
ITEM 4 
MANAGER'S REPORT NO. 3 

COUNCIL MEETING 1S7C J~n. 09 

Re: LETTER FROM MR. FRED D. LEE I-IHI CH APPEARED ON THE AGENDA 
FOR THE 1978 JANUARY 03 MEETING OF COUNCIL (ITEM 3j) 
ROAD CLOSURES IN COMMUNITY PLAN AREA "D" 
BRENT\-JOOO PARK 

Appearing on last week's agenda was a letter from Mr. Fred D. Lee 
regarding road closures in Community Plan Area "D". Fo1lo\'1ing is a 
report from the Director of Planning on this matter. A report fro111 
the Municipal Engineer is attached. 

With respect to Mr. Lee's comments regarding access to his property 
during periods of snow, the Engineer advises that Eastlawn Drive while 
having grades approaching 12% is no worse and in many cases better than 
many other streets in the Municipality. Parkla1•m Drive which has been 
referred to as an alternate route has grades up to s:_: 1,1hich 1-1ould also 
present problems during severe snow conditions. A sk_etch showin<J the 
area in question is attached. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

1. THAT a copy of this report be sent to Mr. Fred D. Lee. 

* * * * * * 

MUNICIPAL MANAGER 

OIRECTOR OF _PLANNING 

PLANNING DEP,\RTMENT 
DECEJ\IBEH 30' l 977. . 

LETTER OF ENQUIRY FROM iIR. FRED D. LRE 
ROADBLOCKS .ON SPRINGER AVENUE 1\T PARKLAWN AND DELLAWN 
AND AT HALIFAX WEST OF WOODWAY 
COMMUN! TY PLAN ARE A "D '' ·-----------------

.The Planning Department has been requested to reply to a letter of 
enquiry dated December 19, 1977 from Mr. Fred D. Loe wi t_h reference 
to the existing road closures in this area which precludes access 
from the Eastlawn/Crestlawn area to Springer. 'I\vo of tho existing: 
closures took effect on June 11, 1976 and the third closure at 
Parltlawn was adopted by Council on November 22, 197G. 

The main contention of Mr. Lee is that: 

"the majority of tlrn ros:i.dents have voiced their choice to 
remove all or i:;01110 of tho bloclrndes, the survey was over­
whelm~ng and all delegates appoa1•ing bo:Corc council, the 
Ratepayers Associution, etc,, aro all in favour of removal 
of some or all o-C tho bloekn.clos, '' 

We would emphasize in reply that the expressed concerns with ru~poct 
to increasing commutov through tl•affic within thCJ sinr~lo-fnmily 
dwelling neighbourhood and tho solution of road ulosuros nroso out 
of tho complnints of nnd cl:l.scuss:l.ons with 1.•0s:i.clonts :ln tho n.ron, A 
copy of tho comprohonsivo ropo1.·t i.:1ubmittod to Council on ~lay ~10, 1.977 
is attached fol~ in:Co.t•na-1.t:lon. 'l'his roport :lncl:Lcntos tho oxtonsivo 
discussions to clnto ancl n rou.<l:i.np; o:f tho roport doos not suppot•t tho 
main content ion of Mr. l,oo. '!.'ho Rummiu•y o.f' tho 1•1:1s:Lclont survoy is 
outlined in Soction 5,0 nnd G,O of tho l.•oport.. Alt.ornn.t:l.vo 4 (2 
closures) n.nd AJ.tomn. ti vo 1. (:I cxi~, L\.ug c losuro::,) wo1·0 tho nhoi.co 
of :t.•espoct;LvoJ.y '11% nnd 17% or. '1'110 rosiclonts, :f.'ln· n. total. or 5B% 
for both Altor11ntivof:l; wh:l.lu tho No noncl Cl0Rt11•0 Alt:01·1rnt:Lvo w11.R 
tho choico o:r :.12% of. tho ros:l.do11ti:;" In ox:nm:l.n:Lng Hoc.:oncl choicoH, 
tho totnl :r.or .t\ltol'nn.t:l. vo ,J. rmcl Altor1rnt :l.vo :I. rc.imn:l.nod nt 5H'/,; 
wh:l.lo '(;ho No nond Cl<.H:ill:Y.'O J\lt:ornat:l.vo cl:t•oppocl to 1G%, 'l'ho:t•cJ:f.'o:t•o, 
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in summary, the Brentwood Park Ratepayers Association and the majority 
of residents in the area responding to the survey distributed. to all 
area residences have supported some form of comprchensi· e road clo-
sures, indicating road closures ei thcr at or of Springer. By its 113 
past actions, Council has indicated that the existing road closures 
(Alternative 1) constitute, within the complex circumstances, tho 
appropriate solution to meet the needs and concerns oJ' the Brentwood 
residents. 

This· is for the information of Council. 

"":_.,,., .,; .. 

s1.1b1ili tted to Council 

. . 

