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ITEM 20 

MANAGER'S REPORT NO. 57 

courJCll MEETING 1979 08 27 

Re: CANADA WAY/RAYSIDE AREA TRAFFIC ACCESS 

Following is the report of the Director of Planning dated August 20 regard
; ng the above. 

The Municipal Manager has iniluded Appendix II as an !~-Camera item and 
it is not included with this report, even though it is referred to on 
page 160. 

The Municipal Manager concurs that if we proceed with any corrective work, 
we should proceed with Option 11 C11

• · If we are able to only acquire the 
widening strips from the properties on Ca.na.da Way, rather than acquire the 
entire properties as included in the estimate in the report, the costs for 
Option l'C

11 could drop by approximately $140,000 •. This ·may be optimistic, 
but the point is,. the costs for Option 11 C11 as reflected in this report · 
item are .probably about $100,000 greater than it will cost when the project 
is completed. There also,· of course, may .be funds received from the Province, 
and this vmuld reduce our costs even further~ 

. ' 

It seems prudent therefore, to await a response from the Provi nee with 
respect to cost-sharing before consideration is given to a commitment of 
this project. Further~ it is desire.able to see whatthe Transportation . 
. Committee reports. in the way of priorities on the p·rojects covered in the 
·"Comprehensive Transportation PJan 11

, because the financing_of those projects. 
could indeed affect this. project. The Muni ci pa 1 Manager therf.!fore fee 1 s 
tha.t while he would be. prepared .to recommend Option 11 C11 if any work As .. · . 
gqing to be done, he cannot .make a ,specific recommendationuntilsuch time 

. as he• has heard from the Provi nee as to cost-shari'ng a·nd the Transportation .. 
.• :corrrni ttee as to pri orit"ies of major transportation projects~ ,, ' . 

TO: 

FROM: 

,.- ,: . . . . 

1. THAT recommendatfon #2 of'the Director of Planning 
be adopted; .and · 

2. ·· THAT recommendation#1 of the Director of Planning be tabled 
for consideration after vie have received advice from the 
Province with respect to cost-•sharing of Option "C" .and the 
Transportatfon Commlt.tee's recommended priorized implementation 
programs as outlined in recorrrnendation f/5 of the Committee's 
report; and 

3. THAT the petitioners be advised of the action taken by the 
MuniC'ipal Council in this respect. 

MUNICIPAL MANAGER 

MUNICIPAL ENGINEER 
DIRECTOR OF PLANNiNG 

PLANNING DEPARTMENT 
1979 August 20 

Our File: 08.640 

=S U;..;.;.B.;:_;:J E:;.;;.CT.;__...---'C~AN"'--A;.;c..;.DA~WAfl RAYS IDE AREA TRAFFIC ACCESS 

RECOMMENDATIONS: 

l. THAT in the event Council deen~ it appropriate to proceed with this 
matter that Opt'ion 11 C", which would invo·1ve the reconstruction ·of the 
Canada Way/R,ws i cfo AvenuEi fotc~rsect'ion, b(i upproved at a totn 1 cost 
cost of $456,390; and 

2, THAT 1.1pplication bE: madf} to tlrn Provinci,11 Ministry of Transportat'ion, 
Commun'lcatfons and Hi9h1'1.:iys for ass·istancc! l'E~'liltivcJ to th1:.i nocessary 
propm-ty c1ccwisitions ilncl construct'ion of the road vridoning rts outlined 
in the following report, 

REPOHT 
............ + .••• .., ... ,,. 

On 1979 Apri'I 30 1 C:ounci l Y'NJurstNI ,1 rripm"t on alternative 1nei:tr1s of 
solving the accc,s'.:/(i9re:;:, problcim from the Canada \~ay/l~ayside /\vonuo 
area neighbourhood north of Canada lfoy. Tll'is matter had been previously 
brought bofnre Co1111c•i l and thf? Traffic ,~ Safc~ty Corrnni t/:0(~ by residents 
of the north r.-1 dn of' Ca n;i da vJ,1y ( rn for to /\ppt:ndi x l u_tJi!t:r19_cl) . 

