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Staff Report 

Origin 

At its regular meeting held on May 28, 20 12, Council directed staff to: 

4(a) develop short- and long-term streelscape visions/or Bayview Street and Chatham 
Street and report back by the end of 2012; and 

A report that responded to this resolution was presented at the February 19, 20 13 meeting of 
the Planning Committee. At that meeting, the report was referred back to staff to explore: 

(J) financing options for any parking treatment; 
(2) impacts and options regarding the existing pay parking adjacenllo Bayview Street; 
(3) traffic calming options on Chatham and Bayview Streets; and 
(4) options and impacts regarding more disabled parking spaces on Bayview Streef. 

This updated report responds to the above referral with new information presented in Section 
1 below. The following sections (Sections 2 through 10) present the proposed short- and 
long-term streetscape visions for Bayview Street and Chatham Street previously presented at 
the February 19, 2013 Planning Committee. 

Analysis 

1. Referral from February 19, 2013 Meeting of Planning Committee 

1,1 Financing Options for Any On-Street Parking Treatment 

Upon further assessment of the various funding options for the proposed streetscape 
improvements, particularly the potential change in provincial legislation to allow for the lise of 
existing monies collected in the Stevcston Off-Street Parking Rese'rve Fund, staff concluded that 
a thorough review of such process may require considerable time to complete. Staff therefore 
propose to continue to examine the viability of all of the potential funding concepts, including 
the use of the existing Steveston Off-Street Parking Reserve Fund, over the next several months. 
The findings of this review of funding options will be reported back in July 2013 as part of the 
outcome of public consultation on this streetscape initiative prior to any decisions on 
implementation. 

1.2 Impacts and Options regarding Existing Off-Street Pay Parking on Bayview Street 

As shown in Attachment 1, there are several off-street pay parking lots adjacent to Bayview 
Street (Lots 1 through 6), all of which are wholly or jointly owned and managed by the Steveston 
Harbour Authority (SHA). The SHA implemented pay parking on these lots in Summer 20 II 
(Lots 1-4 and 6) and Summer 2012 (Lot 5). 

Staff have initiated preliminary discussion with the SHA regarding its pay parking strategy and 
propose to have a formal discussion through the public consultation process outlined in Section 
10, Staff wi ll explore potential options to mitigate the impacts of pay parking on SHA lots to 
free on- and off-street parking spaces, particularly on Bayview Street (e,g" provide first three 
hours of parking free to be consistent with the City owned lots and on-street parking), 
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Attachment 1 shows the SHA Lots 2, 3 and 4 are operated by The Waterfront Properties and Lot 
6 is operated by Riversong Inn Limited. SHA advises that the parking management of these lots 
is the responsibility of these respective lease holders. Staff will also consult with these 
management companies and the affected merchants to determine whether a validated parking 
process or similar system could be considered and implemented. The outcome of these 
discussions will be reported back in July 2013 upon conclusion of the public consultation 
process. 

1 J Traffic Calming on Chatham Street and Bayview Street 

As part of the No. 1 Road and Moncton Street intersection and associated pedestrian crossing 
improvements completed in December 2011, the maximum speed limit was reduced to 30 kmIh 
on both Chatham Street (No.1 Road to 3rd Avenue) and Moncton Street (Easthope Avenue to 3rd 
Avenue). This same speed limit also applies to all streets in the Village core bounded by and 
including No.1 Road, Bayview Street, 3rd Avenue, and Chatham Street. 

In light of the proposed upcoming public consultation on the streetscape initiative, staffwill 
investigate and consult with the jublic regarding extending the boundary of the 30 km!h speed 
limit on Chatham Street from 3r Avenue west to 7th Avenue along with additional traffic 
calming measures. As discussed in Section 4.2, the proposed streetscape vision for Bayview 
Street and Chatham Street include curb bulges at each intersection, which are a proven traffic 
calming measure. Staff will ensure that the design of the bulges can adequately accommodate 
the turning movements of trucks and buses. 