·A.· · L. Pa1T, · 
DIRECTOR~OF PLANNING. 
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ROAD CLOSURES IN COMMUNITY PLAN AREA "D'' - BRENTWOOD 
(ITEM 2, REPORT NO, 67, OCTOBER 25, 1976) 
(ITEM 3, REPORT NO. 55, SEPTEMBER 7, 1976) 
(ITEM 40, REPORT NO. t18, JULY 19, 1976) ITEM 4 
(ITEM 18, REPORT NO. 75, NOVEMBER 22, 1976) 
(ITEM 14, REPORT NO. 11 , FEBRUARY 1 t1 , 1977 ) 
(ITEM 17, REPORT NO. 17, MARCH 7, 1977) 

MANAGER'S REPORT NO. 3 

COUNCIL MEETING 1970 Jan. 09 

Following is a further report from the Director of Planning on road closures 
within the Brentwood Community Plan, Area "D". 

RECOMMENDATIONS: 

1. THAT Council approve the implementation of the Alternative 4 
road pattern (sketch #3) which proposes the closures of Springer 
and of Woodway south of Halifax and author.:.ze the Municipal 
Solicitor to pursue the submission of a by-law to Council to 
close Springer and_ Woodway to traffic at th~ designated locations. 

2. ·· THAT a copy of this report be sent to the Brentwood Park Ratepayers 1 

Association and to all persons who have corresponded with Council 
on this matter. 

MUNICIPAL MANAGER 

~!RECTOR OF PLANNING 
. . . -~- '. . . 

PLANNING DEPARTMENT 
MAY 25,. 1977_ 

ROAD CLOSURES IN COMMUNITY PLAN AREA 110 1i 
BRENTWOOD PARK 

_The. Brentwood Park area has been the subject of discussion with 
regard to community planning matters for a number' of years. In 
particular, the public response was obtained at•· the time of the 
formulation of the policy report, Apartment Study 1 69 which , -
established the broad parameters for the development of the 
Brentwood apartm~nt area generally south of Halifax Street. 
Since the Spring of 1974 further intensive discussions on traf­
fic and other local community concerns have taken place, The 
participants havo included the Brentwood Park Ratepayers Asso­
ciation, various resident sub-groups and individual residents, 
the Advisory Planning Commission, the Municipal Council, and 

· the Municipal Engineering, Fire, and Planning Departments, 

As a result of public concerns expressed at the Public Hearing 
for an apartment proposal on a sttu smith of Jlnlifnx, in tho 
spring of 1974, Council directed tho Planning Department to 
work with tho Brentwood Park Rntopnyors Association in resolving 
these concerns, An amended Community Plnn :for tho nroa east of 
Delta Avenue was ndoptocl by CO\incil in October 1975, Tho imple­
mentation of two 0lom0nts o:l' this part of' tho Plan, the rond 
closures of Dellawn nt Springcn.· nnd of Hali:ff.l.X n.t Woo·dwny ns 
originnlly proposed nnd supported by tho Rntopnyors Associntion 
took o:ffoct on Juno 14, 1976, nowrJvor, a sic~ni:t'icnnt amount of 
trnf:ric ciontinuocl to fU.tor through thh; singlo--:rnmHy clwolli.ng 
nroa, nnd to moot this situnt:i.on, Council 011 Nov<;1mhc.11:• 2:-~, 1976, 

· ndoptod n. rocommondnt:l.01~ to closo Pnrlclnwn nt Spri.nr~or . . 
As a result of tho con·tinu:lng oxprc.issod concorns by rosldonts 
in tho nron to tho rond closures nnd tho trnffic fij_tuation, 
Counc:l.l 011 JPUbl'Ul\l'Y :v1, l.977 diroctod that ll ln·o~~htll'.'(J/quoB,~ 
tionna.j,r() ba d:lsti•ibtltod to n.ll rosj.clont ow111::i1.•s nncl tonn.nt1:1 
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in the area bounded by Willingdon, Parker, Holclom, and Lougheed 115 
in order to obtain the public response on the subject of alter­
native road patterns in the are,. Council on March 7, 1977 
approved the detailed information to bo included iii the brochure/ 
questionnaire. The printed ques~ionnaire was mailed to ·residents 
in the week of April 10, 1977. The computed survey summaries ,_ __ 
include replies received up to May 16, 1977. 

2.0 QUESTIONNAIRE DISTRIBUTION AND nETUTINS 

The brochure/questionnaire was distxibuted to all residences 
within the area bounded by Willingcton, Parker, Holdom, and 
Lough~ed. Ownership lists keyed to addresses were obtained 
from .;he computerized municipal reco1·ds. Additional brochure/ 
questionnaires were mailed to occupants of absentee owner pro-

·perties. The apartments and townhouses in the area were spe­
cifically checked to ensure that all units were included. Ever 
effort was made by the Municipal Clerk and the Planning Depart­
ment to reach every resident in the area. 

I 
,I 
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"' -' c.:, c3 cc z z ::, cc Cl =i: C.> A total of 1771 brochures were mailed out to area residents and 
463 replies were received for a percentage return of 26% (see ~--~ 
Sketch #1 and Sche.dule #1). Highe1· return ratios from Sub-Area 
B _with a 52% return and Sub-Area E 1vi th a 43% return reflected 
the interest of these residents in the road closure discussions 
to date asevidenced by the many past letters and petitions to 
Council. Area F had a low 15% return ratio indicating perhaps· 
a relative remoteness from the direct consequences of the.pro--
posed road closures and reflecting a very poor response from 
the t.ownhouse enclave south of Broadway between Springer and. 
Holdom. 

