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MANAGER'S REPORT NO. 61 

COUNCIL MEETING ept. 12/77 

Re: BURNABY LAKE SPORTS COMPLEX 
PROPOSED PEDESTRIAN BRIDGE OVER KENSINGTON AVENUE NEAR SPROTT STREET 

Following is a report from the Director of Planning on the proposed con­
struction of a pedestrian bridge over Kensington Avenue. 

RECOMMENDATIONS: 

1. THAT design and construction of the pedestrian bridge be a 
municipal responsibility. 

2. THAT the Municipality share 1/5 of the costs for design and 
construction of the pedestrian bridge: 

3. THAT 4/5 of the cost of providing the pedestrian bridge at· 
this location be raised by a Development Levy for all new .. 
privately funded construction within the benefiting area and 
that- t-he requisite contribution be based on 1980 costs at · 
.12.40¢ per gross square foot of buHdingarea, with construction 
costs.to be reassessed.and adjusted upwards.from.time to time 
in. accop~ance with existing es_timated costs .of construction. 

THAT the.Municipality include within its 5-year·Capitnl fr;;rove"'. 
rnent Program:funds to undertake construction of the ?cidesfrian 

• bridge: · · · ·· · · 

. .. DIRECTOR Oli' PLANN:JNG 

·auRNABY.LAKE·SPORTS.COMPLEX' 
.· ... PROPOSED PEpESTRIAN.BRIDGE OVER 

·. NEAR• ... Sl>ROTT.STREET• · 

BACKGROUND: 

PLlrmI
0

NG DEPARTME~T, 
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L l On November 8 1 1976, Council adopted the Burnaby Lake . 
· Sports Complex Development Plan which recommended !!',That 

a pedestrian network be established.throughout the area 
including a pedestrian bridge over Kensington Avenue nOrth 
of Sprott Street''. The locition of the p~de~trian · 
bridge is shown·on the development plan.attached. 

1.2 Page 46 of the Burnaby Lake Sports Complex Report indicated 
that the pedestrian bridge would be of.benefit to the 
Municipal facilities and parkland east of Kensington.as 
well as private development to the west as.the area became 
more intensively developed and pedestrian tra:ffic increased, 
The pedestrian link is designed to overcome much of the 
fragment~tion which now takes place With the major 
Kerisington Arterial dividing the Sports Complex in two and 
acting as a barrier to east-west p~destrian movement. . . 

1.3 The report suggested that as Municipal land east of 
Kensington will benefit,costs could be shared on an 
equitable basis betw.een· the Municipality nnd p1•ivately 
funded· dovelopnent by n development levy :for new re- . 
zonings in the area based on an est~nated cost submitted 
by the Municipal Engineer, 

2,0 COST ESTIMATE: 

2 .1 On August 22, 1977, th<:J Municipal Eng:l.neer subm:l tted a 
consultant's report prepnl'ed by A.A. W:1.11:Ln,ms & Associates 
Limited for an e~onomicnl structure with a 7 foot wide 
walking surface basod on a U-Beam and arc~. The Municipal 
Engineer and Planning Staff have received the report nnd 
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2. 

favour the Scheme 2B layout in the report with some 
modifications to the earth works and steps at the east 
bridge terminus. 
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2.2 The estimated cost of the bridge structure for 1977 is 
$104,000. which indludes 12% design and supervision costs, 
earthworks and steps at the east end of the bridge .. The · 
structure is unlikely to be built before 1980 (beca~se. 
of the present insufficient development and population in 
this expanding area)- therefore utilizing a 10%. per annum 
inflation factor the' facility will cost an estimated 
$155,035 in 1980. 

2.3 Within the contributing area there is a potential for a future' 
1,000,000 square feet of floor space based on 75% maximum develop-· 
ment potential of sites suitable for private investment within 

· the adopted Area Plan'. The ratio. of future benefiting .municipal 
floor space to the 1,000,000 'square feet privately developed space 
is 1:4, based on 250,000 sq. ft. of municipal buildings; This· 
ratio is an amendment t:o the 1/3 - 2/3 sharing suggested for 
the bridge on page 46 of . the Burnaby Lake. Sports Complex report'~ • 

... The 'detailed cafou.lation represented here is based on -floor space 
· potential for the public and private developinenf in t:he area and 

forms a more equitable basis for the cost. sharing of this· public-· .. 
amenity. . .. •. . ,. . . 

. The proposed cost sharing would be as :follo;ts: .. 

• Tot~i Municipal share: . 1/.5 of $155 ~035,, -

·•·. /·Tota'.l:by.De,jelopnient I.evyl 
, ,•' ',,' ,l •• , •, ••••_•,-,, • ' ', 

·The_development·levy fo~al.l 
'.the-ar.ea 'would be:'- · 

~~~ig~~oo·... l?·;~o~ p~r gro{ssq~:• ¥Pot P~.b~wi~g, i ,c/1~~~$0.:~:(.; 
: Levy contributions: fro111

1
l11,·rezoningsc1n the area.', -: \( ,,C';/i0"· 

would be .5ubmitted as a prerequisite ·of the :rezonfngi 
. and the'•monies held. in tI"Ust by :the Municipality~ .. ,. 

, MUNICIPAL 'RESPONSIBILITY: 

3 .1 . The. specific ·advantages of a pedestrian bridge to ·. 
· the Municipality· are as follows: · · 

. 3. L 1 · It would form an important part of the pedestrian 
circula.tion system for the Sp(?rts Complex. · 

3.1. 2 It would connect two areas of the Sports Complex now 
segmented by the major Kensington Arterial a.nd thus 
promote a sharing of private and public facilities 
within the area. · 

3 .. 1.3 It would serve the bus system for the whole area .. 

3.1,4 It would provide a positive link to the Burnaby Lake 
foreshore and the park trail system. 

3,2 The Municipality has further responsibility ns the proposed 
pedestrinn bridge would be located on Municipal parks 
property nt its eastern terminal. 

3,3 The final location nnd design of the pedestrinn bridge 
would form n part of tho architectural concept for the 
Burnaby Ltl.k<:.1 Sports Compl<;)X in cornpl inn co with Councn ','3 
app:roval. 

3,4 There are presently 2 rezoning applications within the 
Sports Cornplcix currently being processed by this 
Depnrtmont, It is necessnry to now implement the 
Development Levy for these rezoning applications if 
Council wishes to proaood with pedostrinn bridge 
constrnc:tion in tho future. 



ITEM 9 

- 3 - MANAGER'S REPORT NO. 61 

COUNCIL MEETING Sept. 12/77 

4.0 RECOMMENDATIONS: 

4.1 THAT design and construction of the pedestrian bridge 
be a Municipal responsibility. 

4. 2. THAT the Municipality share 1/5 of the. costs for design 
an_d construction of the pedestr~an bridge .. 

4. 3 · THAT. ·4,15-- of the cost of providing the p~destrian bridge 
at th;;:~. location be raised by a Development Levy for 
al.1 new privately funded -construction within the 
benefitting area.and.that the requisite.contributfon,be 
based on 1980. costs at 12~40¢,· ·, per gross square foot·.of 

.. building area.,!'ith constr,iction ,costs to be reasst?.ss~d and 
.adjustedupwards·fromtime to timein>accordance.with exist~ 
ing es.timated costs of ·coristructiorir ' .. , · .·,•·. . ,: . ·.• ,· ·•·••··• ·•. ·· 
.THAT· the Municipa

0

lity include \vi thin its :5~year Capital 
., ... Impro,~0-ment' Program funds to undertake ·construction of 

·; .the pedestrian bridge~ · · · 

Engineer.· 
Treasurer 




