ibecause dt i a"' o " :

rect’ a.nd very circuitous route obv:.ously would not, a ceptable to
"forced" onto: the suggested routlng oompa.r with the currently
Yed route, pa.rtlcularly when 1t 1s cons:.dere . ‘ ;

It is recommended.

THA'I‘ a copy oi‘ this report be sent to Mrs, Elsie Wa]ls, ‘
Chairman, Edmonds Street Home Owners g'roup. ’ o

«/Zfd//

Ao L, Parr
v DIRECTOR OF PLANNING

WSS /dm
ce Municipal Engineer
- Chief Public Health Inspector
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