The proposed addition of on-street angle parking on Bayview Street and Chatham Street has the 
added effect of slowing traffic, which is also one of the benefits noted in a published document 
on designing for walkable urban streets by the Institute of Transportation Engineers. 

1.4 Options and Impacts of Disabled Parking Spaces on Bayview Street 

Staff will consult with the Richmond Centre for Disability (RCD) and other relevant community 
stakeholder groups to determine their needs and priorities in tbe provision and potential location 
of designated disabled parking spaces on Bayview Street with a view to implementing the 
designated spaces prior to the next peak summer period. The outcome of this work will be 
reported back to Council in July 2013 at the conclusion of the proposed public consultation 
process. The addition of angle parking as proposed in this report could also be used to 
accommodate increased accessible parking stalls. 

In summary, staff recommend that the detailed findings from staff's examination of the above 
referred items be reported back as part of the proposed upcoming public consultation process in 
conjunction with the Steveston Village Conservation Strategy. This process would allow 
Council to consider any changes to these two initiatives holistically and in a timely manner. 

2. Streetscapc Vision Objectives 

Long-term and interim phasing conceptual streetscapc plans for Bayview and Chatham Streets 
were developed with the objectives of: 

• enhancing the public realm consistent with the Steveston Village Conservation Strategy; 
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• promoting walking in Steveston Village through improved sidewalks on both sides of the 
streets and enhanced links to the waterfront; and 

• increasing the supply of on-street parking. 

For both streets, any streetscape design must be supportive and respectful of the heritage of 
Steveston Village. The proposed overarching theme of "simpHcity" would entail the use of 
simple materials (e.g., plain not stamped concrete) with a minimwn ofSlreet furniture. 
Simplifying the roadway geometry supports the conservation of the heritage character of the 
Village by virtue of allowing the simple buildings to stand out in front of a less complex and 
engineered realm. 

3. Supply and Demand of Parking 

As summarized in Table 1 and shown in 
Attachment 1, the Steveston Village area currently 
has around 1,000 parking spaces available for use by 
the genera1 public (excluding the lanes). A further 
440 spaces are available on private property that are 
restricted to employees and/or customers of the 
particular business. As part of the remaining 
development of the waterfront site east of No. I 
Road, an add itional 35 surface public parking spaces 
wi ll be provided within the site. 

This capacity is sufficient to meet existing demand, 
even in the peak summer months, but distribution of 
the spaces is not optimal and roughly one-half ofthe 

Table 1: Current Public 

Area 

Inside 
VillaQ' 
Core11) 

Location 

Avenue, Chatham 

Total 

(2) Includes Chatham Street west of 31<1 Avenue 
and Bayview Street-Moncton Street 175 m east 
of No. 1 Road. 

spaces are pay parking. Parking demand is concentrated near the waterfront area of the Village 
core, where demand is at or near capacity during pe@.k periods, whi le areas further away (north of 
Moncton Street) are comparatively less utilized. 

With respect to future parking supply, the Steves/on Village Conservation Strategy and 
Implementation Program, adopted by Council on June 15, 2009, provides parking rates for the 
Steveston ViJlage core. Generally, a 33 per cent reduction from the City 'S off-street parking 
requirements is permitted. As directed at the June 21 , 2011 Planning Committee meeting, staff 
reviewed this parking relaxation and presented the results in a separate report to Planning 
Committee on February 19, 2013. The recommended parking rates in that report for the Village 
core are to increase the residential rate from 1.0 to 1.3 parking spaces per dwelling unit and to 
maintain the existing 33 per cent parking reduction from the City bylaw for non-residential uses. 

