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Mrs. R. McDonald of 2080 Cliff Avenue on February 26, 1973, appeared 
before Council to reque1:1t closure of the subject walkway (see attached 
sketch). 

The walkway in question ,~as created by subdivision in 1959 to provide a 
safe pedestrian route from the developing residential area on Paulus 
Crescent and Golden and Adair Streets to Cliff Avenue, expecially for the 
children attending the Sperling Avenue Schoo1. Subsequent subdivisions 
have continued to increase the number of homes in the area. 111e need for 
the walkw&y therefore, has steadily increased. 

In 1969, when the owners adjacent to the walkway complained of the misuse 
of the facility and requested that it be closed, a thorough investigation 
was made including a survey of the families in the area. As a result, the 
decision was made to retain the walkway and to discourage vehicular 
traffic by placing barriers at the entrances. This was done and it was 
further suggested that the owners could provide better protection for 
their properties by erecting fences. 

The Director of Planning and the Engineer, during the considerable 
investigation and discussion that have been given to this matter since 
1969, have consistently supported the recommendation that the walkway be 
retained. Investigations that were made by the Engineer and the Director 
of Planning following Mrs. McDonald's appearance before Council on 
February 26, 1973, disclose that the walkway cont:i.nues to provide a 
necessary pedestrian access, and should not be closed as requested by 
the petitioners. 

The Engineer inspected the area on March 7, 1973, and advises as follows: 

"Reports and letters have been produced by the Planning, Police and 
Engineering Departments on the subject walkway, all of wh:i.ch have 
fairly well refuted arguments put forward in favour of the closure of 
the walkway. The most significant of such reports was the one result
ing .from a poll of the neighbourhood taken in 1969, at the direction 
of Council, in order to deteimine public reaction to the proposed 
closure. Of the 29 property owners polled, only 11 responded, but 
each and everyone of these 11 indicated objection to the proposed 
closure. (Copies of the letters are on file in the Engineering Depr.rt
ment office for those who wish to review the[!\) 

The northerly completion of Sherlock Avenue, in our op1.m.on, does not 
produce an acceptable alternative to the retention of the existing 
walkway. 

We once again viewed the walkway on 'March 7, 1973, and would report 
that its present condition is much the same as it was in 1969 with the 
only difference being that the barricades have 6-een installed and con
siderable growth of property owners' plantings is apparent. It was 
also noted there was an absence of any effort by the property owners to 
fence their properties against trespass. 

It is recalled that Council, when considering the matter. in December, 
1969, took into account their feeling that: the walkway was a generally 
safer method of: get: ti.ng school children through from one street.: to the 
other than cr1courug:i.ng the children t:o 1.1se both Pm1llrn Crescent and the 
lane which ts located some 400 feet to t:hl! south; we were and st.:111 arc 
in agreement: with that consideration. It.: i.s pcrhnps significant: to 
note~ that: the portion of Paulus Cnisccnt extr .. ndi.ng rwuth from the walk
way t:o the lnno was just rocontly ddcnted in St:ngu III of the Local 
I111provenl()11l: Program; t.:lli.s monns l:llnl: i-lw sub_j<,ct sl:n!ut will still 
rr.•rnnin in nn intr,ri.111 stan<l,Trd for i:o•:1r• tillll.' 1·.o c.:nmc!, 

'J'hu h;1r1·J(·:,clr:!: al.: 1111, c•11clr: ()f Ll,t• \•1:,Jh r1y 1:1:rv 1·01·1:.;l.rucli•d i11 :•:uc:h n 
wny llial :·,·l1111d l'liilcl11·n 11(:!11;', 1li1.•i1 I, ·v,·I•••; tr, ;•,r1 1,1 :111d 1r,1111 ::cl1r, .. J. 
woulcJ l,c nlilu to pnnt: tl11, liil:yc]L::; 111rL•lll\li Liiv \i:1rricnd1! rnLl1L!I: Llian 
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attempting to wrestle them over a lower barricade. The barricade 
has been effective in terms of preventing general vehicular traffic 
from using the walkway. 

It is therefore recommended that Council uphold its resolution of 
December 22, 1969, as embodied in the Municipal Clerk's memo of 
December 29, 1969, inasmuch as there is no new evidence to warrant 
closure of the walkway." 

The Director of Planning inspected the walkway and advises that the 
walkway. should be retained because it continues to afford access to 
children and other pedestrians who reside in' the area, He further 
advises that it. is the policy of the Planning Department to include 
pedestrian walkways in subdivisions wherever a safer and more direct 
route. is needed than is provided. by the road system, and that there 
are many more requests for the provision of walkways than there are 
complaints against them. 

According to a letter dated February 24, 1972, from the Officer in 
Charge of the Burnaby Detachment of the R.C.~1.P., this walkway does not 
presen.t any more proble_ms than normally encountered on streets and lanes 
throughout Burnaby. In an earlier letter, the R.C.M.P. reported after 

,,, a series of patrols, that there was no evidence of vandalism. 

RECOMMENDATIONS: 

THAT the subject walkway be retained; and 

THAT a co~y of this report be sent to Mrs. McDonald, 
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