_ Of the replies, 8.2% were . from single-frunil:r dwelling residents 
and 17% were from apartment residents. Some of the few Broadway 

·townhouse' residents who replied may also have indicated a 
single.:..family dwelling or an apartment as their type of unit. 

It is also noted that a large numbe1• of respondants attached 
additional letters or expressed their concerns and opinions at 
length. As 463 replies were received, many individual enquiries 
or suggestions cannot be acconunodatod within the scope and main 
purpose of this survey. 

3. 0 SUB-AREA DESCRIPTIONS AND POPULATION CHARACTER 

3.1 To obtain as much relevant material from the survey, the 
overall Brentwood Park area wns di vidcd in to the following 
sub-areas (see Sketch #1): 

TOTAL PREDOMINANT FAMILY/ ESTIM,'\'I'ED KEY DE SCRI P'I'ION UNIT 'l'YP1'1 NON-F 1\.\1I T,Y POPULATION 
Brent lawn/We.st lnwn/et c. Older S:l.n[.{l.o- Declining 1990 Family Dwolling·s FnmiJ.y 
Doltn/Crostlnwn/etc, Newer Sinr,lo- Family 588 :F'mn:i.J.y DwoJ.J.:Lng-s 
Pn:rkor Singlo-Fnmi1y F'amily 217 Dwo 11 :i. nr-::- s 
Apnrtmont Area Apal'trnont Non-Family /3 113 (Ht.tlifax/Bol.lwooc.l) 
Spring·o r /Br no 1 nwu/ o t c. Newer Stng:J.c, .• Ii'nm'l J.y :382 J~nmi :t.y nwoll:l.11gr~1 

Mondeclnlo/IIowarc.1/oto, Nownr S:l.111(!.o~ Fn111:i.J.y 2177 
1"am:L J.y Dwc.:1l:t:lt1n'H 

(~;omc, townhnunc1~:;) _________________ ., ____ ..,_.,._, _______ ,... ... ~---·-··-----·--.......... ___ , ______ ,.. __ _ 
'l'O'l1J\L 

-------------------·--·---- fiH 97 ___ , ___ ,. ____ .... _____ , ____ , __ ___ 
,. '-•' 
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3.2 The survey data have also been compiled according to three 
main g1·oupings; 

-=::- CV") O"I 
West Sector 
(Sub-Areas A+B+C) 

Apartment Area 
(Sub-Area D) 

East Sector 
(Sul>--Aroas E+F) 

- predominantly single-family 
dwelling areas west of the 
existing road closures. 

- area south of Halifax and 
west of Springer. 

- predominantly single-family 
dwelling areas east of the 
existing road closures. 

4.0 RESIDEN'r CRITERIA RELATED TO ROAD PATTERN 

4.1 Overall Resident Criteria (See Schedule I) 

Residents were requested to specify the three criteria 
which they considered to be the most important in deter~ 
mining a local road pattern. The top six criteria men­
tioned were: 

RANK 

l. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

DESCRIPI'ION 

Maintain a quieter neighbourhood 
free .of intrusive traffic. 

Provide appropriate fir~ access to 
all dwellings. 

. 
Maintain freedom of movement in 
all directions. 

Eliminate east-west through traffic. 

Separate apa1·t:nont traffic from 
single-family dwelling traffic. 

Emphasize access to Brentwood Mall. 

TOTAL OF TOP 6 CRITERIA 

PERCENTAGE 

18% 

17% 

16% 

·12% 

9 ()1 
/0 

8% 

80% 
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These criteria also tended to indicate 3 groupings of con­
cerns. On this basis, 43% of the replies indicated n desire, 
in general, to reduce traffic in some way nnd put a high 
~alue on having a quiet neighbourhood. 36% of tho replies 
emphasized the desire to provide freedom of movement in all 
directions including nccess within the study nrea precinct. 
17% of tho replies emriliasized the provision of appropriate 
fire access to nll dwellings, This appears to indicate n 
fairly cloar split between an anti-traffic group and a pro­
access group, although the anti-traffic replies nre n sig­
nificantly greater percontnge, Tho critorin of fire ncceHs 
to all dwellings reflectini:; n common sense 1•osponse is n 
relatively high porcontnge for all sub-areas nnd nre ron­
sonnbly similar in all sub-areas. Howovor, tho concern of 
approprinto f:l.ro 1.1.c.:ccs::; is oxp1•csso<I moro stl•ongly ;!.n thoso 
sub-nrons closest to tho existing rond closuroo, 

4, 2 Further Detn.ilod Conunonts 

n) RosidcntH in Sub-Aron A rnto tho desiro for n quiet 
neighbourt1oocl vory strongly. Sub-Aron A 1·osicjonts 
indicn.to strolif~ly tlrn.t trnf:£:1.,.: hl thoir main eoncorn. 
It is of not<J thnt ouly G% of tho ropl:i.os in this 
sub-n.ron. c:L tocl tho crit(;) ria of 1'1·oodom of movclmont 
in all directions. 
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b) nesidonts o:f Sub-Arna D, the apa:ctmcnt area, replied 11 7 
almost directly opposite to tlw ru~;icfcnts of sub-
area A. 36% of the rcp]ios, a Vt-:?ry hif~h proportion, 

c) 

d) 

e) 

in this sub-area cited tho critcr:ia of -rreedom of 
movement in ::tll directio'ns. Only G% of tho replies 
cited the criteria of a quiet nc:i.gl11Jourhood free of 
intrusive traffic. 