158 

http://Coirmi1tt.ee


ITEM 20 

MANAGER'S REPORT NO. 57 

COUNCIL MEETING 1979 08 27 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 
Canada Way/Rayside - Access 
1979 AUGUST 20 .. page 2 

. ~· 
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The residents of this area presently have access to Ganada Way at 
Sperling, Clayton and Rayside Avenues. None of these points, however, 
permit easy left turns for residents wishing to travel eastbound on 
Canada Way due to the heavy volumes on Canada Way. There are approximately 
seventy dwelling units involved, not counting those on Canada Way. Exist
ing Comnunity Plans would pennit the growth of approximately 80 addi-
tional units at R8 densities. · 

The eastbound residents leaving the area had been in the habit of 
coping w.ith this problem by turning right out of Clayton ·or Rayside, 
travelling westbound on Canada Way .to Sperling, Chi selhampton or Rugby 
Streets, then turning left and circulating through the neighbourhood and 
finally turning right (eastbound) onto Canada Way. · 

With the installation of barriers on the streets south of Canada Way, this 
movement is hindered; ·although there Js space available to turn left into 
Chiselhampton or Sperling, turn the vehicle around and turn right onto 
Canada Way proceeding east. Thus eastbound ioovements onto Canada Wa.y from 
this north side area are still similar to the situation before the · 
barriers were put up1 which is recognized as being an inconvenient and awk
ward traffic movement. 

' . ,. 

ALTERNATIVES 

Alt~rnatives to _the present situation involve providing the residents of 
this. re_sidential area north of Canada Way access to the existing traffic 
signal at Burris and Canada Way via a new link road; or secondly, reconstruc"'. 
ting th~ intersection and installing· a new traffic signal at. Camida Way. and 

. Clayton Avenue; or thirdly, reconstructing the intersection at Canada Way · 
arid CJayton Avenue to permitJeft turn storage without the installation of 
the traffic signal. · · 

, . ; 

Other alternatives which have been considered and are discarded -

• Installation of a signal .without widening Canada Way - wh.ich 
would have caused severe congestion on Canada Way. 

• Investigation of alternative alignments to construct a 1 ink 
road - none of which was feasible. 

• Alternative signal locations. 

A. LINK ROAD OPTION (Refer.to attached Map #2) 

A nurmer of a 1 terna ti ve road alignments to link Rayside with Burris 
have been investigated. If this roadway were to be constructed, the 
preferred alignment would connect the north end of Rayside Street. 
with the north end of Burris Street by constructing the link road 
along the old B.C. Hydro inter-urban l'ailway right-of-way, between the 
Trans Canada Highway and the housing development (R.Z.#61/75) which is 
presently un~er construction. This alignment would retain a buffer 
of trees along the freeway which would ass·lst in protecting the 
residential areas from the noise generated by the freeway and is· lower 
in cost than a frontage road along the freeway. 

The Municipal Engineer anticipates that a 7.3 m (24 ft.) two-way 
roadway with curbs, drainage and lighting could be constructed. 
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A. Link Road Option - cont'd. 

One property occupied by a horre at the north end of Rayside Street 
and a portion of an adjacent property would be required to gain 
access to the existing Hydro right-of-way, which would carry the 

· new road to the north end of Burris Street. The roadway would jog 
north of the Park to save the parkland and discourage through 
westbound traffic from coming ·through the area from 6th Street. 

B.c.· Hydro has indicated that they would be prepared to consider 
offers from the Muni ci pa 1 i ty for the purchase o.f the property 
involved (refer to attached Appendix II) .. This alignrrent is. 
preferable to constructing a frontage road adjacent to the freeway 

· in terms of retention of trees and cost of construction. · 

.. >The estimated cost of Option 11A11 . is $483,000. 

B. TRAFFIC SIGNAL OPTION - CANADA WAY AND CLAYTON AVENUE 
. : (Refer to attached Map #3) 

? • • ' • 

.The appropriate location for a signal to serve>this area would be at 
Clayton Street and Canada Way in t_enns of spacirig from existing 

·.· signals and the .fact that Canada. Way is straight in this area. 
' .· . '-.', ' . . .. ' . ' - ' . -· '' . , . ' .. . ' , 

Th'e:signali~atiori of this intersectfon would involve several steps .; 
···. Impro:viryg the grade to raise-the level of Clayt~n Street closer 

.. to that of. Canada. Way. · 
' ·- ... ·, -,. '',' ' 

·. ~cqui:ring. oneproperty to improve th_e angle of the intersec:tion. 
. . . ' . . 

