ITEM 8
MANAGEWSREPORTNO. 30

CDUNCIL MEETING 1979 O

LETTER FROM MRS. ROSE ISMAN AND MRS. WINNIFRED D'ALTROY

- "WHICH APPEARED ON THE AGENDA FOR THE 1979 MARCH 26 MEETING -
- OF COUNCIL (ITEM 4h)

__ORNAMENTAL STREET LIGHTING ON EDINBURGH STREET

Appear1ng on a recent agenda was the attached 1etter from Mrs. Rose
" Isman-and Mrs. Winnifred D'ATtroy regarding ornamental street Tighting
~‘on Edinburgh Street. Following is a report from the Municipal Engineer
on this matter. « : ' :

‘RECOHHENDATION

1.-5 THAT the recommendat1ons of the Mun1c1pa1 Eng1neer be: adopted

QVTHATVMrs.nIsman and Mrs. D Altroy, 3890 Edlnburghkstreet,
kerC ~LVSC lR6, be sent a’ copy of thlS report

REPORT E

. ”iAs a result of the letter dated 79 03 04 from Mrs. R. Isman, dnd bt
oMrs. W D’Altroy, both re51dents of Edlnburgh Strect, we have prepared

”‘odthe follow1ng report.

“In this. letter, Mr Isman and Mrs. D'Altroy expressed three complalnts
;;agalnst the ornamental street llghtmng on Edinburgh Street that was
‘energized on 77 07 12. The first is the spoiling of their view of
‘Burrard Inlet and the mountains at night, the second is. the glare that
is seen when looking at the lamps and the third is the light that
shlnes in their w1ndows from “+these lamps.

As mentioned in the lctter, these problems were discussed with the.
Engineering Department when the lights were first 1nstalled.

In the present letter, two solutions to these problems are mentioned.
The first is the installation of hooding devices on the luminaires.

These hoods are intended mainly for use on higher wattage luminaires
at greater mounting heights. Their effect is to direct some of the
gscattered light down to the roadway gsurface and reduce some of the
intense glare associated with these high powered lights. The hoods
are not commonly used in residentlal areas because the lower wattage
luminaires do not produce much glare and an extra expense is involved
in installing and maintaining them. JFor these reasons, as well as
for the precedent that would be set with their use, the original
regquest from these people for Lhe ingtallation of Lhcse hoods was denied.
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The second solution mentioned is the use of shorter poles with
the hopes of 1ncrea51ng the nlghttlme view and reduc1ng glare.

The reasons for not 1nStalllnq shorter post top poles at the tlme
of installation have been quoted from Page 2 of the attached letter,
dated 77 07 25, to Mrs. D'Altroy from the Municipal Engineer.

"With regard to the thlrd suggestion, i.e. =~ to utilize a different
design of street light pole, I have given this matter a great

deal of consmderatlon and I have come to the conclusion that we
‘can not accede to your request for the following reasons:

-11.”hInstalllng adifferent des1gn of pole for the one block
.. in a project- comprlsed of approx1mate1y 45 blocks in total,
would cause the appearance in this one block to stand out :
: markedly dlfferent than the remalnlng 44 blocks.

" The real test for the valldlty in . a change of standard
‘spec1flcatlons within ‘what was intended to. be a homogeneous o
single- entity’ area is whether or not the change could be
passed on to any other: part of the ‘area upon request from'
‘the abuttlng owners. - It'is clear to: us that we ‘could not.
‘-support such a. pollcy because of ‘its’ exce551Ve cost and
~7because of the dlfflculty 1n controlllng 1t. '

,*Generally, the adoptlon of a standald spec1f1catlon for ‘a pro;ect

“results in.a- general benefit to the area being. served but.the:

~-‘1nherentpresult is - that ‘each segment becoming an ntegral‘part
whole, must accept the standard spec1flcat10n set. i

return v1s1t was made to the area on 79 04 10 to. check on the helght

of th'}lumlnalres as they relate to- the ‘windows:: of 'the complalnants' SN
jomes: "Whlle;Mrs‘;Isman was not home:we were. able to“ascert“ in -that ek
th lumlnalre'was sllghtly above eye level ‘if one was seated‘in the '
; , Mrs. ‘D Altroy ‘was home’ ‘'so"we. were able to,obselv »
lumlnalre from inside. ‘the house and . it was our oplnlon as- expressed
" to Mrs. D! Altroy that the’ requested hoods would do little to, resolVe
”hthelr ‘complaint as- ‘the luminaire was above eye level to a person
‘vSlttlng in: the front ‘room. : , ;

J]We also w15h to add that the shorter 20 foot poles w1th post top,mOunted,
‘?1um1na1res are only used in a number of special appllcatlons in ‘ A
- Burnaby. These appllcatlons include walkway lighting and traffic
“island llghtlng.v They are not really designed for use as roadside - ,
1ighting because the luminaire is designed to throw light 'in a c11cular
~ pattern. If ‘used in a roadside application such as on Edinburgh -
Street, half of the light would shine directly onto the adjacent
property. Also if used on Edinburgh Street, reducing the height of
the lamps by 5 feet would not bring them below the level of the main
floor windows. Glare from the lamp would actually increase because
the refractor or lens on the luminaire is cyllndrlca]ly shaped which
means the lamp ie clearly Vlblblo from all s:des.

For the above reasons we can not recommend the use of these poles
in a standard residential application.

Although we can appreciate the concerns of Mrs. Isman and Mrs. D!hltroy
regarding their decreased view and the extra light shining in their
windows, there is no form of street lighting pres gently available that
will effectively light up the street and not produce these side cEfceLs.

;/4%' w»ww/z*”"

My

PAL 1NC]NLLR’

Traffic Superviso
Design Engineer
Solicitor
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3090 udlnbuth treet
Burnaby, B. C. V5C mé

e 'd 3 1 i Iarch L, 1979
.}1&3Y0r an ounci P v
- Burnaby Municipal Hall i :; oot (Zy“l&-%‘}BS) .
- k949 Canada Vay, T e L
'-L;yBurnaby, B c

f Dear Slrb

e ‘ha.It has been a year now 51nce the so~called "or,am ntal"

”fglightlng was instzlled on. Edlnburgh Street and we are wrltlng

. to bring to your attention our unhapby evperlence of living .
yith ugly glaring llghto, planted at eye level 1mmed1ately 1n
front of our homes. e

The residents of our. strept bouaht on thlS slone becquse Cna
of ‘the lovely Burrard Inlet: and. mountaln v1ew aware of the
many'lnconvenlences and ‘drawbacks. of such a locatwon' sucb as.
,dlfflculty of,access in the wvinter ‘and- the necessity of climb~ - -
ing: steep ‘8teps, but w1111ng to put up with them for the sake of -

‘the view. - ‘Now . thls view has been sp011ed by the installation of
tfreeuay 1ight1ng. Tts glare makes it impossible to look out of

- windows without sufferlnp severe eye: otraln, nec9051tat1ng the N

"drawing of drapes as early as four or five o'clock in the after- -

- noon during the winter months. ' We are now deprlved of What uoedvt

-~ to be culled "s million doller view"!

. Before the lights went in the residents had a repreoentative

 from the Enrlnecrlnw Department call on several homes, and it

i was pointed out to him why we objected to the proposed lighting.

- A petition was circulated and deliv ared to the Clerk's Office
showing that the majority of the residents did not favour the
]ightlng. After its installation we again virote the Engineering
Dept. asking that some type of a hooding device be attached, at

- least, to keep the Flar:ng rays from beaming into our: wxndows.

- Their reply Said this could not be done, the reason being that
such action would set a precident. Does not the wanton destruc-
tion of a valued view-nob set a proceoent°

“We would appreciate your giving this matter your consider-
ation which we gope will lead to approval of some modification
of our present strect lighting. Surely the expense would be
regligible compared to the resulting benefits. An injustice hes
been perpetrated against the residents of Ddinburgh Street by the
indifference of the Engineering Dent. Ve trust the Council will
see fit to correct thls injustice, with shorter, prettier posts.