Sub-areas 13, C, F., n.nd F were -not as clear cut in their 
replies as those ind.ic-atecl for sub-areas J\ and D. 

Under the grouped cri terfa., Sub-Areas A, n and C em­
phasized the reduction of traffic while Suh-Arons D, 
E and F emphasized the access in all directions. 

The West Sector replies (Hi%) (Sub-Areas A+n+C) em­
phasized the elimination of en.st-west throug-h traffic 
more than tho Apartment Arca (3%) or the E:lst Sector 
(7%) replies. 

,:;t- (V) 
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The residents from Sub-Areas A n11d B, as they have in 
tho past, have expressed the stronger desire to sepa­
rate apartment traffic from Hingle-family dwelling 

!" •i· cc 

g) 

· traffic tha.n residents of the other sub-n:re:1.s. 

The residents of sub-areas D, E :1.nd F cast of the 
existing road closu1·c have omphas:ized tho clcsil·c for 
direct access to Brentwood 1r:i.11. Tlw:-:o sub-a1·0ns · 
closer to t:hn Mnll, west of the existing· 1·oacl closures, 
or on a collector road l!:1.vt) dt'-emplw.sized this cri tcria. 

h) The desire of resich~nt[.; of S1.1b-Aroa E (Springer/ 
· Braelawn/Lorilawn) area to have ::tcce:-:,s diructly to 
·the Brentwood School is evident. · · 

AL'l'E RN NI' I \ 'E S 

The brochure/questioimaire illustrated ·five sketches which 
were previously submi ttecl to Counc.::i J. ou ~.lining· the main 
possible road patterns which inoct :i.n vn.1·yin1:-.,. dc•grcos the 
mentioned criteria, Al tnrna tive I 1llusti-ntecl th(1 three 
road closures now in effect, Altornativn '1 wu~ tho only 
road pattern whj_ch the hr.'Pntwoocl Pnrk 1:,1.tnpn.yc·.t•s .'.:·,Roci~­
tion was willing to nndor;:,o. 'l'ho J:,roi:hu11 u notod thnt 
Alternative 1 was rrono1.•:tlly nccnptnbl(1 to the Fi.t•t~ nnpart­
ment, 'rho ~1morn1 JJos:Lt:i.on o.f t!10 Fir<·' Departl!ll:'nt n11 tlw 
other al te rnnti ves wns largely nognt j_ ve. 

The brochure furthur notod that: 

"It was nlso n.cknow1odg•n<l that tho :::j .. rnplo 1·0movn.l 
of tho cxist:Ln:; road elostn•os rl.i.c! not p1·ovicli

1 
a 

vinblo construt:tj \'<:) trnff:i.e solut:ion for tlw nvor­
nll nren, '!'he rosiclc-Jlt conce.rns wl1ich loci t·o the 
current oxi:stin~.\' rc:,cir.l cloBuros mu:::-:t: still br., con­
SJ.cleroc.1, '.!'hus th1:1St' :ros;lcl(JtJts who wi::;)1 to sJ.rnply 
romovo nlJ. :roncl cl.osuro::; s110ulcl lwn 1.· in m.i.ncl, l. n 
pnrtic:uJ.nr, tho orroct or tlin rorn1lt:111t .1·1.•int,·0-
cluction o:r onmt-wn:.;;t; throug.l1 '1'1.•nf'J'i<.' ln Lllo :t.'.'l':l 

nncl tho 111:l.::-::i.nrr. of ::ttl:\l'Llll<JJ1'I: IUl(I • ..:::Ln;.~1(•-Jn::t'i..ly, 
dwo.Uinf{ trn.l.':l':l.c•," 

"Tho extons:t.vo mn.toJ•:L:d. prnv:l.tlod :Lfl .l.ntu111.lt•d tn c·on­
voy tho complexity of tho s:L1:i1:i.t::ln11 and to :ind:i.cn.l;c• 
tho o:<cton I; o:J' tho 1,·,ng·th~• d;l.1:, m1:--rn;J om, on tli:i r:, 111n t I.or 
to c.lntn, 

1

1':101•u a1•u no po 1:1'11c1. :-;n'lt1l:j,o,,....1, 1.11 1·opl.yi11rr 
to tho Cnllow:l.11g· ('J\l(JHt.lom; :ii; .i.': J1nnurl 1:11:11: :i11div.L(l11:L.1. 
rosJ.do11t s wl. ll r~ .i. vo f.11 our:-I·1 tr· 11 l ,ion H .i.i:!,, :i·n. I: .i. 011 1: o 1:11 (' 
opt:lonFI p1•o'v;i.do<.I llrn1l'J..n1.\' :ln 111,i1HI tlw J1f•udH o/' ,,1:ltur 
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local residents a.nd the ramifications-o~-t~h-e_o_p_t_·1"'"'· _o_n_s __ ...;;~ 
chosen; nnd, thus, ena.ble a road pattern to be esta-
blished which is in the best long term interests of 
this community a.rca. 11 

Schedule II outlines the results of the survey. Alternative 
4, Alternative 1, and the No Road Closures Alternative are 
the principal ones. No other alternative or solution ob­
tained more than token support. The question posed to 
i·esidcnts mentioned a desire for a first and second choice. 
The distribution of first choices is the key informat1~·..: ••--11t. 
Some respondants did not indicate any second choice. • 

5.2 Preferred Alternatives - Overn.11 Results 

Alternative 4 Endorsed by B.P.H.A. 41% -
(see Sketch 3) 

Q 
z .... 