Acquiring property to widen Canada Way to permit the construction 
bf a left-turn storage bay for traffic turning into Clayton Street • 

. d) The Rayside Street/Canada Way intersection could be closed to 
. channel traffic to the signalized intersection. · 

·:-The estimated cost of Option 11 811 is $486,390. 

C. , ROADWAY WIDENING OPTION ON CANADA WAY 

Another option lower in cost, effectiveness and impact would be to 
widen Canada Way to pro vi de a fifth 1 ane in the centre of the roadway • 

. This area would provide a median which would permit cars turning left 
into Clayton to use the median as a storage area without stopping the 
two eastbound lanes of traffic. Residents turning left onto Canada 
Way (eastbound) could use the median as a waiting point or acceleration 
area to merge with the eastbound traffic.,making the left turn out of 
Clayton easier. 

Right turns out of Clayton would rerna in as now unless further widen-
ing on the north sfde of Canada Way were provided to give an acceleration 
area. 

If this intersection improvement ·is implemented, the Municipal Engineer would 
be asked to consider the advisability of limiting access and egress at the 
Canada Way and Rayside Street intersection to right turn in and right turn out only. 

1. 60 
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C. Roadway Widening Option - cont'd. 
,• 

The widening of Canada Way on the north side would require a consider
able atrount of fill and the construction of retaining walls. The 
intersection design would be basically the same as with the signal 
optio~, but without the actual traffic signal. 

The estimated cost of Option 1!C 11 is $456,390. 

ASSESSMENT OF ALTERNATIVES 

The attached .Tables 1 and 2 illustrate that there are differences in the 
impacts of the three. alternatives. 

Construction of the link road would service eastbound movements by providing 
access to the existing signal at Burris Street. Unless left turns off or 
on to Canada Way were banned, not al 1 traffic coming and _going from the 
neighbourhood would use the new road li.nk. The level ofaccess to the 
neighbourhood is, lower or JOOre difficult if the road. option is considered 
and slightly higher if a complete traffic signal atClayton Street is 
installed. · 

' ' ' 

If the road solution is .implerrented, it would tend to dampen the redevelop-
. rrent opportunities in the area. It would be appropriate torevise the · 
• existing Co111Tiunity Plan, which now permits R8 .densities; to permit only the 
construction of single family homes as the increase in population in this 
neighbourhood would aggravate the traffic problems at intersections such as 
Sperling, . Clayton, Rayside an.d Canada Way. · 

The cOnstructi on of a newl ink road would pro vi de an a 1 terriative route for 
residents, however,. it is 'likely that not all vehicles would take this more 
circuitous trip .to reach homes in the area from Canada Way. In this sense 
the provision of the roadway would onlY be a part1al solution to the 
problem. Itwciuldbe possible, however, to ban left turns in and outof 
Rayside, Clayton and Sperling to encourage use of the 1 ink road. The 1 ink 
r<;>ad option would not assist in promoting redevelopment in the area as the 
access route would be 1 engthy. 

Option 11 811
, the full signalization of the Canada Way/Clayton intersection, 

pro vi des a pas i ti ve connection between the neighbourhood and the Canada Way 
corridor. This solution would, however, result in the congestion of Canada 
Way and a loss of capacity, particularly for eastbound traffic which is 
continuously leaving the Sperling/Canada, Way intersection. This route has 
now been reconmended by the Transportation aommi'ttee as a primary arterial. 

Were it not so important to maintain the primary arterial function and 
highest possible capacity of Canada .Way, the proposed signalization of the 
Clayton Street and Canada Way intersection would provide the better means 
of access, from the viewpoint of the neighbourhood. 

The role of Canada Way as a primary arterial route is one of the keys to 
evaluating the appropriateness of a signal at Clayton Stroet. Diffeient 
signalization methods could be employed but c.111 alternatives would reduce 
bath the westbound and eastbound capacicy on Canada Way to varying degrees 
if all turning and pedestrian movements are to be acconmodated, For this 
reason the Ministry of Transportat-lbn., Cmrmunications and Highways has opposed 
the installation of a signal,..which presently does not meet the volume 
11 warrants II and would not be expected to in the future even if the neigh~ 
bourhood became fully developed. 

