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NEXT MEETING –  April 30, 2012 
 
ADJOURNMENT 

 

 



SUNSHINE COAST REGIONAL DISTRICT 

TRANSPORTATION ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

 

October 31, 2011 

 

 
MINUTES OF THE MEETING HELD IN THE BOARD ROOM OF THE SUNSHINE COAST 

REGIONAL DISTRICT OFFICES, 1975 FIELD ROAD, SECHELT, BC. 

 

 

     PRESENT: Director, Electoral Area E, Chair  Lorne Lewis 

 Director, Town of Gibsons   Barry Janyk  

 Director, Electoral Area A Eric Graham  

 Director, Electoral Area B Garry Nohr 

 Director, Electoral Area D  Donna Shugar  

 Director, Electoral Area F Lee Turnbull 

 Alternate Director, District of Sechelt Alice Lutes 

   

     ALSO PRESENT: Ministry of Transportation and Infrastructure Don Legault 

 Islands Trustee & Alternate Director, Area F Joyce Clegg 

 Cycling Advocate  Martin Prestage   

 Trustee, School District No. 46  Fran Heppell 

 Capilano Highways  Tyler Lambert 

 Ferry Advisory Committee  Lee Ann Johnson 

 RCMP, Sunshine Coast Traffic Services  Todd Bozak 

 RCMP, Sunshine Coast/Sea-to-Sky Traf. Serv. Scott Bowden 

 Manager, Transportation and Facilities  Brian Sagman 

 Manager, Community Energy  Johan Stroman 

 CAO, SCRD  John France 

 Insurance Corporation of BC, Traffic Safety Tom Webster 

 Sunshine Coast Speed Watch  John Hird 

 Sechelt Citizens On Patrol  Ruth McLarty 

 Public  Jody Schick 

 Media  Ben Ingram 

 Recording Secretary  Diane Corbett 

 

CALL TO ORDER  10:32 am 

 

AGENDA The Agenda was adopted as circulated. 

 
MINUTES 

 

Recommendation No. 1 – Minutes 

 

The Transportation Advisory Committee recommended that the minutes of September 12, 

2011 be adopted as circulated. 

A
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UNFINISHED BUSINESS AND BUSINESS ARISING FROM THE MINUTES 

 

The Manager of Transportation and Facilities outlined actions taken on the recommendations 

of the September 12, 2011 meeting. 

 

REPORTS 

 

Payne Road / Highway 101 Northbound Traffic Counts 

 

Staff was directed at the last meeting to gather information on northbound traffic flow at the 

intersection of Payne Road and Highway 101. With the cooperation of John Hird of Sunshine 

Coast Speed Watch, a traffic count of northbound traffic was conducted at the intersection to 

determine the level of traffic flow and assess whether a reconfigured bike/turn lane treatment 

could address car-to-car collision potential at the intersection and maintain or enhance 

cycling infrastructure. 

 

Traffic count data at the subject intersection, tallied during the period from 8:00 a.m. to 6:00 

p.m., averaged as follows: 

 Vehicles per hour: 290 flowing through the intersection, 90 turning left, 100 turning 

right; 45 turn right prior to intersection.  

 Rate of right turns: average of 70-second signal cycles, thus around 50 cycles per hour; 

100 right turns per hour = 2 turns per cycle, a low turn rate according to City of 

Vancouver staff. Ferry pulses and summer vacation travel would increase flow. 

 Of the 100 right turns, 45% were doing a legal turn from the central lane and 54% were 

bridging into the bicycle lane. In several instances there was a near collision situation 

between vehicles turning from both lanes. 

 

Mr. Stroman noted the challenges: no existing right turn vehicle lane designation; driver 

demand for right turns equals demand for left turns; lane space is available for cars but not 

marked; accident potential (car to car, car to cyclist, parking). 

 

Staff proposed a solution derived from the National Association of City Transportation 

Officials (NACTO): 

 A clear turning symbol for cars 

 Clear bicycle marking indicating allocated space for bicycles 

 A shared turn lane / bicycle lane sign that would appear before the shared lane 

 Addressing the insert point to the right lane with a rubber bulge that would influence 

flow of traffic going into and out of the Tim Horton’s lot. 

 

Mr. Legault clarified that the Ministry of Transportation and Infrastructure (MOTI) does not 

follow NACTO standards, which are city standards, and does not put rubber bulges on the 

road, a potential hazard for the road maintenance contractor. He advised that a MOTI 

engineer was working on a solution for this. 

 

Director Janyk noted that this discussion tied in with agenda item 6, Highway 101/ Gibsons 
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Way. He said the Town of Gibsons was attempting when it reduced the number of travel lanes 

to reduce the speed, lower the number of accidents, and reduce the severity of accidents—to 

calm the traffic. The severities had gone down, but number of accidents had stayed around the 

same. He is aware of resident concerns about the highway.  

 

Director Janyk thought the whole issue of the road as it goes through the municipality needs to 

be addressed from Reed Road, to Hough and School Roads, rather than dealing with an 

intersection at a time, and ultimately would depend upon collaboration that would include 

Brian Atkins, John Schnablegger and other senior MOTI staff. The Director emphasized that 

another solution is needed as the current road system is dysfunctional is infuriating the driving 

public. 

 

Mr. Hird noted that the pavement markings for the through lane do not indicate the centre lane 

is a through lane and right turn lane. Confusion regarding existing markings on the roadway 

adjacent to Tim Horton’s was expressed by Committee members in the ensuing discussion. 

 

Mr. Stroman noted that, without major costs, simply repainting the road markings could create 

safer conditions. Mr. Stroman thanked Mr. Hird for the time put into the data gathering by 

Sunshine Coast Speed Watch. 