Alternative 1 - Existing Road Closures .17% 
a: 
0 
~ 

(see Sketch 2) LI.I 
a: 

No Road Closures Alternative 3?"' . -JO 

Other Al ternativcs 11% 

Al:ternative 4 is clearly desired by a plurality of the re­
sidents. However, 32% represents a significant proportion. 
of residents who dosi~e no road closures in the area. If 
the Alternative 4 and Alternative 1 arc added, it can be 
interpreted that 58% of the residents .favour.some type of, 
~·oad closure to assist in reducing traffic in. the area; 

Sub~Area.s A, B, C, and E ranked Alter11ative 4. th; highest, 
. with Sub:..Area F., in particular, ranking Al tertrn.tive ·4 • very 
high (66%). Sub-Area Franked the No Road Closure Alter.;. 
native (40%) slightly higher than Alternative •1 (36%). 
Sub-Area D, the apartment area, strongly indicated the No · 
Road Closures Alternative (68%). 

On a. grouped basis, both the West Sector (Sub-Areas A+B+C) 
and the East Soctor (Sub-Areas E+F) had a first choice 
response of 47% .for Alternative 4, while as indic.atod pre:.. 
viously the Apartment Area residents responded in n.n oppo:.;, 
site manner in favour of the No noad Closures Altcrriative1 
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In exnmining the second choices, Alternative 4 and Alterna­
ti~e l both achieved a 29% response while the No Road Closure 
Alternative wns significantly lower at n 16% response, A 
mixture of other alternatives w<:1rc suggoBtt)d a.s socond 
choices (27'/o) .• 

6,0 SUMMARY 

Althour:h on an nggror~r,.cu bnsis, no a.ltornntivo coulc.l bo snicl 
to have an overwhelming or large mnjor:L ty o:f f'il•st choice votes, 
Altornntive 4 is tho ono which most residents favour. Alterna­
tive .L (Existing noad Closin•os) could not be 1·<.lco11unonclod within 
tho context of this survoy, In addition, tho No Rond Closures 
Altornnt:lvo coulc.l not ho ruc.ommondod duo to tlrn mn.jor:i.ty opinion 
in :fnvour o:r somo form o·.r comprohonsivo :i:·ond elos\1ros., Ilowcver, 
it is of concern :thn.t virtunlly n third o.r tho rospo11dn11t housC1-
holds havo fnvourod no roacl c:J.osuros. 'l'hus Counc:Ll must tnlrn clue 
account of th:U, sj,1~nif J.cant rninor:i. t:y group nud ;Ln part :leular tho 
apnrtmont rosiclonts in cloto r11d.nln[~ tho approp1•in.to pnttorn 1.' or 
this nron., 

If tho diroet:Lon:3 :lncl:l.catocl :l.n t:l1ti tn.l.rnlntod clnta woro to Jwld 
consistent in n, run-o'f:(' p()ll. l>otwoon tho J\.J.tol.'IHtt:lvo •.1 :ind tho 
No Rou.d Clo1::11.1ros J\ltcn.•1H1.tivo, J.t would ho oxpoctod thn:l: J\l t:ol'­
nativo 4 would acl1:Luvo n clcrnr ovornll 1tfl::Lr11H1.t:i.vo ma;Jority. 

118 
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In the light o.f this survey, the Planning- Departm0nt recommends 
Alternative ,1 which indicates the closure of ~prini;cr and of 
Woodway soutl! of HaJ.ifa..x as the prnfcrrcd n1.tnrnntivc. 

Relative to the j.1nplcmcntn.tion o·f Altvrnative •l, the :following 
comments apply: 

a) 

119 

The apartment residents as indicated in the survey results 
will not be pleased with the implementation of Alternative 
4 and will probabJy continue to cxpecss their concerns t._.,. ___ .,_ 
Council. 

b) 

c) 

d) 

e) 

f) 

g) 

The apartment area will be accessible to the Loug-heccl 
Highway and to Holdoni via 13:roaclway. The Department of 
Highwhy's staff had incticnted that left-hand turn pro­
visions would he provided off. Lou~hccd Hip;hway onto 
Springer by the beginning of April 1977. This· left-turn 
provision is not yet constructecl !Jut the Dcp:1rtmc11t of 
Highway's staff indicate that it is still being actively 
pursued. 

,::j- M Cl 
0 

It is expected that Al ternativc ,J will satisfy m_ost resi­
dents in Sub-Areas A, D, C, nnd E, 8ome dissntisfn~tion 
may be still expressed by som0 rcsid0nts in Sub;..Arca }' to 
the continued elimination of n cccss vi.n. B1:on.dwn.y wost 
along Halifa..x to B1·cntwood ~!all. 'fhe closure of Sprini;er._ __ _, 
south of Halifax may result in some oabt-wast filtrition 
by area res:idents to De 1 ta and to Holdom. 

