A letter to the Langley Township Council from the Fort Langley
Community Association:

Dear Langley Township Council.

We are encouraged Township Council is considering improving the walkablity and safety of
Fort Langley. Specifically, the 96th Ave pedestrian and cycling improvements. We are in the
process of circulating both Options before you to residents of Fort Langley. Some comments
which have come forward in our discussions:

e There are raised/curbed sidewalks on 88th Ave and Glover Rd. Both main
thoroughfares. 96th Ave which is a designated truck route is without.

e Why is a temporary measure in Willoughby (Option 2) a permanent consideration for
Fort Langley?

e Average speeds of cyclists are above 20km/h. To group them with pedestrians is a
hazard

e Snow removal could be an issue (as it is on 202a today)

e Street sweeping cannot be used on the pedestrian/cyclist side. Again hazard to cyclists
and unsightly

e Sidewalks at the same height as the road significantly impairs the visibility of
pedestrians to traffic, especially when the pedestrians are children.

e TOL pedestrian studies are likely low due to no crossing currently available so the only
people/kids crossing have to effectively jaywalk across 96". A crosswalk would get
more parents/students ok with the safety of crossing 96™.

The FLCA conducted a survey in 2016 indicating 78% of the respondents walked or cycled to
the Village commercial core weekly or more. 96th Ave is one of three corridors. 73% of
respondents thought it important to very important to bring sidewalks to 96th Ave as well as a
crosswalk. Their vision is not the same as "Option 2".

The 216th Overpass will affect truck traffic in the Village and specifically down 96th Ave. Here
is an opportunity for Council to exercise forward thinking in choosing “Option A” plus the future
inclusion of a crosswalk on Edal St. Perhaps this could be done in a phased in manner. There
are no crosswalks on 96th Ave. We have the Bedford Landing pedestrian bridge over the train
tracks leading to an asphalt path to Edal St.

There is another asphalt path on the other side of 96" that leads directly to the school
grounds. Here is a thoroughfare for children to get to the Langley Fine Arts School without a
safe method of crossing 96th Ave. We are missing the opportunity to encourage children to
walk to school. The ones who do walk to school now have to do so by walking/running across
96™ Avenue, doing their best to avoid traffic.

The following pages outline information we are providing to the Fort Langley community to
help them understand and become involved in this decision-making process.
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SUBJECT: 96 AVENUE BETWEEN WRIGHT STREET AND GLOVER ROAD
SIDEWALKS AND CROSSWALK ESTIMATE

The purpose of this memorandum is to provide Mayor and Council with information regarding
pedestrian facilities on 96 Avenue between Glover Road and Wright Street, as per the
resolution of Council passed at its Regular Afternoon Meeting of October 19, 2015, referring the
delegations from residents expressing concerns with walkability along 96 Avenue in Fort
Langley, pedestrian facilities and crossings to staff.

The roads in Fort Langley, for the most part, were originally constructed according to the
standards applicable at that time that did not include urban features such as sidewalks. Past
practice has been for residents who wish to pursue the installation of sidewalks to undertake
those works through a Local Area Service (LAS) process. The following provides options that
can be considered and the associated cost estimate.

Sidewalks on 96 Avenue



(From Township document with added info)

Sidewalks on 96™ Ave Option 1: Elevated cement sidewalk with
cement curb. Pedestrians are higher up for visibility. ToLOption1:

Sidewalks on 96 Avenue

Option 1 for pedestrian facilities on Glover Road includes constructing an urban cross section
that includes curb, gutter, and sidewalks on one or both sides of 96 Avenue. An example of this
cross section Is provided in the attachment under Option 1.