 

Recommendation No. 2 – Payne Road / Highway 101 

 

The Transportation Advisory Committee recommended that staff write a report on the lane 

configuration format at Payne Road and Highway 101 as presented at the October 31, 2011 

Transportation Advisory Committee meeting; 

 

AND THAT the staff report is forwarded to the Ministry of Transportation and Infrastructure 

and to the Town of Gibsons for their information, and with a request for a response with regard 

to the recommendations proposed therein. 

 

COMMUNICATIONS 

 

Recommendation No. 3 – Correspondence 

 

The Transportation Advisory Committee recommended that the following correspondence be 

received: 

 Letter from Transport Canada regarding Bus access to Langdale Ferry Terminal 

 Letter from BC Minister of Finance regarding Tax Exemption for Bicycles 

 

Mr. Sagman explained that the issue of bus access to the Langdale ferry terminal would be a 

BC Ferries decision. 

 

Mr. Prestage noted that a tax exemption for cycling accessories does not apply if  these are 

purchased separately from the purchase of a bicycle. 
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ROUNDTABLE 

 

Highway 101/Gibsons Way  

 

This item was discussed previously. Further comments included: 

 Change of location of medical clinic will impact number of right-hand turns (at 

intersection previously discussed). 

 If you increase the length of the left turn lane, you will improve the efficiency of the other 

two lanes (at same location). 

 Having a right turn lane at North and Reed would also enhance traffic flow outside 

Gibsons. 

 An accident waiting to happen is in coming out of Gibsons Building Supplies; bushes 

restrict visibility of people who turn right from Sunnycrest Way. 

 Make sure increased transit funding (for higher service rates, shuttle to Sechelt) would 

be part of the solution, as opposed to just focusing on increasing road capacity. 

 

30 Kilometre Speed Sign at Coopers Green 

 

Director Nohr advised Mr. Legault that a 30-kilometre speed sign at Coopers Green had been 

requested by the community. Director Nohr described the blind hilltops on either side of the 

park area and the downhill speeding that occurs. He requested that MOTI get traffic to slow 

down in that stretch, where there are people and where kids are playing. 

 

General Roundtable 

 

Director Janyk noted the “community centre highway” goes back to the discussion of Gibsons 

Way / Highway 101. People go around the traffic by cutting through the Gibsons and Area 

Community Centre parking lot. Construction of the new RCMP station at this location would 

soon commence. The Town had requested of MOTI an automatic traffic counter to measure 

what was going on. 

 

Mr. Legault explained that the traffic counter would not provide the desired information, but 

that a destination count would be required, with people on either end recording who comes in 

or out, to determine if vehicles are going straight through. He suggested another set of speed 

bumps could be installed underneath the awning at the entrance to the community centre. 

 

Constable Bozak noted this was a danger zone with people walking through the area by the 

entrance to the building. 

 

Mr. Prestage announced that a steering committee was in the process of setting up a not-for-

profit membership-based organization called Transportation Choices (TraC) that would work 

through the Cycling Advocate at the TAC meeting, and whose mission statement is:  

 To advocate for and assist with the prioritization, planning and delivery of alternative 

transportation initiatives and a multi-modal transportation network throughout the 

Sunshine Coast;  
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 To promote a range of alternatives to private vehicles, including cycling, walking, and 

transit, such that they become an enjoyable and efficient means of transportation for 

residents of all ages and abilities; 

 To reduce our carbon footprint and improve livability.  

 

Islands Trustee Clegg announced that Telus had removed the pay phone at the New Brighton 

dock in November 2010, which has caused consternation in the community. New Brighton does 

not have cell phone coverage. Ms. Clegg said that MOTI had agreed to issue a permit to re-

install the phone. However, Telus now requires someone to sign a terms of service contract to 

pay for this, which the Ministry does not do. 

 

Recommendation No. 4 – Request to Telus to Re-establish Payphone at New Brighton Dock 

 

The Transportation Advisory Committee recommended that a letter be written from the Chair 

to Telus requesting re-establishment of the payphone at the dock at New Brighton, Gambier 

Island. 

 

Recommendation No. 5 – Request to Telus for Installation of Cell Tower 

 

The Transportation Advisory Committee recommended that a letter be written to Telus from 

the Chair requesting installation of a cell tower on the mainland to provide cell phone coverage 

in New Brighton. 

 

Ms. Heppell reported that Elphinstone Secondary supports the traffic calming on Gibsons 

Way, with no major accidents near Elphinstone Secondary. She thanked the Town and MOTI 

for the new crosswalk and signs at Gibsons Way and School Road, and said that parents are 

happy with the new configuration. 

 

Ms. Johnson said the Ferry Advisory Committee (FAC) had met in October. She noted a 

concern about ferry riders being unable to get tickets from TransLink in the gift shop. There is 

a request to TransLink from the FAC that the ferries sell TransLink tickets. BC Ferries wants 

to make Route 3 a major route. The rebuilding of Langdale terminal per the master plan will 

not occur before 2016. BC Ferries is talking about ticketing at both ends on Route 3; there are 

more trucks going back for free that come to the coast via private barge so avoid ferry costs.  

 

Recommendation No. 6 – Request for TransLink Ticket Sales Agreement with BC Ferries 

 

The Transportation Advisory Committee recommended that a letter be sent to Translink 

requesting that they reach an agreement with BC Ferries to sell books of TransLink tickets on 

the ferry in addition to the day passes.  

 

Director Graham commented on the traffic bottlenecks in Gibsons and Sechelt being 

experienced by constituents from Area A coming home from the Langdale ferry terminal.  

 

Director Turnbull said that on Wharf Road in Langdale the pavement edges are crumbling; 

she had forwarded correspondence from the Chair of the West Howe Sound Community 
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Association to Capilano Highways requesting that they look at repaving a portion of the road. 

