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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 pedestrlan bridge be a
municipal responsibility. ‘

THAT the MunlClpallty share 1/5 of the costs for de81gn and
'j'conotructlon of ‘the pedestrlan bridge.

. THAT 4/5 of the cost of prOV1d1ng the pedestrlan brldge at »
this location be raised by a Development Levy for all new jj?*»"
-.privately funded construction within the benefltlng area and
- .that the requisite: contrlbutlon be based on 1980 costs at
‘j¥12 qoo per gross’ square foot -of bulldlng area ‘with: constructlon
”j‘costs to be reassessed and adjusted upwards:. from time to: tlme-r»~7
"fln accordance w1th exlstlng estlmated coste of constructlon

j,THAT the Mun1c1pallty 1nclude w1th1n 1ts 5 year Capltal I*orove—’}F S
sment Program funds to undertake constructlon of the pedestrian -
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Eqrh&BACKGROUND

~r‘,1.1 ,On November 8 1976 Coun011 adopted the Burnaby Lake BT
.- 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 location of the pedestrian AR
’bridge is” shown on, the development plan attached

‘ Page 46 of the Burnaby Lake Sports Complex Report indicated

“that the pedestrian bridge would ‘be of benefit to the ‘
Munic1pa1 facilities and parkland east of Kensington as .-
well as private development to the west as the area became
more intensively developed and pedestrian traffic increased.

 The pedestrian link is designed to overcome much of the
fragmentation which now takes place with the major
Kensington Arterial dividing the Sports Complex in two and
acting as a barrier to ecast-west pedestrian movement.

The report suggested that as Municipal land east of
Kensington will benefit,costs could be shared on an
equitable basis between the Municipality and privately
funded’ development by a development levy for new re-
zonings in the area bhased on an estimated cost submitted
by the Municipal Engineer,

ESTIMATE:

On August 22, 1977, the Municipal Engineer submltted a
consultant's report prepared by A.A. Willlams & Assoclintes
Limited for an economical structure wilth a 7 foot wide ‘
walking surface based on a U~Beam and arch. The Municipal
Engineer and Planning Stalfl have received the report and
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favour the Scheme 2B layout in the report with some e
"modifications to the earth works and steps at the“east
bridge terminus. .

The estimated cost of the bridge structure for.1977 is- ‘
$104,000. which indludes 12% design and supervision costsa
earthworks and steps at the east end of the brldge.;rThe~
structure is unlikely to be built before 1980 (becagse 5

of the present insufficient develop@ept and population 1nd:<
this expanding area); therefore utilizing a 10% per annum
inflation factor the facility will cost ‘an estimated
$155,035 in 1980. S ' ' ~

2,3 Within the contributing area there is a potential for 'a future gt Rl
771,000,000 square feet of floor space based on 75% maximum develop- =~
L ment potential of sites suitable for private investmentﬁwithin s
~the adopted- Area Plan. The ratio of future benefiting municipal '
‘ ',flocr'space to.thevigooo;OOOuSquare‘feet«privately developed ‘space
"ngiiu,;baSedgéh‘250,000 9. ft. of municipal buildings. ' This
f»,ratio;isgan:amendmentfto”the 1/3f—;2/35sharingysﬁggéstedjfobf 
l;'thé[bridge]oh“pégef46'dffthewBurnaby,LakeﬁSpOrtsVCompLéxfreport',
_g'”‘Thgﬂdetailed_calculgtiOn repreSented here is based on:floor space
’ 75ﬁ'EOfentialff¢p>the[pgbli¢“and'private déielqpméhffing;heJarea%and'
- forms a more equitable basisffor'the c¢§tg$haripg_of“thisfpublic;
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2.5 Levyrcbntribution8iffdﬁ'allfrézoningsgi,;~ > area:
. ., would be submitted as a prerequisite of the rezoni
anqﬁtheﬁqqniQSjheld;in trﬁst~byﬁthexMunigipglity”'

3.0 MUNICIPAL RESPONSIBILITY: = | EEEET
3.1 The specific advantages of a pedestrian bridge to
. the Municipality are as follows: R R

034101 It would form an  important part  of the pédeétriaan« g

+eclrculation system for thQ‘SpQItSrCOmplex;{ffM"jh

©8.1.2 It would connect two. areas of the Sports Complex now .
© .. ¢ segmented by the major Kensington Arterial and thus
promote a sharing of private and public facilities
within the area. ‘ : B TR

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,

The Municipality has further responsibility as the‘proposed
pedestrian bridge would be located on Municipal parks
property at lts eastern terminal.

The final location and design of the pedestrian bridge
would form a part of the architectural concept for the

Burnaby Lake Sports Complex in compliance with Council's
approval,

There are presently 2 rezoning applications within the
Sports Complex currently belng processed by this
Department, It ig necessary to now implement the
Development Levy for those rezoning applications if
Councll wishes to proceed with redestrian bridge
congtrnetlon in the future.
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l_RECOMMENDATIONS

‘T4 1 THAT design and construction of the pedestrlan brldge .
‘ .;be a Munlcipal respon31b111ty ~ ~ ,

f.THAT the Mun1c1pality ahareJJS _of the. costs for design“ﬁrﬂ S
“,and constructlon of the pedestrlan brldge o

i ,?THAT 4/5 of the cost of prov1d1ng the pedestrlan bridge‘
o atethe ‘location be: raised by ‘a Development Levy for:
Toalls new privately funded construction within the . - S
ffbenefitting ‘area _and that the: requlslte contrlbutiop be,qﬁ
~-based on 1980 costs at 12. u0¢‘,per gross square; foot of
uilding area,W1th construction costs to be reasse '
djusted upwards from time to. ‘time ir accordanc with exist-
ing estimated costs of construction
‘sTHAT,the Munlclpallty ‘include’ w1thin 1ts{5—ye r~Capita
) ¢ment’ Program funds to undertake‘construct1o
h'“pedestrlan brldge

‘Municipal Engineer
e Municipal Treasurer