Very truly yours, (M{“' Rose ISMM’)

LRI T BT R ] I /

AGENM 1979 03 206
- Cort- V] awin 6 <A C«”)fr(w.,.f:,.f/_) e
"*Eu GINEER F-“o/?,ch:pom.-r‘)
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) 23 July, 1977,
Hra. D'Al
860 raindburgh strest
Burnaby, B. C.
Dvax Mra, D'Altroy.

Re: Street Lighting - Edinburgh Strest.

= : I told you during our recent telephone
convervation that'i ‘would be writing to You to tell you the
‘resules of my Anvestigation-into the various commants and
- Suggestions which you and your neighbours had made to Mr,
o MOChBinclatir on his vislt to yourhomen, FO T

S : The comments  and suggestions, in escence,
‘resolved. {nto your requast to have tha‘Corporation’ connider
Oné-OY more of: the fcllovinqru:ur-ft concerning the: recently- ;
: : t Lighting Finjech L your area and more o

Edinburgh' Street:’ ’ i B
[E3 SR .- not "energire” the streot lighte in your block f{.a; -
to.nota turn on''tha power, - . . O R :
o ¢ P To eatiraly remove. the streat lights in . your bleck 1,8, ~
el the pclu;‘:thc"lminal.ras. and possibly aven tha bases.
30 o install s’ diffarent dssign’of street 1ight pole.. One .
S of the #oggestions wag to counldnr,junlng.:‘umwme_ shorter
2 pOle, parhaps of ' tha” known:as post-top ligheing. e
R ; ,Dux‘inq'bu"m‘ctht;uhphpn- conversation;
X /advised you that I had epoken. to ‘the Municipal:Soliettor:
regarding points (1) and: {2} and that be had ‘acdvised ma that -
-we could not “vary" the works within a specific Local Improve~
i ment Projsot, Ia ’th!.uf;mnd‘,nym;viu know that ‘the  Locak "
S Improvexent Lighting Project was initiatad an an Area Project
ivithilintes ’uundlnq-\froa'-‘the'lmq north of bundas ‘Street "
to.the-lene ‘north_‘ot'uiubu':qh's_t.tpqt and from Boundary. Road . i
v to.Wiliingdon Avenve; 'nsa'Hunicl‘pcl'ﬁoucltc;,hu.ngviuod,‘t_hnt PO
a1} works omlled for in' the givan axea must ba constiucted S P
‘t0 tha standard; and extant gat ‘out at the tipe ©f the Corporation e
Sending out Initistive Notices to the affected. Propsrty-owners; . ..
Onod ‘ocnstruction has been Btarted,” for which a:"Condtruction® ..
Bylexr hae beon duly dpproved by Council it 4s not possible to .
anmd,or‘fultqrftha-l_mu'or‘ nat S AR

R I TR regard to the'
Frutdiiive a different design of
i this mattey A groatidaal of co
~the conclusichthat we.can not
tollowlng reasonxy = .- i :
1. Installing a diffarent doaian of pole for the one block
e tima project comprised of spproxinstely 43 blocks in total,
‘would cause: the #PPoaArance in this one block
markedly differant. than the
534 The roal test for the waifds
Cspeoifications within what was intendad to bs
single-antity ares {a whother or hot":the change could Le
passed on to any other part of the area upon Yequest fprom
. the abutting owners, It is olear to us that we. could not

8upport guch a policy. bacause of {ts excessive cost and
because of the fficuley §n controlling fe, o

" Generally, the adoption of a standard gpecificaticn

ng an
“cept tha stasdard apecificaticn

: 1 am sorry that t vag unalile to come up with an
affirmative reply to your request,

Yours truly, }

o

F. L. Olnon, p, ¥ng.
MUNICIPAL FHNGINZER

FrO16)

cor () Hunicipal solleltor