The Director mentioned her experience of the meters not working at the Langdale parking lot. 

 

Director Shugar announced that pedestrian improvements in downtown Roberts Creek are 

imminent and would be done by a local company. Concern was expressed regarding speeding 

on Lower Road, considered a cycling route by a lot of people. Improvements will be made on 

730 metres at the end of Lower Road. Director Shugar requested that MOTI check out the 

dangerous curve at the eastern end of Camp Byng. Local residents’ issues with parking by the 

beach access at Gulf Road were mentioned. 

 

Mr. Legault pointed out that Lower Road goes through Camp Byng property, where MOTI 

owns the surface of the road, and stated that he would take a look at the curve. He also noted 

that in the near future Capilano Highways would be putting some gravel at the intersection of 

Gulf Road and Cassidy Road to enable parking. 

 

Director Nohr commented on the improvements in the scooping out of gravel ditches and said 

he was still waiting for the white lines by Fawn Market. 

 

Director Lewis said the pavement in the 1200 to 1400 blocks of Gower Point Road is like 

alligator skin. He noted that Ocean Beach Esplanade needs more signs and reflectors to 

enhance mobility in the darkness. 

 

Mr. Legault explained that at the ‘S’ bend going into Bonniebrook, on the inside  MOTI does 

not have a right of way; it is on private property. 

 

Responding to Director Graham, Mr. Legault said that he and Mr. Lambert would take a look 

at the road construction that was starting to slough on the right at Lillies Lake. 

 

Trustee Clegg explained that the Langdale float contract has been let. The float will be in 

place in January or February. It will be closed for 3 weeks, the first week for installation, and 

the next two weeks for monitoring by BC Ferries. It is a heavy float similar to Stormaway float. 

 

Mr. Hird said that Speed Watch wanted to ensure that the RCMP Traffic Division is aware of 

speed zone changes on School Road. Signage has been relocated a considerable distance up 

the hill.  

 

Constable Bozak reported that he had been monitoring the traffic on Cemetery Road for 

speeding and had observed little of it; he will continue monitoring. He has noted that at the 

bottom of the bypass, there seem to be a lot of crashes going uphill. this could be a result of 

water flow in rainy weather crossing both lanes at the base of the hill near a light standard. 

Mr. Legault said he would take a look at the drainage. 

 

NEXT MEETING To be announced 

 

ADJOURNMENT   12:00 p.m. 
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From: Jakob Knaus [mailto:falconjk@telus.net]  

Sent: November-10-11 1:30 PM 

To: Jakob Knaus; Jessie August; Barry Cavens; Joyce Clegg; David Dick; Lee Ann Johnson; Alice Lutes; 

Michael Mclaughlin 

Cc: Ingrid Abbott; Bernard Abelson; Peter Bogardusbogardus; gibsons chamber; pender chamber; 

sechelt chamber; radio ckay.ca; Sechelt district; Reporter Editor; Sunshine Coast Community 

Foundation; Garry Nohr; Brian Hollingshead; Darren Inkster, DoS; Barry Janyk - TOG email; Local; gibsons 

municipality; bedbreakfast president; Touristpartnership S.C.; SCRD General Inquiries; 

downtownbusiness sechelt; gibsons visitorcenter; sechelt visitorcenter 

Subject: BC Ferries - Traffic Figures October 2011 

 

Dear friends, 

Attached please find the traffic statistics for October 2011. 

The deterioration of traffic number continues unabated.  

"All Routes" declining during October by vehicles 4.5 %, passengers 4.7 %. 

Our Rte. 3 fared somewhat better with declines of vehicles 2.7 %, passengers 3.2 %. 

BCFerries had laid off one top capacity "Spirit vessel"on the Major Route for the off-season winter 

season with a "Coastal vessel" in order to save fuel. 

  

On our Rte. 3 commercial travel has recovered some of the traffic during October. The freeloading of 

semis from Langdale to Horseshoe Bay has shrunk to 12 semis, but for ordinary trucks the usage 

continues unchanged and sofar has resulted in a revenue loss of $ 210,000 since April. 

  

The BCFerries Commissioners have listed nine discussion papers on their website 

(www.bcferrycommission.com) seeking input for their review to be published in January 2012. The cut 

off date for submitting such input is December 5th 2011. 

  

Kind regards 

Jakob 

 

C
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2011/12 2010/11 2011/12 2010/11
Month

April 630430 -1.8 642259 1575108 -1.5 1598782
May 671140 -6.1 1301570 -4.1 715002 1357261 1716699 -6.9 3291807 -4.4 1844768 3443550
June 733415 -1.5 2034985 -3.2 744869 2102130 1880652 -0.2 5172459 -2.9 1884044 5327594
July 891117 -4.9 2926102 -3.7 937072 3039202 2513703 3.7 7686162 -3.2 2610584 7938178
August 950727 -2.9 3876829 -3.5 979848 4019050 2653903 -3.7 10340065 -3.3 2755045 10693223
September 724051 -2.1 4600880 -3.3 739031 4758081 1833783 -0.6 12173848 -2.9 1844581 12537804
October 628159 -4.5 5229039 -3.4 657794 5415875 1568220 -4.7 13742068 -3.1 1645501 14183305
November 544832 5960707 1286503 15469808
December 613446 6574153 1531476 17001284
January 494882 7069035 1181878 18183162
February 474754 7543789 1134262 19317424
March 590655 8134444 1428798 20745222

2011/12 forecast "not much change in the foreseeable future"

Trend 2006/07 8521915 vehicles 21664953 passengers
2007/08 8578710 vehicles 21788461 passengers
2008/09 8130356 vehicles recession 20727493 passengers recession!
2009/10 8259628 vehicles 21037169 passengers
2010/11 8134444 vehicles 20745222 passengers