The installation of a signal would assist in promoting redevelopment plans 
in the area, by improvi.ng ,the access. 
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Option 
11

CU, roadway widening, is less effective than a 'full traffic 
signal; however, the solution would not congest Canada Way and the left 
turn movement of vehicles in and out of Clayton Street would be facilitated., 
The Municipal Engineer has been advised by the Ministry of Highways that 
the planned upgrading of the signal at Burris Street and Canada Way 
will result in a 15 second period per cycle when no westbound traffic 
will be leaving that intersection, save the small volume coming south 
on Burris and turning right onto Canada Way. This situation will assist 
in providing gaps in the westbound flow past Clayton to enable use of the 
island provided by Option 11 C". 

The Mi nistry'sstaff have reviewed a sketch of Option "C" on Canada Way . 
and have i.ndicated that they would not oppose this type of project; however, 
they indicated that the land acquisition pnd construction costs would 
basically have to be borne by the Municipality as it would not be one of 
their priorities. However the possibility of obtaining assistance either 
with land or construction costs may .exist. · 

Option IICII would not have a strong impact on the rate of redevelopment as 
access wouldb~ improved to a lesser degree than with the signal optfon. 

COSTS' AND SOURCE OF FUND! NG . 

FUrth .~ studY Of• J and a C:q U is i ti on O nd Con$ tructi On cos ts for .ih e .. . . . . 
alternatiPJes l)as resulte:d in higher cost estimates being.prepared than those 
originally presented to the.Traffic and. Safety Committee. Discussions have ... 
take.11 pl ac::e ,wi.th B.~ C. Hydro_. and normal •.. roadway and intersection•· standards ·. · 

.· have•been empJoyedfor-the designs.except for the roadway link which is·· 
· 'slightly .substan,dardiri width of pavement. . . 

Judgments have_been made by the Legal and Lands Departrrent and Planning 
Department staff wfth regard to acquisition of properties for Options· 11B" . 

. and·
11c11 

which involve road widening on Canada Way. In several cases thfs 
will involve purchase·. of entire homes when only seven feet of l?nd will be 
needed .. These acquisitions are anticipated because the widening would bring 
the roadway very near existing dwellings. These costs could be lower if 
total acquisitions can be avoided •. Recapture of costs upon sale of the lots 
would also be possible, however this benefit has not been evaluated. 

The Municipal Treasurer has indicated that funds to acquire land and 
construct roadworks for this project could be borrowed from the Tax Sale 
Moneys Reserve Fund and repaid through the C.I.P. budget over a ten-year 
period at a 9% interest rate. 

SUMMARY 

Three•Optlons have been evaluated: 

"A" •· Construction of a new link roadbetweenBurris and the north end of 
Rayside. 

11

8
11 

- Installation of a signal at Canada Way and Clayton includ·ing the 
redesign of th-e Intersection. 

11

C
11 

- Widening Canada Way at Clayton as in Option 11 B11 to permit left-turn 
storage (same as Option 11 811

, without signal). 
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Summary - cont'd. 

In terms of impact, all solutions require acquisition of residential 
property either along Canada Way or at. the north end of Rayside. 

All three solutions are relatively costly and only Option 11 B11 absolutely 
so 1 ves the access/ egress problem to the neighbourhood; however, the 
resultant congestion of Canada Way resulting from such an installation 
would be.serious in the light of the Transportation Committee's 
recorrrnendation that Canada Way be designateda primary arterial. For 
this same reason, the Ministry of Transportation, Corranunications and Highways opposesthis solution. 

The link road solution has the advantage of providing a link between the. 
neighbourhood and an existing traffic signal at Burris Street and Canada 
Way.· This solution would not negatively affect the capacity of Canada .. 
Way. The link road Would, in effect, make the neighbourhood into. a rather 
long cul.:.de-saC which would be inconvenient for residents returning home. 
from destinations to t_he west of ·the neighbourhood: · 

The wfden i ng • of Caria da Way wi tho ut th.e i. ns ta l 1 a tion of a si gna] wou 1 d tie 
an improvement for users of Clayton Avenue. Left turns would still have . 

>to cross Canada Way, but the improved geometry and protection offered by 
the traffic island would improve .the ease. of this movement for vehicles 
en'tering: and 1,eaving Clayton Avenue. . . . . . . 