An analysis of future on and off-street parking demand, based on the recommended parking 
rates, for the Steveston Vi ll age core (bounded by No. I Road, Bayview Street, 3rd Avenue, and 
Chatham Street) indicates that the future parking demand would exceed the future core parking 
supply by about 30 parking spaces. However, this demand could be met when public parking 
areas immediately adjacent to the core (e.g. , Chatham Street west of3rd Avenue, Steveston 
Harbour Authority lot on Chatham Street) are included. The analysis therefore concludes that 
there is and will be sufficient public parking available in the Village as represented in Table I 
and hence there is no need for additional on-street parking or a parkade. 
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Staff further note that the creation of significant additional parking in the Village would also run 
counter to the goals and objectives of the updated Official Community Plan, as more parking 
would encourage more trips by private vehicle rather than by sustainable travel modes such as 
transit, cycling and walking. Notwithstanding, staff recognize that there is a desire for more 
convenient parking and, accordingly, explored ways to optimize the curb space available on 
Bayview Street as well as Chatham Street as part of the streetscape visioning process. 

4. Bayview Street Strectscapc Options 

4.1 Existing Cross Section 

Bayview Street between No. I Road and 3fd Avenue currently has sidewalks on both sides of the 
street with the exception of the north side between 2nd Avenue and 3rd Avenue. The property 
located at the northeast comer of Bayview Street and 3rd A venue (i.e. , within the section that has 
no sidewalk) is the subject of a development application and the associated required frontage 
improvements would include the provision of a boulevard and sidewalk as well as the potential 
for on-street angle parking (see Section 3.2 for discussion of on-street angle parking options). 

There are a total of 17 parallel parking spaces on Bayview Street comprised of 14 spaces on the 
south side and three spaces on the north side in a parking lay-by. As the existing pavement 
width of nine metres does not allow for the creation of on-street angle parking (i.e., it would 
require relocating the existing curbs), no feasible interim streetscape options are available. 

4.2 Proposed Long-Tenn Design 

Bayview Street currently acts as the dike alignment for the Steveston Village area. Alternative 
dike alignments are being explored in the Dike Master Plan Study as sea level is predicted to rise 
1.2 m by the year 2100. If Bayview Street continues to be a primary dike alignment, it may need 
to be raised by approximately I.S m within the next 50 years. Th.erefore, while long-terro 
streetscape visions with increased on-street parking are compatible with the City's current flood 
protection needs, the parking arrangements may need to be reconfigured in the long-term. As 
part of the Dike Master Plan Study, public feedback and dike alignment recommendations will 
be presented to Council in Spring 2013. 

The long-tenn streetscape design for Bayview Street incorporates improved pedestrian amenities 
(i.e., sidewalk on both sides) and could include an increased supply of on-street parking. The 
four alternative on-street parking options all use the current south curb alignment and include a 
continuous sidewalk on the north side, but in each case the north curb alignment and adjacent 
north boulevard width varies. 

• Option 1 (Existing Street Cross-Section): maintain the location of the north curb and thus the 
existing on-street parking arrangement and capacity but provide the missing sidewalk on the 
north side between 2nd Avenue and the lane to the west. The missing sidewalk between 3rd 

A venue and the lane to the east is expected to be provided through development in the near 
future. 

• Option 2 (Angle & Parallel Parking) Recommended: realign north curb by 6.0 m to allow 
angle parking and maintain parallel parking on the south side. This option would provide a 
1.5 m sidewalk but no boulevard and result in the greatest increase in on-street parking with a 
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net gain 0[23 spaces. The provision of angle parking between 151 Avenue and the lane to the 
west is not included due to the impacts to the adjacent private property. 

• Option 3 (Angle Parking): realign the north curb by 3.5 m and reallocate the existing parking 
spaces all to angle parking on the north side with no parking on the south side. This option 
includes a 1.5 m sidewalk and 2.5 m boulevard. It results in a net gain of only nine parking 
spaces due to the elimination of the parallcl parking on the south side, which would be 
required as the north curb is not shifted as far north as for Option 2. As with Option 2, the 
provision of angle parking between 1 sl A venue and the Jane to the west is not included. 

• Option 4 (Parallel Parking): realign the north curb by 2.5 m to provide parallel parking on the 
north side and maintain parallel parking on the south side. This option allows for a 1.5 m 
sidewalk and 3.5 m boulevard (the greatest width of green space) and results in a net gain of 
11 parking spaces. 