Trafficallroutes1112

TRAFFIC ALL ROUTES

Vehicles count (not AEQs) Passengers
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2011/12 2010/11 2011/12 2010/11
month

month cum cum % month cum month cum cum% month cum
April 86513 -2.20% 88507 88507 195735 -2.20% 200238 200238
May 94268 -4.9 180781 -3.6 99098 187605 214907 -7.1 410642 -4.8 231224 431462
June 98213 -0.6 278994 -2.6 98842 286447 226329 -0.7 636971 -3.4 227842 659304
July 120211 -1.4 399205 -2.2 121927 408374 311723 -1.2 948694 -2.7 315364 974668
August 130245 -0.9 529450 -1.9 131486 539860 330203 -1.7 1278897 -2.4 335818 1310486
Sept 98111 0.9 627561 -1.5 97252 637112 224037 1.5 1502934 -1.8 220673 1531159
Oct 86564 -2.7 714125 -1.6 88938 726050 195484 -3.2 1698418 -2.1 201884 1733043
Nov 75700 801750 161160 1894203
Dec 86500 888250 199309 2093512
Jan 70438 958688 153817 2247329
Feb 67011 1025699 145645 2392974
March 81381 1107080 178152 2571126

2011/12 forecast "not much change in the foreseeable future"

Trend - 2006/07 1130558 vehicles annually 2626258 passengers
2007/08 1129201 vehicles 2611402 passengers
2008/09 1099683 vehicles recession 2527653 passengers recession!
2009/10 1119290 vehicles 2585014 passengers
2010/11 1107080 vehicles 2571126 passengers

jk
TrafficR311/12

Traffic Route 3

vehicles count (not AEQs) passengers
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month month % cum % month cum month % cum % month cum
April 1865 0 1864 1277 -6.9 1372
May 2052 2.4 3917 1.2 2004 3868 1503 2.4 2780 -2.1 1468 2840
June 2039 -3.9 5956 -0.6 2122 5990 1553 -2 4333 -2.1 1584 4424
July 1910 -0.7 7866 -0.6 1924 7914 1394 -11.1 5727 -4.4 1568 5992
August 2024 6.1 9890 0.7 1910 9824 1513 0.5 7240 -3.6 1521 7513
September 1941 -0.9 11831 0.4 1958 11782 1345 -12.3 8585 -5.1 1534 9047
October 1844 1.8 13675 0.9 1768 13550 1306 3.2 9891 -4.1 1265 10312
November 1755 15305 1192 11504
December 1527 16832 1169 12673
January 1457 18289 1204 13877
February 1548 19837 1075 14952
March 1941 21778 1338 16290

21778 16290
basis: vehicle count (not AEQs)

no ft no ft
HSB/Ldale 823 25727 6148 189376 Oct 647 Apl/Oct 4912
Ldale/HSB 1021 30491 7527 225130 Oct 659 Apl/Oct 4979
diff 198 4764 1379 35754 12 67

$5.90
October $28,107 Apl/Oct $210,948 $15,635

jk
trafficrte3 commercial 1112

Route 3 Commercial Travel
Ordinary 60 feet

2011/12 2010/11 2011/12 2010/11
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UHV OHV MC Total mth % tot Cum Total mth % cum Cum

April 78822 3647 791 83260 -2.1 85088
May 84808 4455 1268 90531 -5.1 173791 95443 -3.7 180531
June 87206 4931 2254 94391 0.5 268182 94866 -2.6 275397
July 106731 6808 3030 116569 -1.3 384751 118061 -2.2 393458
August 115209 7038 4177 126424 -1.1 511175 127772 -1.9 520843
September 87340 4908 2396 94644 1.2 605839 93575 -1.4 614418
October 78948 3634 703 83285 -2.9 689104 85762 -1.7 701197
November 72645 773792
December 83694 856906
January 67657 924563
February 64287 988850
March 77982 1066832
Total 1066832

basis: vehicle count (not AEQs)

trafficrte3private1112
jk

Route 3 Private Travels 
Private Travel Vehicles (count not AEQ)
2010/11 2009/10
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From: Martin Prestage 
Sent: February‐16‐12 12:02 AM  
Subject: RE: Transportation Advisory Committee 
  
  
TraC (Transportation Choices Sunshine Coast Society) was formally incorporated under the 
Society Act on January 19 2012. The interim board consists of five Directors though will be 
seeking a board of 10 persons, opening discussion with potential directors over the next two 
months. A membership launch will be made at Earth Day on April 22nd 2012. Interested persons 
wanting to join TraC may do so by contacting coasttrac@gmail.com 
  

Martin Prestage, TraC President and TAC Cycling Advocate 

 

E
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From:  Donna Shugar 

To:  Diane Corbett 

Cc:  don.legault@gems2.gov.bc.ca 

Subject: Fwd: Yet again on Roberts Creek Rd 

 

Hi Diane 

 

Could you please put this on the Transportation agenda. I will forward another email on the same 

topic as well. 

 

Thanks 

Donna 

 

From: Mark Lebbell <mlebbell@hotmail.com> 

Date: Sun, 19 Feb 2012 21:27:45 -0800 

Subject: Yet again on Roberts Creek Rd 

Cc: Elaine Futterman <creekclayworks@dccnet.com>, sandypalm@dccnet.com, 

 Martin Prestage <martin@lifecycle.ca> 

To: Don.Legault@gov.bc.ca, donna shugar <gumboot@dccnet.com> 

 

Well, Don and Donna, it happened again. 

 

F
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For (at least) the 3rd time in 3 years, as car has crashed into the concrete barrier on the outside of 

the bend on Roberts Creek Rd. that several of us are by now quite familiar with. I have attached 

our correspondence from 2009 in blue, and our 2008 correspondence in green, and for those who 

are just getting up to speed in this conversation, I would encourage you to review it below. 