With the expected construction in the near future of two 
low-rise apartment developments in the area between·· Del ta 
and . Woodway (HZ # 9/74 ancl RZ· #15/7G), the amount of traf:.:.. 
fie g~nerated by the'npartmcnt arcn will likely increase~ 
As·the population of ca.stern Burnaby and Coquitlruncontinues 
to increase, it is expected that pote11tial east..:west. throttgh 
traffic in this area will also incren:-H:•. Thus, the· trend is 
that without any ron.cl closures the im.:J'usivc effects of traf­
fic on tliis single-family dwelling nr<)a will nlso bo magnified. 

Previously considered Conurmnity Plans all indicate the long 
range closure of Del ta Avenue south of lU.dp;elawn due to the 
steep slopes in this ,troa nnd tho ul t:i.m.i.to do\•0Jopment of 
the apartment arcn. south of fli(!f~0lnwn. Current est :i.mn. tes 
are that this closure proposal will not be considered with­
in tho next five years. 

The single-:J:amily dwelling n.roa to tho north of the apart­
ment area may oxporienca some npartmcnt-oricntcct traffic in 
the vicinity of Halifax (i.e. <i;rop-off, on-strc..-:t parking 
along Halifn...--:: in :front .of tho :tpat·tmcnts). 

The approval by Councj_J. of Al to.1•nati vo ,1 wou] cl ho implo­
montecl by tho Eng:l.ne(.).l.'i. ng Dopnr tmon t nr tor tho pn.s~n.go 
th1•ough Counc:Ll o:f tho l''oqu:ir.d.tc bylaw tr., cl,n,e Springer 
nnd Wooclwny to traf'f:i.e :t1: po:l.nt~ ;jt1st suuth o'f' Halifax, 
Romovnblo l'Ond closn1•(:) clovic:os s1111ilat• l:o tho::in plncocl on 
other roa.cls closed with:l.11 tllo 111111dc:lp:1l i.ty woulcl be usocl, 
Pormanont r.ond ulosm'L'li1 (.i,o, cm.·lii:-;, lanrb:icn.p.·ing·, otc,) 
could bo con t:ompln.t(id n:ftOJ• t:ht1 road cl0Rt11'0 l1ncl b(wn :Ln 
operntion for n ron.flonahlo J.0111.,;th of' t:lmo nnd dupondont 
on tho nvai1 nb:1.1:lty of' I' LtnclF-:. 

6, 0 RECOM?imND1!!!_9N 

It is rocom111011Clcid 'l'IIA'l' Counc:l .. l npprovo t:ho .i111plomcn1tnt.i.on ot.' tho 
•Altornntivo 1 ron.d pnt:to.1•.11 U.drntf:!1 ,i:::I) wll:l,·11 p1·opo:,(is thn clo.s1.11.•os 
of. Spl.'l.llL~Ol' nnd ol' Woodway /•:01.1[:)l nf' IULJ.i l'n.,~ :i.11<1 .tlil:l1ol':i.zn t:110 
Mtm:Lc1:l.pnl Sol:LcJ.tor to pU.l.'H\lo tho m.1h111:i r:1:do11 of a l.lyln.w t:o Cotrnd.J. 
to close Spr:i.nfIOJ.' nncl Woodwn.y to t1•uf.f'Jr: al.: t.110 c!o1,::l.g11nLc•d locnt:l.ons. 

fl ~flv .,/ A/ I.pf" I) . ,._ .... KI :cm ., , •. iu·r, 
At'I;, -3 slcotchos i 2 · '10dt1lOFJ ll '. 'C'l'OI? 01•1 PI.,i\NNJNG, 
c, cJ, Mun;Lc:Lpn.:J. Jl:1'- ,ioo:i.•; DiJ.'aeto.1· o/' l•'J.rn , . 

~,-.,d ("lf•l.:l • M11..,..,,,,,l n111 1-in1 •I ,,·I ·I•, ,, • Un" ·I,·, ·i '"''j'._,,. 'I,,,,,~ 
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SCHEDULE I 

SURVEY RESULTS 

AREA DESCRIPTION 

Bre ntlawn/Westlawn/etc. 

Delta/Crcstlawn/etc. 

Parker 

Apartment 1\rea 

Springer/Braelawn/etc. 

;'.ieadedale/Howard/etc. 

TOTAL 

QUESTIONNAIRE 
DISTRIBUTION 

A 603 164 

B 147 77 

C 61 16 

D 286 76 

E 98 42 

F 573 88 

1771 463 

.. RESIDENT CRITERIA 
TYPE OF UNIT. IN ORDER OF RANK :'{PERCENTAGES - %) 

· i · 2 .. · 3 4 5 · 6 7 8 9 10 

27 

52 

25 

27 

43 

. 
0 z 
'-' 

163 

77 

16 

0 z 
'--' 

l 

4 72 

40 

0 z 
'-' 

. 

3.3 24 16 
4.0 19 21 

3.4 16 16 

(j) 
.µ • 
c-jC) 
i:l·r-t 
•r-t'H 
E'H 

·.-1 Q 
r-i H 
i:::a:l +> 

6 19 15 

19 10 11 

19 14 3 

1.9 6 20 36 3 1 

2 3.9 11 19 19 9 4 

15 81 6 1 3.8 16 17 18 7 2 

26 381 79 3 3 .. 3 18· 17 16 12 9 

82% 17% 17,, ·. 