The four options are summarized in Attachment 2. As Options 2 to 4 all shift the curb to the 
north by varying amounts, there is a trade-off of reduced green space/landscaping between the 
roadway and the setback to adjacent buildings. Options 3 and 4 allow for a boulevard width 
between 2.5 rn and 3.5 m, and the flexibility to reduce the boulevard width to provide a wider 
sidewalk (e.g. , from 1.5 m to 2.0 m wide). Option 2 would result in the greatest road widening 
and thus does not allow for a boulevard. Parks staff advise that a boulevard is not necessarily 
required, as neither boulevard street trees nor a greenway on the north side are envisioned for the 
fo llowing reasons: (1) Bayview Street serves as the dike and could be raised in the future, thus 
impacting any planted trees; and (2) the intent is to keep view corridors from the south open to 
the waterfront. Planting would be secured on private property via the redevelopment process. 

Overall, Option 1 remains viable as there is adequate parking supply in the Village area as a 
whole as noted in Section 2. With respect to increasing the parking supply, Option 3 is deemed 
impracticable as there is little net gain in parking spaces plus the removal of parking on the south 
side would inconvenience some customers. Option 2 would be preferable to Option 4 as it 
provides the greatest increase in on-street parking at a relatively lower cost per additional 
parking space of approximately $17,000 versus nearly $27,000 for Option 4. 

Proposal: that the long-term streetscape design reflect Option 2 as it represents the best balance 
between the benefits provided to both pedestrians and motorists. Attachments 3 and 4 provide 
an illustration and three-dimensional rendering of Option 2 respectively. As noted in Section 
3.1 , the development ~plication associated with property located at the northeast comer of 
Bayview Street and 3T Avenue would include the provision of eight angle parking spaces along 
its frontage of Bayview Street and thus would align with Option 2 if that is the chosen option. 

5. Chatham Street Streets cape Options 

5.1 Existing Cross Section 

Chatham Street currently has sidewalks on both sides and a total of23 parallel parking spaces on 
both sides between No.1 Road and 3rd Avenue. As Chatham Street is relatively wider than 
Bayview Street (14 m versus 9 m), angle parking could be created within the existing paved 
roadway width without disturbing the north or south curbs by simply re-striping the pavement to 
create angle parking along the north curb at an estimated cost of $5,500. 
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However, introducing angle parking on the north side of the street would require removal of the 
existing parallel parking on the south side. Moreover, driveways and bus zones further restrict 
on-street parking on the north side. As a result, the net gain in parking is minimal at j ust two 
spaces. This arrangement may also inconvenience some customers as all the ao-street parking 
would be on the north side. Therefore, staff conclude that the existing geometry be maintained 
unti l adjacent developments occur and/or sufficient funding is available to construct the proposed 
long-term improvements described below. 

5.2 Proposed Long-Term Design 

The long-term streetscape design incorporates morc street trees and a revised curb configuration 
at each intersection that includes a sloped paving treatment (similar to the raised intersection at 
No. I Road and Moncton Street) to improve accessib ility. This intersection design is preferred 
to the standard curb extensions originally proposed for Chatham Street as its simplified nature is 
better supportive of Steveston's heritage character whi le still enhancing pedestrian safety. A 
further key element is the extension of the rear lane on the north side as development occurs, 
which would a llow the removal of individual driveways over time. 

Similar to Bayview Street, the long-term streetscape design could include an increased supply of 
on-street parking. There are three potential options with respect to on-street parking capacity. 

• Option 1 (Status Quo - Existing Street Cross-Section): maintain the existing curbs and on­
street parallel parking arrangement along with a sidewalk and boulevard. As development 
occurs, the established landscaped boulevard and sidewalk at the east end (i.e., northwest 
comer of Chatham Street at No. I Road) would be extended west and opportunities to close 
direct driveways to the street with access from the rear lane would be pursued. 

• Option 2 (Centre Angle Parking): shift the north and south curbs and provide angle parking 
in the centre of the street (see Attachment 5), which would result in the greatest increase in 
on-street parking (plus 55 spaces) as space is not lost due to driveways and fire hydrants. 
Conversely, this design would eliminate the opportunity for left-turns at mid-block and may 
create potential safety concerns as it places a driver and passengers in the centre of an active 
roadway for loading/unloading and requires crossing of the active roadway. Moreover, the 
design would be unfamiliar to motorists and more inconvenient for drivers with mobility 
challenges. 