 

I have attached photos taken today (Sunday Feb 19) of the scene following the most recent 

incident , which must have occurred Saturday night. 

 

Clearly there is a serious traffic safety issue at that bend.  

 

I would guess that most, if not all the cars that have gone off the road at that spot were likely 

travelling above the posted speed, and that more "enforcement by the RCMP" (who we all know 

have limited resources) might help.  The fact remains that this is a very dangerous spot, on a turn 

heavily used by young children travelling to and from school.   

 

As the above photos suggest, the concrete barrier would have likely done little to protect 

pedestrians from the car in this past incident.  I also understand that there is only so much 

engineering that can be done to protect people from themselves.  

 

The point I would like to make again is that there is a propensity for cars to drift to the 

outside of that (limited-visibility) curve, and without a clear pathway behind the barrier, 

people (say, pushing a stroller) are trapped between the concrete and an oncoming car. 

 

In your note below of July 2009, Don, you said that moving the guardrail slightly closer to the 

fog line to permit bikes and the like to travel between the telephone pole and the barrier, as the 

boy is demonstrating in the second photo, is not an option. If this is still the case, can you suggest 

an alternative? Is moving the telephone pole an option? Any other ideas? 

 

I hope that if I have to write a letter about incident number 4 in 4 years, or 5 in 5, that they 

continue to be non-fatal accidents, involving only drivers showing poor judgement on the road. I 

can't help but think that we continue to roll the dice on that bend, and its only a matter of time 

until there is another fatal accident involving a child. 

 

I have cc'd the Chairs of the Roberts Creek PAC, of the RCOCPC, and of TraC to ensure that 

those groups are aware of this ongoing issue. 

 

Regards, 

 

Mark Lebbell 
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Thanks Mark                                                               13 October 2009 

I will raise this curve at the next Transpo meeting on Nov 2.  Meanwhile why not get the OCPC 

to talk about it? 

Donna 

 

 

 

Dear Mr. Legault, Ms Goddard and Ms Sugar           October, 2009 

 

Further to our correspondance (below) of 2008, there has been yet another crash on the concrete 

barrier bend on Roberts Creek Road.  This one left chunks out of the telephone pole and scraped 

off most of the white reflectors that had been placed on the barriers earlier in the month. 

From the newspaper reports the occupants walked (ran) away and once again we were fortunate 

that there were no pedestrians involved. 

  

Every day I watch children headed to school, parents with strollers, seniors out for exercise, 

teenagers walking energetic dogs etc..go around that bend sandwiched between the concrete and 

a quarter ton of steel travelling at 50 km/h.  

  

Cycling advocates that I have talked to have said that a 12-18 inch  shift in the barrier (even just 

near the hydro pole) would make little difference in their percieved safety and that they would 

appreciate the option of travelling behind the barrier especially while biking with their children. 

 

While I have yet to get my tape measure out, I'm certain that on the new bike path on Lower 

Road near the Cemetery a number of the gaps between the fog line and hydro poles do not meet 

the bike lane standards which I understand to be 1.5m. Clearly exceptions can be made without 

liability concerns in those circumstances.  
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We all know that enforcement and education are part of the picture, but it would seem that a 

simple engineering solution, putting the concrete between the cars and the people, might prevent 

another fatal accident on this corner. 

  

The motor vehicle operators are choosing to put themselves in a hazardous position due to excess 

speed. Our most vulnerable citizens have no choice BUT to put themselves in a hazardous 

position on this bend. 

 

Thanks for your attention with this matter. 

 

Mark 

 

 

Mark                                                                             July 9, 2009 

  

Sharon Goddard and I reviewed the guardrail placement at this corner yesterday.  After 

reviewing the distance from the fog line to the edge of the guardrail, we feel it is not appropriate 

to move the guardrail any closer to the fog line.  Moving the guardrail, will create a hazardous 

situation for motor vehicle operators, as well as cyclists.  If an accident occured at this location, 

and we moved the guardrail closer to the fog line, we would be held liable for damages. 

  

When the S.C.R.D. built the bike path on Roberts Creek Road, the decision was made to make 

the bicycle path as wide as possible, as it will also serve as a pedestrian walking path. 

  

As this is a Maximum 50 km/h road, and it is appropriately posted, perhaps some enforcement by 

the R.C.M.P. would encourage motorists to slow down, thereby improving the safety for both 

cyclists and pedeatrians. 

  

Don 

 

 

 

 

 

Dear Mr. Legault                                                                         June 21, 2008  

Last night there was another car crash on the bend of Roberts Creek Road, between the 

Treadlightly Yoga hall and the Historic Church (across the road from 1171 RC Road). The 

skidmarks into the ditch, and the attending police will best be able to supply details, as I myself 

did not see the event. 

  

This bend has a history of traffic incidents. Neighbours tell me that years ago a young girl was 

killed there. Another told of a car riding up over the existing concrete barrier and ending up in 

their yard.  

  

My specific concern is with the concrete barrier on the outside of the bend that begins at the 

driveway or 1183 Roberts Creek Rd. and heads "north" from there. It is located in such a way 
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that pedestrian and cyclists who choose to walk their bikes around this blind corner have no 

choice but to place themselves between the barrier and oncoming cars.  

  

Neighbours also tell me that the barrier used to be placed in a way that made it possible to walk 

behind it, thereby providing pedestrians with some protection, rather than inhibiting their 

ability to move quickly out of the path of vehicles. It is possible that this change took place 

when the cycle path was being put in. 

As a parent, who watches numerous local children use that road to access Roberts Creek School, 

a cyclist, who appreciates the value of cycle and pedestrian paths, and a community member 

committed to safer roads, I am asking for your help with this issue. 