3 5 3 5 4 

2 4 6 4 4 

3 3 8 14 5 

17 9 3 1 4 

13 9 14 0 3 

IB 4 6 1 12 

8 6 5 3 5 

GROUPED CRITERIA 
(PERCENTAGES - %) 

en .. ,.., 
0 

-= I ~ 

0 

65 17 16 2 

46 31 21 ~ 

46 32 I 16 f 5 

11 64 20 I 4 

24 I s,1: 19 3 

23 45 17 10 

43 35 17 4 

,-r_ ...,_ 
--:: ,... --~,; -.... 
-< 

C 
~ C ---~ _--.,_ 
01 t...--

r-- = #;$if 

d' "c· s ..J 
- -;I ns_c::z~ 

~J>m!Z:>1 
zZsi~,..,f 
C":l:::,. j:-..:1 
,-~ :s~! 

;m -:r.! 
3::::t! lr.>=f 
m Ct? ~= !:? 
rT! == ... ... ----:m :z~ 

GROUPED . • ~ . •. •· • ~ :;_-a IO Fi 
• -;• 12 

AREA DESCTII PT ION __. -i J:=:;- ;0 

WEST SECTo·R 1\+B+e 811 257 32 256 1 .·. 3. 5 22 17 11 16 13 3 s 4 s I 4 ss 2..'1 17 2 ~ ~, 1;1,t 
APAR'HIIBNT 11RE:\ D 286 76 27 '1 72. 1. 9 6 · 20 36 3 1 17 9 3 l 4 11 64 20 4 ~ 

~ w 
EAST SECTOR E+F 671 130 19 121 6 3. 3.8 14• 18 18 7 3 16 5 8 1 9 27 48 17 8 . c ,_. 

t------------~--~--4---+----.-~-~~---~.;__~-~:...;.~'---+--.:-1--+-=--1-_;_--&-__;_-i.--.:=--1---4---1----+---,l----1 0 ,, 
. . .. ·. \:) w -~r------

TOTAL 1771 463 26 381 79 3 3. 3 18 17 1.6 12 9 8 6 5 3 5 43 36 17 4 ~--_. .. 
, . I 
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COUNCIL MEETING , 

7978 Jan. 09 
SURVEY RESULTS 

PREFERRED ALTERNATIVES (IN %) 

" 

~- '~- tJ 
::.::l U H 

"~ g a 
t:::l,,. u 

.. ,.~ ·, CE-t .-~, 

"~' ,",~ 8 
:::> ,H 'r., 
IZl ,·, ~- UJ 

PRE:F'ElUUm ALTERNATIVES 
(l N PERCENTAGES -- '.·;>) 

::::i 
·U"• 
t-1··, "','", s ..... u 
~ 
CIY' 
~ 
H 
~ 

Cl •z 
0, 
u 
t:::l 
Cl.) 

," 

-~--­
u 
H 
o. 

·fi' 
E-t 
IZl ,,' 
P:: 

,H 

~ 

"µl 
u 
H 0 ,,, 

O-
i::i ,.z, ,, 
0 
u 
fij 

,,,i '.arentla\V.n/Westlawn/etc. A 50 33 28 4•! 15 · 5 6 18 

·• Delta/Crestlawn/etc. B 41 42 .21 19 27 23 12 17 
:a-------------+-----4---t--4---+--4--+---l--.f---+---~-I----•-_. 

Parker C 50 17 '7 17 29 33 H 33 

,, :Apartment Area D 7 9 10 24 68 6 1G G 1 --·-----1------------.,. Springer/Braclawn/etc, E 6 6 14 5 14 23 50 7 21 
,, 

Meadedale/Howard/otc. F sG ~n G 24 40 13 18 33 

AGGREGATE (%) 11 29 17 29 3 2 1G 11 27 t------------....... ---l-- -1---i,--t--1---1---t--·-t---1---1--;----4 

GROUPED 
AREA DE scnr Pl'I ON 

i-----------•--J----t--+--+---+---~--+--._,_ ---•-•-•------
WE ST SECTOR J\+B+C '17 36 25 ;M 20 12 8 18 1-----------•-t-- __ ,_ ___ -·--·-+---t·--
APARTMEN'l' J\HEA JJ 7 n 10 2•1 (i8 G lG Gl t----------- ·---.--•-- -- ---------EAST SECTOR E+P tj 7 2 5 5 21 ~-• l 25 14 2tJ 
t--------------+-•--l--+----il---1--•·---~· __ ........ ----~-·--i----i---t 

AGGREGATE (%) 17 ~rn 11 !~7 ------------.. ----- .. --~- _, _______ .. _.., __ , __ ,.,._.., _____ , __ 

,. 



ITEM L!-

MANAGER'S REPORT NO. 3 

COUNCIL MEETING l r;7c Jan. 09 

MUNICIPAL MAt~AGER 

MUNICIPAL ENGINEER 

RE: DELTA AVENUE - TRUCK TRAFFIC AND TRAFFIC SIG~AL PROBLEMS. 

125 

We have been asked to report on the postscripts in the December 19th, 
1977 letter from Mr. Fred Lee . 