• Option 3 (Standard Angle Parking) Recommended: shift the north and south curbs and 
provide traditional angle parking on both sides of the street to approximately 45 m west of3Td 

A venue, which could achieve a net increase of approximately 55 parking spaces. 
Attachments 6 and 7 provide an illustration and three-dimensional rendering of Option 3 
respectively. Upon development of adjacent properties and the reconfiguration and 
consolidation of their on-site parking denoted as 4a on Attachment 6 (north side between 2nd 

A venue and 3rd A venue), a further 15 angle parking spaces could be achieved. 

The three options are summarized in Attachment 2. Option 1 remains viable as there is adequate 
parking supply in the Village area as a whole as discussed in Section 2. With respect to 
increasing parking supply, Option 2 is not recommended as the combined potential safety 
implications are considered to outweigh the gain of maximizing on-street angle parking. Option 
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3 would yield an equivalent number of new on-street parking spaces as in Option 2 while 
keeping parking adjacent to the curb thereby providing a buffer between pedestrians and traffic. 

Proposal: that the long-term streetscape design reflect Option 3 as it represents the best balance 
between the benefits provided to both pedestrians and motorists. With respect to potential 
phasing, Option 3 could be more easily implemented on the south side than the north side due to 
fewer existing driveways. As well, Option 3 would require fe-configuring the parking lots of 
some adjacent commercial properties, as a portion of on-site parking currently encroaches onto 
City road right-of-way and thus would be impacted by the proposed widening. 

6. On-Street Parking on North-Soutb Avenues North ofCbatham Street 

Between Chatham Street and the east-west lane north of Chatham Street, angle parking is 
currently available on lSI and 211d Avenues while parallel parking is available on 3rd Avenue. The 
only opportunity to increase on-street parking on these roadway sections is thus on yd Avenue 
by realigning the curbs to allow angled parking on one side while keeping parallel parking on the 
other side. However, this realignment would only add about four spaces, which is considered too 
small a gain given the impact of the reconstruction work. 

For the roadway sections north of the lane to Broadway Street, on-street parking is reduced to 
parallel on all three streets due to the transition from commercial adjacency to single family, 
which has wider grass boulevards that restrict the space available for parking. While angle 
parking could be accommodated within the existing road right-of-way (see Attachment 8), staff 
do not recommend this option due to the significant impacts to adjacent residences in terms of 
the proximity of the parking and its associated effects of noise and intrusion of headlights. 

7. Estimated Costs of Proposed Long-Term Streetscape Designs 

The e.stimated costs for the p~oposed long-term streetscape options that incoI]Jorate increased on­
street parking for Bayview and Chatham Streets are shown in Table 2 below. 

Table 2: Estimated Costs for Proposed Long-Term Streetscape Options 
Street Proposed Lona-Term Streetseape Option Estimated Cost 

Option 2: realign north curb to provide angle Total : $392,000 
Bayview Street parking on north side and maintain parallel 

Darkino on south side: 23 added stalls 
No. 1 Road-1 Ave: $799,000 

Option 3: realign north and south curbs to 111 Ave_2nd Ave: $748,000 
Chatham Street provide angle parking on both sides: 55 added 2nd Ave-3rd Ave: $830,000 

stalls 45m west of 3rd Ave: S421,OgO 
Total: $2 ,798,000 

Pro eet Total: $3,190,000 

The major cost components for both streets include new curb and gutter, sidewalk, additional 
road construction and asphalt, utility relocations (e.g., power poles), and new street lighting. For 
Chatham Street, the revised curb configurations and raising of the pavement at each intersection 
comprise between 25 and 30 per cent of the total construction costs. 
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8. Potential Implementation and Funding Strategy 

For both proposed streetscapc options, the enhancements could be secured part ly through 
redevelopment of adjacent fronting properties as they occur. If an entire block redevelops at the 
same time, the physical reconstruction would be secured at that time. However, as there are 
relatively few properties that may seek redevelopment in the near term, the realization of the 
proposed streetscape visions may take many years to achieve. 