  

Is it possible to shift those barriers in a way that would allow for pedestrian access around 

the "outside"(particularily past the existing power pole) while at the same time maintaining a 

viable but narrower cycle path? There seems to be a bit more width than than the 1.5meters that I 

understand to be a guideline that your ministry works with. Alternatively, can you suggest 

another solution for this dangerous corner? I have done ICBC Speedwatch on that very corner, 

and are quite familiar with its dynamics. 

  

I have talked to both neighbours with property adjacent to the barrier, and they are supportive of 

this change, as they themselves feel at risk while walking on the "inside" of the barrier. Together 

we will maintain the walkability of any new pathway that can be created. 

  

Thank you for your time with this matter, I look forward to hearing from you soon. I feel 

strongly that it is only a matter of time before we have another serious incident on this bend. I 

live quiet nearby, so if you or one of your staff are having a look at it, please feel free to give me 

a call at 604-885-2627. 

  

Thanks again, 

  

Mark Lebbell 

 

mlebbell@hotmail.com 
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From: donna shugar
To: Diane Corbett
Subject: FW: HELP....another accident on rbts crk rd Feb 19 12
Date: February-19-12 10:40:52 PM

Hi Diane
This email should be part of the same agenda item for the Transpo Cttee as the email I just sent you
from a different email program.
Thanks
Donna

Date: Sun, 19 Feb 2012 16:34:37 -0800
From: fromaway@dccnet.com
To: donna_shugar@hotmail.com; ryangrow@telus.net
Subject: HELP....another accident on rbts crk rd Feb 19 12

Hi Donna &/or Dave,

Yearly, at least once or twice a year, at night, usually speeding down
Roberts Creek Road from the Highway, someone doesnt make the
Roberts Creek Road curve by Cedar Grove Road. Last night it happened
again with a horrendous force. Unbelievably both young men (1 was 19)
survived taking out most of the cement barriers & then wrapping their
truck around the hydro pole. The truck is a right off. I am glad the lads
seemed alright. Police and ambulance and later Hydro attended.

However, every year I ask the Highways to please put up a 'chevron'
sign to indicate there is a curve coming up that you can see at night &
put reflective tape on the cement barriers. They say their existing
signage is adequate. In my 22 years of living at 1193 Roberts Creek
Road I can count on at least one serious accident a winter & several hit
& runs which are never reported.This is usually because alcohol is
involved, i suspect.  

Prior to my living here, a little girl was killed by a car there and cement
barriers were put in place. Originally these barriers were on the
pedestrian white line allowing pedestrians to walk safely on the inside
of the barriers. A few years ago they were moved inward i guess to
widen the road so now the pedestrians walk is very narrow area which is
not maintained in any way. This is an unsafe walkway for the children &
elderly travelling up & down this area.

And a small whine......My gate, has been wiped out 3 times. The last one
cost me $700 out of pocket as it was a hit & run so no insurance
coverage. 

G
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I have had no luck with the Ministry of Highways. Have they ever
driven down from the Highway on Roberts Creek Road at night? plus add
rain, ice, speed into the mix........Last year when  another accident
happened I asked the RCMP for help advocate with Highways, but they
said it was a Highways issue....... 

Please have a look before the cement barriers are put back in place to
see the devastation and potential loss of life each time this happens.
The solution of a chevron sign & proper light reflecting strips on the
cement barriers seems such a simple solution.  A speed bump further up
the street before you hit the corner would work as well but I cant see
that happening.  I look forward to your response.

Betty MacPhee
1193 Roberts Creek Road
Roberts Creek, B.C. V0N 2W2
-- 
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SCRD STAFF REPORT 
   

DATE:  December 10, 2011 

TO:  Transportation Advisory Committee – February 27, 2012 

FROM: Brian K. Sagman – Manager of Transportation and Facilities 

RE:  ALTERNATIVE TRANSPORTATION ADVISORY COMMITTEE – STAFF SUPPORT 

 

RECOMMENDATION 
 

THAT the Manager of Transportation and Facilities report titled “ALTERNATIVE 

TRANSPORTATION ADVISORY COMMITTEE – STAFF SUPPORT” be received. 
 

 

BACKGROUND 
 
The structure of the proposed Alternative Transportation Advisory Committee (RTAC) has 
undergone considerable discussion at the Transportation Advisory Committee and at the Board.  
At the TAC meeting on June 4, 2011 the committee reviewed the following resolution from the 
May  12, 2011 Board meeting (ref. 204/11):  
 

Recommendation No. 16   Alternate Transportation Advisory Committee 

THAT the GM, Infrastructure Services’ report entitled “Alternate Transportation 
Advisory Committee” be received; 

AND THAT the proposed Alternate Transportation Advisory Committee be 
established as an arms length working group and not a formal committee of the 
SCRD at this time. 

 
The discussion at the TAC meeting resulted in a recommendation for further discussion at the 
Infrastructure Services Committee (ISC) on June 7, 2011 concerning the option to establish the 
ATAC as a formal SCRD advisory committee with staff support.  The discussion at the ISC 
meeting included the impact of staff support for this committee based on existing resources and 
the affect of specific terms of reference on the flexibility that a public committee would enjoy.  
Based on the discussion at the ISC meeting, the Board made the following recommendations at 
the meeting of July 14, 2011 (ref. 288/11). 
 

Recommendation No. 14   Alternative Transportation Advisory Committee 

THAT further discussion surrounding the options for the SCRD providing staff 
assistance within an Alternative Transportation Advisory Committee be referred 
to the next Transportation Advisory Committee meeting; 

AND THAT for the interim the Transportation Advisory Committee be advised to 
set up an Alternative Transportation Advisory Committee which will not receive 
staff assistance at this time; 

H
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AND THAT staff coverage for Alternative Transportation Advisory Committee 
meetings be considered in 2012 budget; 

AND FURTHER THAT this recommendation be forwarded to Martin Prestage for 
his information. 