. . In %he 1 ! gh t: 6f the .. nUme rous . aspects. 0 f this prOb 1 em' the . pref; rre,i' . . . 
alternative is OPtion '.C'' - to reconstruct the Canada Way/Rajside Avenue 

·. intersection to facilitate left turn movements in and .out .of Rayside • 
• ' •• C •: • '· , " ••. • • ' • • • • • .• • • . . •,• 

Staff would queStion whether or not costs of th.is magnitude wo.uld
0 
be . 

justified in this case, relative ..to other. Municipal priorities; however, 
in accordance with .the request of Council, this report has evaluated 
the alternative means of improving access to this neighbourhood a·nd the 
recomnendations have been prepared in this context. 

BR:lf 
Attachments 

cc: Municipal Treasurer 

. • ARR 
DIRECTOR OF PLANNING 

.. 

,,J // . _./ 
4,,_, ..,_,,,c;::;:::✓?J'A-., {,-,,-., 

d._ E. E. OLSON U T- MUNICIPAL ENGINEER 
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OPTION 
"A" 

RO A D 

Solves 
Problem · 
of Access 

Yes. but 
some traf
fic will 
continue 
to use 
existing 
streets 
to avoid , 
1 anger 
t"rlip 

- OPTION - Yes 
"B" 

TRAFFIC 
SIGNAL 

OPTION _ Only 
11 C11 partially 

WIDEN CANADA improves 
WAY situation 

. Impact of 
Solution 
on Canada 
~Jay . 
Ca acit 

Negative 
impact as 
Canada Way 
traffic· 
would )Je 
impeded 

No nega-
~i ve impact 

• 

*Portions of. 
7 ·for wid-

. ening on 
Canada Way 
(subject to 
final de-:
sign). 

Land re
qui red same 
as for si 9-: 
nal option 
11811 

Would .tend • 
· to prorrote 

new develop
ment. ·-

Ptovi des 
pedestrian 
signal to · 
cross· 

·· .Canada .. Way 

· Iinpact•Qn:~i 
. Trail ..... 

·sys1:em··.6r< 
Parks/ :, · 

; 'c ··.~ • 

iMin&r~on~ 
lict with 
/tra.11• ... ···. 
system: 

N_o negative 
impact 

.Similar to 
"status quo" 
would slightly .. 
enhance dev.:.. · 
elopinent · 
potential 

·Side 
Effects 
of 

.· Solution 

Some 
· through 

traffic 
would use 
road as 
"shortcut" 

. Road clo
sure at 

.. · Rayside 
desirable 

No impact 

. . 

·support 
road as 
interim 
measure 

View 
signal as 
ultimate 
solution 

Not known 

1979 August 10 

Ministry of 
Transportation,. 
Corrmunications 
& Highways 
e 

Support road 

Opposed to 
signal 

Not opposed 

Tiire 
Required 
to 
Construct 

Fair 

Fair-Poor 
(land 
acquisition) 

Fair-Poor 
{land 
acquisition) 

· * If this course is pursued, it would be appropriate'to change the existing Community Plan to single-fami1y 
zoning to avoid increasing the traffic proli>lem. · ·· · . 

** Would i nvo 1 ve entire properties in several instances. · 
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( 

OPTION "A" 

R O A D 

RO A D 

OPTION 11 8 11 

TRAFFIC 
SIGNAL 
(CANADA WAY 
& CLAYTON 
STREET 

OPTION "C" 

W I D E N 
CANADA WAY 

TABLE #2 - . CANADA WAY/RAYSIDE>STREETTRAFFIC'ACCESS :-:. ESTIMATED COSTS 
,-· •• - • ,' · ·· .. , ·• • • '' · 1, I .·; >•· · •' ·· · . • -. 

1979 August 10 

LOCATION 

Rayside Avenue) 
Donovan Avenue) 
Hydro Ri ght--of-Way 

Construction estimate 
for 7.3 m (24 ft.} with 
stonn sewer and 
lighting. 

Widening on Canada Way 
{land) refer to Appendix · 

I I. 

*Reconstruction of 
i nterse·cti on 

Signal i nsta 11 at.ion , . 
with approach warning 

. Ho~~~'..· . > -) 

Backyard· .. ) 
• Vacant (3~47 

Land Total 

TOTAL .......... 