With respect to potential funding sources that could be used to expedite the implementation of 
the proposed streetscape designs, the Steveston Off-Street Parking Reserve Fund cannot be used 
as the collected monies are to be used only for the provision of new and existing off-street 
parking spaces. The Reserve Fund is anticipated to be used to provide additional public parking 
as part of a parkade within a future major development in Steveston Village. 

Accordingly, staff have identified the following three potential funding concepts to support the 
implementation of the proposed streetscape improvements with consideration given to the 
amount, certainty and timing of the funding to be generated. 

• Roads DeC Program (Recommended): include the cost of the streetscape improvements in 
the Roads DeC Program at the time of its next review with other projects that are currently 
part of the Roads DeC Program potentially to be removed to offset this amount. Using city­
wide Roads DCe is considered appropriate as Steveston Village is a key city and regional 
destination with increasing popularity partly due to increasing population and development 
activities throughout the city and beyond. It is expected that there would be no change to the 
Roads DCC repayment schedules. The timing of the streetscape project may not be 
immediate using the Roads DCC Program, as there may be other competing City priorities. 

• New Streetscape Improvement Fund: simi lar to the Capstan Station Capital Reserve Fund, a 
new capital reserve fund for the Steveston Village area would be established to hold 
voluntary developer contributions, which could be made as part of rezoning applications 
where the developer may be granted a reduced parking requirement/variance in return for 
making a voluntary contribution to the fund towards the implementation of the streetscape 
designs. Based on the proposed parking rates of 1.3 stalls per dwelling unit for residential 
uses and a 33 per cent reduction for non-residential uses as well as the potential pace of 
development, up to $750,000 may be secured in the fund over the next 10 years due to a 
shortfall in on-site parking for commercial uses. This amount is forecast to increase to $ 1.4 
million over the next 20 years. The fund likely would not reach the $3.2 million needed until 
most of the properties in the Village redevelop including the larger commercial lots, which 
are the main contributors to the parking shortfall. The time horizon for this scenario is likely 
over 20 years. 

As discussed in the separate staff report on the Steveston Village Conservation Strategy 
presented at the February 19,2013 Planning Committee, future developments may choose to 
provide a minimum of one parking stall per dwelling unit and contribute the difference from 
the proposed 1.3 stal l rate towards the fund. However, this scenario is not very likely to 
occur as, at full bui ld-out, the residential parking component can be accommodated on-site. 

Staff also explored increasing the parking rates to maximize the potential contributions to the 
fund. Even under a scenario of no relaxation to parking rates (i.e., at the city-wide rate of 1.5 
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stalls per dwelling unit), all required residential parking could be accommodated on-site. As 
the shortfall in on-site parking space would remain for commercial uses, the potential 
contributions to the fund could thus increase lip to $1.5 million if development occurs at the 
expected pace over the next 10 years. However, staff do not recommend removing the 
parking re laxation in Steveston as the potential contributions still would not meet the $3.2 
million required in the foreseeable future. 

As contributions to this fund from on-site parking shortfall s occur in Steves ton Village 
through development over the next 10 years to reach an anticipated $750,000, the funds in 
the new Streetscape Improvement Fund could be used in the interim towards a portion of the 
streetscape project work. The Roads DCC Program could be used in conjunction with this 
option, to complete the entire long-teon streetscape vision improvements. 

• Steveston Business Improvement Area (BIA): the establi shment of a BIA would create 
additional funding via a special charge levied on businesses within a designated area with 
those funds used to enhance the district, such as improvements to parking. Per Section 2 15 
of the Community Charter, the legislation provides for a special charge to be levied on each 
commercial and/or industrial property within the designated area. The most commonly used 
methods to levy the contribution are assessment (mill rate percentage) or frontage (fixed sum 
per linear front footage). As part of the proposed public consultation process (see Section 9), 
staff would liaise with the Steveston Merchants Association to determine the level of interest 
in establishing a BIA in Steveston. 