Following options, including financial implications, are presented for consideration:

Option 1 - Install concrete sidewalks on one or both sides of 96 Avenue

rFtequire;d - concrete curb, gutter, and sidewalks on both sides of 96 Ave
Infrastructure - street lights
- storm sewer system including catch basins

Benefits - grade separation for pedestrians

- minimal maintenance required

- improved drainage capacity

- aesthetically pleasing and consistent with current road standards

Considerations - traffic Impact and disruption to property access during construction
- higher costs

Estimated Cost | Both sides: $1,200,000
One side: $950,000




Option #1 Examples

(From Township Document)

Concrete Sidewalky

(From FLCA photo files: Glover Road)




(From Township document, with added info)

Sidewalks on 96™ Ave Option 2: Sidewalk at grade (same as road
height) with asphalt or cement short barrier. Same as roadway on
202a near R.E. Mountain school in Willoughby.

Alternatively, in order to accommodate pedestrian facilities on Glover Road, a shared use path

on one or both sides of 96 Avenue could be constructed with an extruded asphalt curb to

separate pedestrians from vehicle traffic. An example of this cross section can be found in the
attachment under Option 2.

The following table summarizes the relative considerations, including estimated construction
costs for this option.

Option 2 - Separated shared use path on one or both sides of 96 Avenue

Required - asphalt widening and asphalt curb on both sides of 96 Ave
Infrastructure - street lights

- infiltration pits

- vehicle bollards

Benefits - separated pedestrian and cyclist facility
- minimal construction required
- lower cost

Considerations - ongoing maintenance with asphalt curb

- street sweeping machinery cannot be used with asphalt curb

- increased impervious pavement areas with storm water flowing to
adjacent boulevard

- may require infiltration pits to accommodate storm water

Estimated Cost | Both Sides: $450,000
One Side: $350,000




Option #2 Examples

(From Township Document)




There was also a third consideration that was looked at: a new crosswalk across 96"
Avenue at Edal Street. Currently the only crosswalk on 96™ in Fort Langley is where
96" terminates at Glover Road.

(From Township document)

P i i ilities on 96 Avenue

Concerns have been expressed with the need for a pedestrian crossing of 96 Avenue in the
vicinity of Edal Street to facilitate crossing for students from the Langley Fine Arts School and to
the pedestrian overpass of the CP Railway. The Township evaluates requests for new
pedestrian crosswalks using the guidelines in the Pedestrian Crossing Control Manual for British
Columbia which considers factors such as traffic volume, the number of pedestrians, and the
length of delay pedestrians experience at a crossing location.

Traffic volume and pedestrian surveys have been conducted at the intersection of 96 Avenue
and Edal Street on several occasions during the past several years, including October 16 and
November 10 of 2012, April 16 and May 4 of 2013, and April 9 and 18 of 2015. In all cases, it
was confirmed that the traffic and pedestrian volumes do not warrant the installation of a
pedestrian crossing facility. Staff will continue to monitor the area to determine if future
upgrades are warranted.

Staff does not recommend the installation of a crosswalk on 96 Avenue at Edal Street as it does
not meet the warrant requirements based on applicable standards. However, if a crosswalk
were to be considered, the Township typically installs a “Special Crosswalk” on arterial roads. A
special crosswalk would include side mounted signs, road markings, overhead signs and
lighting, and pedestrian activated amber flashing lights at an estimate total cost of $150,000.

From the results of the 2016 Community Survey of the Fort Langley residents and
businesses run and compiled by the Fort Langley Community Association, both
sidewalks and a new crosswalk on 96" Avenue were identified as high priorities. To
that end the FLCA is proposing to Council that along with the new sidewalks that they
reconsider the decision to not install a new crosswalk and approve a project to add a
new crosswalk. The FLCA has run studies and community polls that back up a need for
a safe area for students and others to cross 96" in the vicinity of Edal Street. Note that
96™ Avenue is an official Truck Route and not only carries a lot of traffic but also a lot of
large trucks/trailers. The following pages are an excerpt from that proposal.



Excerpt from FLCA Proposal to Langley Township Council for a
Pedestrian-controlled crosswalk across 96" Avenue at Edal.
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To read the entire proposal and background information for a new
pedestrian controlled crosswalk across 96" Ave at Edal, please follow the
link below to the FLCA website page that has the entire document online