The model for an SCRD committee that was envisioned was a replication of the Natural 
Resources Advisory Committee (NRAC).  The NRAC Terms of Reference in relation to 
the support by SCRD staff are as follows: 
 

6.  AGENDAS, MINUTES AND REPORTS 
 
6.1  The SCRD shall provide a recording secretary. 
6.2  The recording secretary shall prepare all meeting agendas and distribute them to 

the Committee members in advance of a meeting. 
6.3.  The recording secretary shall prepare minutes of all meetings using SCRD 
 standard practices and have them approved by the Chair. 
6.4  The recording secretary shall forward the minutes of the Committee to Planning & 

Development Division staff for placement on a SCRD Planning and Development 
Committee agenda. 

 
8.  SUMMARY OF SCRD STAFF RESPONSIBILITIES 
 
Chief Administrative Officer: 
 May make independent recommendations to the SCRD Board, which may or may                       

not be consistent with NRAC recommendations. 
General Manager of Community Services: 
 May provide advice to the NRAC and manages related staff resources within 
 Community Services Department. 
Other SCRD staff: 
 Provides logistical and other support to Committee consistent with these Terms of 
 Reference, as requested by the Chair and approved by their manager. 
 Provides technical and other services consistent with the budget and work plan 

under direction of General Manager or Manager. 
Committee Recording Secretary: 
 Assists Committee as per its terms of reference. 
 Organises meeting logistics e.g. location, room, supplies and equipment. 
 Prepares and distributes agendas in consultation with the Chair 
 Prepares minutes of Committee meetings 
 Other duties as requested by General Manager or Manager. 

 
In order to estimate the amount of staff time required to support the newly established 
ATAC staff were provided with the estimated resource level required for the NRAC from 
Planning staff.  The current staff support for the bi-monthly NRAC meetings includes the 
following: 
 

1. The Planning secretary prepares the agenda and attaches the minutes of the last 
meeting while preparing the outline of the minutes for the current meeting. 

2. Review of agenda package with the committee chair 
3. Preparation of reports for the agenda package. 
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4. There are normally at least two reports/items from the NRAC meetings that staff 
review and forward to the Board with comments.   

5. Research in support of recommendations from NRAC. 
6. Contract for minute taking duties. 

 
The estimated time to prepare and distribute the agenda package and to prepare 
minutes for the Planning and Development Committee is 3.0 hours per meeting.  On 
average any reports that staff write either independently or in response to a report or 
recommendation from NRAC would take 2.0 hours. 
 
It is difficult to estimate the staff time that will be necessary to adequately address many 
of these tasks given that the scope of discussion at the ATAC meetings has not been 
established.  However we can expect that the ATAC will focus on issues related to bike 
lanes, trail, transit service and other areas where the SCRD has a vested interest and 
ownership and as a result staff could provide a level of expertise.   
 
The minutes of the NRAC are taken by a contracted position at a cost of $110 per 
meeting plus transportation. 
 
Based on the above information staff anticipate costs per meeting as follows: 
 

Agenda preparation $150.00 
Minute taking $115.00 
Reports to SCRD 
Board 

$250.00 

Reports to ATAC $150.00 
Attendance at ATAC 
meetings 

$100.00 

Total $765.00 
 
In total staff estimate the cost per meeting at $765.00 which based on bi-monthly 
meetings would equate to $4,600 annually.   
 
These costs are very dependent upon the terms of reference for the committee.  If the 
terms of reference allow for more frequent meetings or a wider scope on topics of 
discussion, then the costs per year would escalate.  In addition if the terms of reference 
do not limit the topics of discussion the potential for an increase in staff resources to 
review or generate reports would increase.   
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Sunshine Coast Regional District 
1975 Field Road, Sechelt  BC  V0N 3A1 

Phone: 604-885-6800 / Fax: 604-885-7909 
www.scrd.ca 

Memo 

To:  Transportation Advisory Committee 

From:  Transportation and Facilities Division 

Date:  February 27, 2012 

Re:  Impediment on Public Road Right-of-Way (Elphinstone Avenue) 

The following item was referred from the Planning and Development Committee on January 
19, 2012: 

 

Recommendation No. 13   Impediment on Public Road Right-of-Way  

The Planning and Development Committee recommended that the topic of an impediment 
having appeared on Elphinstone Avenue be referred to the next Transportation Advisory 
Committee Meeting. 

I
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Sunshine Coast Bike to Work Week - May 28th to June 3rd  
Bike to Work Week (BTWW) encourages people to commute to work via bicycle. Riding a bike to work 
instead of commuting via car promotes healthy lifestyles and prevention of health issues through 
regular exercise! Bike to Work Week aims to motivate residents to try cycling to work during the event, 
as well as helps to break down perceived barriers that keep people from cycling to work on a regular 
basis. Commuting to work is the number one cause of carbon emissions and choosing to cycle instead, 
even for part of the time, can have dramatic results. Bike to Work Week’s essential components include:  

 Engagement of workplaces in a wide variety of organizations, of all sizes 

 Bike to Work BC website as a central resource that provides convenient, free, online registration 

and a participant reporting system, allowing us to collect data and measure results for each 

 Bike to Work Week engages thousands of people in more than 18 communities throughout BC.  