. The.first.postscript of Mr. Lee's letter refers to the problems 
caused by trucks maneuvering to and from the construction site 
on Delta .Avenue at Lougheed Highway. As a reference, we have 
attached a copy of a report written for the· Council Meeting of 
D.ecernber 12th, 1977. This report outlines the problems and 

~ihdicates action taken by the Engineering·Department prior to. 
November 30th, 1977. Weare monitoring these problems and will. 
continue to take action where required. 

. ' 

The· second postscrij?t of· the .letter refers to the short green ... 
' time for s,outhl:>ound Del ta traffic at the Delta-Douglas:...CLougheed 

traffic signal.•· i~ormally, this signal, which is mairit.ained by 
the Ministry 'of Highways, has a vehicle actuated controller .. 

·. ~niaf this means is thaf the signal controller mechanism can alter · 
0
the. ·green time for each leg of the intersection to compensate , , 

. for increased _traffic ... on any one leg; this. is accomplishecLby: · 
~ehicles inieruptini a magnetic field in a loop of ~ire that has• 

·· been imbedded in the asphalt and tied in to the controller. In 
this case, the Delta Avenue•loop has been damaged as a result of 

·.some shifts in the pavement around the loop. To allow this signal 
to function correctly, the Ministry of Highways was forced to ~et 
the signal to give a constant green time for the Delta Avenci~ 
traffic. As a result, the signal controller no longer adjusts 
its elf to any .increases in the traffic on Del tc1 Avenue and ti1 is 

·causes bnckups .:11..:r.in9 the i)(}.-J.k :.,:,:tffjc hrYul'3. 

The Ministry 1J.f Highways :,;:, J.,:v: .... :~·i9;_.;Un9 th.1 • ;:•·ob\,.,,n. ·,n,:1 
expect to have~ it co:-rcct<:.:d 11, :;hu1·t: t·lr:·;c'. 

RECOMMENDA'I'IONS 

THAT no further action be tnkon at this time. 

THAT Mr. Fred Lee be sent a cory of. this report and t:he 
report to council of Decc~mbci~ 12th, 1977 p(;:r,taini.nq 
to the same subject. 

RB :cc 
Att. 
c.c. 1 ''..ti!Ci' ,,: 1·;u1 r'i ·vL:·:,, 

ff.~ 
MUNlCI Pl\L f~NO.I:imEH 
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I tern 18 
Manager~ . .?- Report No. :g4 
Courrcil Meeting Dec. 12/77 

DEL1'A AVENUE - SUTU·'i~CE CONlJI'rlu:is i\SU ',.'!U,FFJC 

··on thecouncil .• Agcrn.l,l forDec0ntberl2th, ~rl77, is .:i lettcr·frc:a 
Mrs. Luz A: llughcs, rclutivo to the subj(;ct. 

· .. The pr6blcnr cited in Mi:s. Lu2 A. lluqhos' lcttc.1: is lnouq"ht .:.ii..l,,ut 
: by _the construct.ion of an apartment cc:-m;ilox ,,n !),ilt.:i t,v011uc. '.llie 
only access for removal of excuva tad 11111 Lori.:'\l f: t:um th,) np;ir tm0n c · 
site is Delta Av~nue. 1~e use by trucks certainly create~ a · 

-. traffic problem ana a mud· mid drninavc pron.lorn. 

Inspections have been c;irr.i.cd out ~1nd tho cont:r.:1,:tor cons.i.sL,·:J:1tly 
aclviscc:1 t<:> kceiJ th0 r.oacl chrnn ,1nd drai.1HHJC .:.:ontro.Ll.•..J(:. !Jk::,v1· r,1.in~, 
at times havr rn,Hlc L·.his cl difficulL op,:n·c1t:i.on. IIO\/ fuo.1 1,.;~1t; usci<.i 
extensi vc.l.y to control mud but agu.rav,;1 t0J tho d r:.:i inc:1qo iJl."1.:>bl1..•:n. 

Friday, November 25th, the jc)b W,Hl ~;hut down b':' Lho Cli.dm:,; illH! 

By••law Inr.;pccto.r. .Tlt .:1pp.ro:-::ir.1t'.it·.1;1.ly :i:,:5 µ.m. ,\lu1id;·1y, ;,;ov,:rnh,.!l.' :~Htl1, 
two .i.nspcctio1rn w,~rl) 1:1ado .:111L1 1.1L 8:-l:i .:1.n;, 0:1 i-:ow•nib-::r ;>,c1t:·1, Lill: 
contracl:c.a· w,:u; r1dv.i.:,H'ti to i.1111nL'di<.1t·.c•ly cl,~i,111 L!1,~ :::.1,: ol'!' d~1.: l't.J.;(J. 

A man with u shoved,.,•.,::; .:irrn.i.,;1n,:-1c"I 1:i 1!1t ,:.,.,·.:iy IH1L t.;1c: CJ;-ti:i:1· l:1:-;poc:t.o.r 
.felt a comp.l.otc cJ.onn-up h','.lG 11oc,··:.::~.1i-y :ind ce,:i,,t:-.,l :1 :,:1111l,:.L:.1ill \•:oi:}; 
01:-dcr to use Munic.i.pc1l c1~c.11~1s l:o diJ L:1,; ,:lu.:1n-1q.i ·.•:.i.th t.!1,.• ch:1nJt.JS 
bd.n9 to the contracl:01: for; Lh.i.::1 1~·ni:J:. 

1. 2G 
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