Of the three funding concepts, the Roads DCC Program provides the most certainty and greatest 
ease of implementation as the City who lly controls the funding. A new capital reserve fund or 
BrA funding lack certainty as bOtll depend on circumstances beyond the City'S control. The 
reserve fund is dependent upon the pace ofdevclopment while a BLA requires the support of 
businesses located within the BlA boundary. These funding concepts would be presented for 
community feedback as part of the public consultation process discussed in Section 10. 

9. Consultation with Stakeholders to Date 

Staff presented the parking-related components of the draft long-teon streetscape concepts for 
Bayview and Chatham Streets to representatives of the following stakeholder groups: Steveston 
Harbour Authority, Steveston Merchants Association, Steveston Community Society, Steveston 
20120 Group, and the Richmond Parking Advisory Committee. Attachment 9 summarizes the 
feedback from these groups with respect to the introduction of angle parking on these streets. 
Generally, there is some support for the options to increase on-street parking but also opposition 
to the loss of green space on the north side of Bayview Street. 

10. Proposed Public Consultation Process 

Should the proposed long-term streetseape visions that incorporate increased on-street parking 
for Bayview and Chatham Streets be endorsed for further consultation, staff propose that the 
concepts and potential fund ing mechanisms be presented for public feedback given the scale of 
the potential changes to the streetscape and public realm of Steves ton Village. Staff propose that 
one open house be jointly held to also present the findings and reconunendations set out in the 
Steveston Village Conservation Strategy report to Planning Committee on February 19,3013, if 
endorsed by Cowlcil. Staff suggest that thi s open house be held in April 2013 and the material 
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posted on-line along with a feedback form to provide sufficient opportunities for the public to 
comment. The date and time of the proposed open house would be advertised on the City' s 
website, in local newspapers and through posters distributed to civic facilities. Stakeholder 
groups, including the Steveston Merchants Association, Urban Development Institute, Vision 
20/20, etc. would also be invited to attend. 

Staff would then compile and consider the feedback, and report back by July 2013 with the final 
recommended streetscape design for each street as well as a refined implementation strategy. 
These recommendations will be coordinated and brought forward together with a separate report 
hack presenting the final proposed amendments to the Steveston Village Conservation Strategy 
at the same Planning Committee meeting. 

Financial Impact 

None at this time. The proposed public consultation activities could be accommodated within 
the existing divisional operating budget. Any changes to the DCC Program would be reported 
back as part of the DCC review process. Any future costs associated with the proposed 
streetscape improvements would be presented through the annual capital budget process. 

Conclusion 

While there is sufficient public parking available in the Village as a whole (i.e. , when streets and 
public parking lots immediately outside the Village core are included), particularly in 
underutilized areas to the west and north of Moncton Street, there is a desire for more 
conveniently located parking. The proposed long-term streetscape design concepts for Bayview 
and Chatham Streets are supportive of the heritage character of Steveston and improve the public 
realm with the provision of sidewalks, more street trees, streetlights, and increased accessibility. 
Both concepts also provide for increased on-street parking. Given the significant potential 
changes to the streetscape and public realm of Steveston Village, staff propose that these draft 
long-tenn designs be presented for public feedback. Staff would then report back on· the 
outcome by July 2013 with the proposed final streetscape designs. 

Sonali Hingorani , P .Eng. 
Transportation Engineer 
(604-276-4049) 
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Attachment 2 

Options to Increase On-Street Parking on Bayview Street 
Option Description Parking Space, E't. Cost Comments 

• provide 50 m of missing 
sidewalk on north side 

• maintain existing • no net gain between 2nd Ave and lane to 

1 parallel parking on • total of 17 $12,000 the west 
north and south (north side:3 1 • missing sidewalk between 3~ 
sides south side: 14) Ave and lane to the east to be 

provided through 
development 

• realign north curb by 
provision of 1.5 m sidewalk 

6.0 m to allow angle net gain of 23 • • with no boulevard 
2 

parking • total of 40 $392,000 reduces green space 
maintain existing (north side: 261 • • between roadway and 
parallel parking on south side: 14) 

setback 
south side 

• realign north curb by • provision of 1.5 m sidewalk 
3.5 m to allow angle 

net gain of 9 
and 2.5 m boulevard • parking • reduces green space 3 • total of 26 $370,000 