Residential $ 

• •• >.; •••• --' 

166~000 
' . 

. ·483,doo 

.205 ,000 

. '30,000, 

Legal and Lands Department 
estimates; -based upon tota 1 
R.O.W. purchase at $1.50/ 
sq.ft. 

Engineering Departrrent 

Legal and Lands Department 

Engineering Department 

Engineering Department 

COMMENT 

little or no potential 
recapture if extra 
land is sold off. 

) 
) 

) Some recapture by 
} selling remainder 
} of lots possible. } 
) 
) 
) 
) 

TOTAL ••••••••• •· $ · 486,390 

Widening on Canada Way 
(land) 

*Construction 

. Residential ••••. 

*Costs include road and sidewalk reconstruction, 
drainage works and retaining waHs~ · 

$ · 251,390 . Legal and Lands Department As for 11 B11 above. 

205,000 . Engineering Department 
$ 45.6,390 .. 

()fpower poles, construction of traffic islands, 

..... 
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---~-------AATPPENDIX I 
EXCERPT FROM: TRAFFIC 'AND SAFETY COMMITTEE REPORT 

REPORT 

5. ACCESS AND EGRESS FROM RAYSIDE/CLAUDE AVENUE 
NORTH OF CANADA WAY 

0 . 

Recommendation: 169 
Your Committee would recommend: 

I. "THAT Council deny the requested signal at Canada Way and Clayton 
Avenue due to the lack of the. required warrant. 

2. THAT Councl I approve either Scheme "A" or 11811 as an alternatlve route 
to Burris Avenue. 

3. .THAT the pet I ti oner.s be sent a copy: of th Is report." 
... 

The Municipal Engineer prepareda report oh this matter which reads as 
fol lows: · 

' . , '• . .· . . ·. 

"As d I rected by., th~ Traffic Safety Comm I ttee, we have checked into the 
.· posslbte·atter_nat.lves,that. have beensuggested to provide a vehicular route 
. from t~e .capt I oned area easter I y to connect to Burr Is Street. 

I •. PiJran~I to and iri front 6f o~ behind the exlstln_g_' 
.. berm along the north,slde of Canada Wa_y_ · 

We have had to d I scount this route for a number of reasons .• 

(a F• There I ~'no roome ltherln front of or beh Ind the berm 
· · · r~ad'way. · · · · · · · 

<(bf .'Its connecflon to Burris s·treet Is tooclose to th~Corner of .. 
... . Canad~ Way and wou Id present operatlona I prob I ems. 

Directly off the e~d of Claude Avenue 

ittsphyslcallyposslble to s,k:lrt tQ ~norto of those units pre.sently. 
constructed and tie Into the main: entrance driveway to One Arbor Lane, 
hc::,wever, It wou Id destroy a number of potent I a I .bu I Id Ing s l'tes and ca 11. 
for a possible adjustment of others. · · 

3. Extension o'f the lane north of Claude Avenue 

This scheme woul~ Involve the relocation of proposed building sites, a 
procedure that would be complicated as existing underground uti litles 
are already· In. · 

This scheme as with schemes I and 2 would requt,re the consent of the 
deve loper.s of One Arbor Lane. 

4. Use of e,edestr I an .wa I k at the end of Donovan Avenue 
.,. 

There ts Insufficient rlght~of-way aval lable for this proposal, 
Properties on either side have already been developed with duplex 
hous Ing, 

5, Uso of the Hydro r1ght-of-way or land lmmedlately to the north. 
These are shown as a I ternatl ves ,"Ai' and "l?_~ttachment Fl gure I 

On Figure I we have shown two possible alignments for a llnl< road from 
Rayside to Burris, more or less para I lellng tho Freeway. Although tho 
mun lei pal lty owns a strip of land approxlm1:1toly ?.O foot wide with street 
addross 7894 Hayslde, wo do riot think tha·I· thl!l land ls of sufficient 
width to put through a llnk road which would have to function as a 
minor collector, A site visit suggests thnt It would not be posslbla 
to augment this 20 foot right-of-way by encroaching onto tho Freeway 
rlgh1·-of .. way because of crossff.11 I. At i'ho location In question tho 
Fraoway right-of-way boundary Is at tho h1p of a falrly steep slope 