BTWW offers a great opportunity for partnership because BTWW:  

 is a program that provincial and local politicians see great value in—Minister Terry Lake 
(Minister of Environment) and several other provincial politicians 

 contributes to multiple health benefits including increased physical activity and disease 
prevention—motivating 15,166 people to try active transportation during BTWW in BC;  

o The prevalence of chronic diseases could increase to 58% of the BC population over the next 25 
years. Implementing programs such as BTWW that address key risk factors such as physical 
inactivity will help lower the percentage of BC residents with chronic illnesses.  

 significantly impacts the environment, through addressing the adverse effects of driving and 
reducing greenhouse gases—saved 168,000 kg of CO2 from entering the atmosphere in 2011;  

o Commuting to work is the number one cause of carbon emissions and choosing to cycle instead, 
even for part of the time, can have dramatic results on our environment.  

 teaches BC residents about vehicle emissions and how to reduce their own carbon footprint, 
save money on gas, and learn to utilize other modes of transportation;  

 educates BC residents and work places about safe cycling and promotes safe cycling programs;  

 decreases traffic congestion in participating BC communities—727,467 km’s were cycled 
instead of driven during BTWW in BC in 2011;  

 boosts morale in thousands of workplaces across the province—2,401 workplace teams took 
part in BC in 2011;  

 Increases the vibrancy and livability of participating BC communities!  

Sunshine Coast Bike to Work 2012 Goals 
Working closely with the cycling community on the coast, this year, our goal is to enroll 300 or more 
active participants in Bike to Work week (May 28th to June 3rd) over 60 teams and 10,000 kilometers 
cycled, with a 2,500 kg reduction in CO2e reductions by participants riding instead of driving to work.  
We aim to provide two cycling skills and safety workshops for participants to increase awareness and 
safe cycling practices on the coast.  In addition, we plan to host a Celebration station at a third location 
this year in addition to one in Sechelt and Gibsons. 

Sunshine Coast Bike to Work supports healthy communities 
By providing an opportunity for community members to participate in a healthy, community building 
and emissions reducing event it helps empower individuals, workplaces and groups to envision and 

J
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engage health and fitness, support improved bicycle infrastructure (bike parking, bike ways and 
improved signage and road marking), encourage interest for a regional bikeway map and safe riding 
practices for visitors and residents. By strengthening the voice of both young and older riders in the local 
community this event helps to support ongoing conversations to improve and enhance cycling and 
alternative transportation infrastructure on the Sunshine Coast. 

BTWW Participant Profile 

Bike to Work Week Participants range in age from 4 years to 70+, with the majority being adults 
in the 25-55 year range. Cyclists generally come from the middle to upper income level, with 
post-secondary education.  We are expecting over 300 participants, with 50+ work teams, for 
our second year. 

Measuring Success 
In 2012 we will consolidate online traffic through Facebook and email.  Registration of teams is one key 
measure of uptake, as are Bicycle Celebration station counts and surveys during the event.  Surveys 
reflect participation and uptake.  The follow-up celebration event for volunteers and prizes for top 
teams is a good measure of interest and uptake in the community.  Last year we had support from 3 
community photographers who were offered stipends and recognition for their participation. 

Testimonials 
“Thanks so much for organizing Bike to Work Week. It has inspired many folk to get out there! 

Thanks again” - Kez and Jeremy and Dex, Team Ox and Monkey 
 

“Bike to work week is fabulous” -  Crystal Boeur (participant during event) 

Supporting Agencies 

This year’s event gives a variety of agencies that provide key support and related services in the 

community – an opportunity to profile their work and mandate as it relates to this service: 

- Alternative transportation support services (e.g. Bicycle lockers, highway-road cleaning) 

- Planning department – profiling existing and upcoming work 

- Bicycle parking additions 

- Bylaws supportive of Bicycling in the region 

- Bicycle safety training 

- Bicycle tune-up and support service 

- Bicycle education and outreach work 

- Trail building, education and outreach 

Employment Teams 

Team registration will begin earlier this year – as will fun-competitive opportunities between 

teams on the coast. Teams registering early can request to have their team name profiled in 

media releases locally. 
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Types of Sponsorship 

We are looking for donations of cash or product/service to help with the success of this event. 
Cash donations will help pay for equipment rentals, print materials, volunteer support, awards 
and prizing, and miscellaneous supplies. Product/service donations can be for prizes (products 
or gift certificates), celebrations snacks & refreshments, brochure printing, water, etc. 

Sponsorship Levels  

Platinum: $2,000 or higher Gold: $1,000-$1,950  Silver: $500-$950 Supporter: $100 to 
$500 in-kind, product, prizes 

Benefits of Being a Sponsor 

Community Recognition 
By supporting this event you will be recognized as a positive force in the local and cycling 

community, helping to promote health and fitness for all ages as well as supporting sustainable 

transportation options on the Sunshine Coast. If interested ask for further details of marketing 

exposure associated with the four different levels of sponsorship. 
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Sunshine Coast Regional District 
1975 Field Road, Sechelt  BC  V0N 3A1 

Phone: 604-885-6800 / Fax: 604-885-7909 
www.scrd.ca 

Memo 

To:  Transportation Advisory Committee 

From:  Transportation and Facilities Division 

Date:  February 27, 2012 

Re:  New Business: Crossover between Roberts Creek Road and Post Office 
 Parking Lot 

The following item of New Business with attachment was submitted by email, dated 
February 16, 2012, by Martin Prestage: 

 

Part of TraC’s strategic goal will be to ensure that jurisdictions are held accountable to 
legal and acceptable design standards. The new riser kerb/crossover between Roberts 
Creek Road and the gravel parking lot of the post office is one such piece of 
engineering that cannot be considered acceptable for safe use by cyclists. From the 
attached picture, it should be noted that to negotiate a right turn into the parking lot 
involves either a wide swing into the road to negotiate the almost 4” bump, or a 
mountain bike ‘hop’ not considered safe practise on the road. The crossover is actually 
higher than a similar kerb adjacent where a planting is positioned. This kerb should be 
replaced with a shallower crossover paviour more suitable for bicycle wheels. 

 

Martin Prestage, TraC President and TAC Cycling Advocate 

 

 

 

 

K
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