• remove existing 
(north side: 26) 

between roadway and 
parallel parking on setback (but to a lesser 
south side degree than Option 2) 

realign north curb by • provision of 1.5 m sidewalk • and 3.5 m boulevard 
2.5 m to allow • net gain of 11 
parallel parking total of 28 • reduces green space 

4 • $358,000 between roadway and • maintain parallel (north side: 14 1 
setback (but to a lesser 

parking on south south side: 14) 
degree than both Options 2 

curb 
and 3) 

Options to Increase On-Street Parking on Chatham Street 
Option Description Parking Spac •• E.t. Cost Comments 

• status quo no net gain • • maintain existing • no increase in parking • total of 23 1 parallel parking on 
(north side:14 I 

nla • no increase in pavement 
north and south width and crossing distance 
sides 

south side: 9) 

• realign north and • net gain of 55 • significant gain in parking 

2 
south curbs • total of 78 $2,377,000 • loss of mid-block left-turns 

• angle parking in the (north side: 391 • potential safety concerns 
centre of the street south side: 39) • lack of motorist familiaritv 

• realign north and 
net gain of 55 

south curbs • significant gain in parking • 
3 angle parking on • total of 78 $2,798,000 traditional on-street parking • (north side: 38 1 • 

either side of the 
south side: 40) 

design 
street 
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Attachment 9 

Stakeholder Feedback re New Angle Parking on Bayview and Chatham Streets 

Stakeholder Comments Starr Response 
Bayview Street Bayview Street 

• concerned with loss of green space, • proposed streetscape improves 
impact on pedestrians and cyclists, pedestrian facilities with continuous 1.5 

Steveston 
safety concems of cars backing out, and m sidewalk on both sides 

Merchants 
vehicle exhaust and noise impacting • existing angle parking on 1 ~ and 2nd 

Association 
patio diners, especially as most Avenues has not been proven to be 
restaurants are on the north side associated with increased traffic safety 

• prefer on·street parking remain as status concems 
quo but if increased, prefer parallel over • angle parking allows greatest increase in 
angle parking parking supply 

Chatham Street 
Chatham Street 

do not oppose provided it does not pose • existing angle parking on 1" and 2nd • Avenues has not been proven to be 
a safety hazard to drivers/pedestrians 

Steveston • consider extending angle parking further 
associated with increased traffic safety 

Community west towards Garry Point Park 
concems 

• feasible to extend angle parking Society Bayview Street 
westward • prefer to eliminate parking but if that is BaYView Street 

not feasible, then do not oppose angle • angle parking allows greatest increase in 
parking 

parking supply 

Chatham Street 
Chatham Street 

concern with the safety of angle parking • existing angle parking on 1 ~ and 2nd • Avenues has not been proven to be 
Steveston 

- may be difficult to back out due to 
associated with increased traffic safety 

20120 Group 
vehicle speeds and frequency of buses 

concems • consider angle parking on 4111 Avenue 
angle parking on 4111 Avenue is not 

between Chatham Street and Steveslon • 
Hwy recommended due to significant impacts 

to residents as discussed in Section 5 
BaYView Sireet Bayview Street 

• angle parking will decrease green space • proposed streetscape improves 

Richmond • if reconstruction of the north curb is pedestrian facilities 

Parking undertaken, consider adding an electric • possible to add an electric vehicle 

Advisory vehicle charging station at one parking charging station at one parking space in 

Committee space future as demand warrants 

• suggest that end spaces that cannot • end spaces that cannot accommodate a 
accommodate a vehicle be designated vehicle can be designated for 
for motorcvcle/scooter parkinQ molorcvcleiscooler parkinQ 
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