I' 
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which fal Is from the right-of-way to the drainage ditch running on 
the south side of the eastbound carriageway. There Is evidence to 
suggest that this slope Is unstable and may be susceptible to fa! lure 
from any loading placed near the top edge of tho slope and thus major 
work probably be required with respect to any road that approaches or 
encroaches on the Freeway right-of-way. Therefot"e, It would be 
necessary to p~~~ns~ the corner property at 7874 Rayside (5530 Donovan 
Avenue) 1n order f& pµt through a road, as wel I as acquire a wedge of 
property from thP. back of 5568 Donovan, as shown In Ftgure I-A: western 
portion. This oroperty could possibly be acquired via a ,~~~ s~~p for 
some of the residentlal land acquired with respect to 7874 Ray::,1u~. 

It rs not clear which of the alignments we have shown Is preferable with 
re?peci" to the plannlng goals In this area. The southerly most align
ment takes a greater element of parkland lying north of Burris, however, 
It does provide greater scope with respect to siting the linear park 
tral I. · It may also provide for the least Impact with respect tb removal 
of trees which to some extent screen the Freeway from the development i'o 
the south. · 

. .. 

· The Planning Oepartment.·would comment that the actual design of any road 
11 nk, e I ther option A or B, wi II need to Incorporate the park. tra 11 system 
llnk thr9ugh .this area, thus, the design could vary slightly from the 

.two a I lgnments i 11 ustrated in the. report. 

Theistandard of road would b~ 6,7 me+res (22 feet) wide with asph~lt 
curbs. 

The total estimated costsforScheme 11 A11 includjng construction and· 
property acquisition costs is !215;000.00. . 

The total estl111ated cost for Scheme IIB" including construction and 
property acquisition c9s.ts Is }199,000·.oo. 

,,' _. ._,, . ' ". . . ···: 

Signal izati~n of Canada Way atClayton Avenue· 

Wh I I e it has been suggested that th El above Intersect I on be s I g r:,a I I zed, 
the Ml nlstry of Highways have refused to do so because of t.he absence of 
the required warrants ancj because ~uch a signal could only. gener:ate 
further operatlona I problems on Canada• Way. In th Is regard we must 
agree with the opinion of the Ministry of Highways, However~ 'ff approval 
was granted to go ahead wt.th such a signal we feel that additional 
measures over and above signal instal lotion are necessary.· The existing 
Clayton leg to the lntersectl6n not only comes In at a bad angle but the 
approach grade Is undesirable. Clayton r,hould be turned to approach 
Cc1nada ltlay at a right angle with Improvements to the approach grade. 

••' 

This would require the purchase of 5214 Canada Way.,. Because of the left 
turn potent I al on the eastbound approach on Canada Way It wt I I be necessary 
to widen Canada \~ay and provide left turn storage. If this Is not. done 
we wt I I experience added congestion to Canada Way slml lar to that now 
being experienced at the Burris Street Intersection, a situation that is 
soon to be corrected by the widening of Canada Way for the provision of 
left turn channel lzatlon. 

In the opinion of the Planning Department the provision of a I Ink road 
through to 8urrls wl I I lmrrove the access to existing residences of the 
Rayside area. If the rodcvelopmont of the wostorn area around Clayton 
to Sporllng Is considered, tho provision of a traffic slqnal In the 
Canada Way/Clayton area would tend to r,romo·te redevelopment In this area 
bo·~tor than tho east ond Burris road· llnk which would provlue a lowor 
level of road servlco to the aonoral area. In terms of spin off benefits, 
the slgndllzatlon would better Improve tho access; hence the redevelopment 
potential of thla prosontly underdovolopod western portion of the area 
would be lncroased. This would tend to Improve the flnnnclal returns to 
the munlclpallty In tho longer run, os wol I as promoting tho goal of 
lmplemontlng radovolopmont plans for tho aren. 

J '(} 

·-----···•·· .. ······••~-· ... _,. ................. . 
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estll'lated. costs to s I gna I lze and Improve the a 11 gnment of 
Avenue Including property acQulsltlon ls $290,500,00. 

Respect tu 11 y subm ttted, 
' " ,,,' 'I ' 

Alderman D .• P • 

. Alderman W.A. Lewarne 

Alderman D,M •• Merci er .· · 

·-···-•-•'• .. , ',,' ........ ,_ . ...,... .~ ...... . 

' 
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