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MANAGER'S REPORT NO. 87
COUNCIL MEETING oct. 3/77

3

Re: LETTER FROM B. GUDMUNDSON WHICH APPEARED ON THE AGENDA FOR THE
. SEPTEMBER .26, 1977 MEETING OF COUNCIL (ITEM 3i) ’
PEDESTRIAN BRIDGE AT CANADA WAY AND LEBGCER AVENUE

Appearing on last week's agenda was an inquiry from B. Gudmundson on the
- pedestrian bridge which is under construction on Canada Way. Following is
- a’'report from the Director of Planning on this matter. ' ' '

 RECOMMENDATION:

1. ‘THAT a éopy’of‘this report be sent to B. Gudmundson.
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~ PLANNING DEPARTMENT-

. SEPTEMBER 28, 19

MUNICIPAL MANAGER =

On September 19, 1977, Ms, BarbaraJSQ~GudmundSOnfsubmitted{ahletter e

to Mayor Constable and Members of Council-on the captioned: subject @ .7
“requesting information on the Municipal funding involved in the':
“facility and how the overpass can be used by the general public.. . -

* GENERAL COMMENTS:

. '2,1 The subject pedestrian overpass was delineated in the Central
: Administrative Area Development Plan which was adopted by

Council on March 25, 1974, The Plan calls for a major pedes-’
“trian connection across Canada Way at Ledger as part of a =
pedestrian network via easement through the various office
~development sites north of. Canada Way to the Sprott Street
overpass and south of Canada Way to the nearby Parks, Municipal-
Cultural buildings, schools and residential areas (please refer.
to Figure 1). '

" Followling Manager's Reports No. 49 and 35 dated July 8, 1974
and May 12, 1976 respectively, Council gave approval to the
construction of the Canada Way/Ledger pedestrian bridge to
proceed in 1977 as part of the Municipal site development
construction program. The bridge would be funded 1/3 by the
Municipality and 2/3 by the development levy from developments
within the Central Administrative Area.

Council understood that the pedestrian bridge would porform
the following functions:
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It would connect two important developing areas of Central - 11[9
Burnaby now segmented by major roads and thus promote a '
“sharing and unifying relationship of public and private

fa0111ties w1th the Central Area. :

It would form an 1mportant part. of the main pedestrlan 01rcu1~‘r‘u
ation system for the Central Administrative Area and the .. e
municipal-cultural complex, and would service the- bus system o
for the whole area.

o It would connect major public open: space and prov1oe a: maJor

" pedestrian link with the park/trail system encompassing:

" 'Burnaby Lake Park, the Burnaby Lake Sports Complex “the: Centralc’”f

$f4Admin1strat1ve Area ‘and. Deer Lake Park

7f1t ‘would prov1de for the sa!ety of pedestrlans across a: b qy

'”f;;arterial

,It would prov1de a functlonal Iocus underllning the 1mportanc
and’ quality of the Central Area and thus encourage quallty
fdevelopmenf\ o v .

,“f@The total cost ot e'overpass 1nclud ng ‘landsc
1 $279,288, ‘Based on the "1/3 Municipal cc
“the taclllty detailed 1n 2,2 above, th"

ffrom prlvate devolopment withln the Centr
" “Area Bounded by Canada Way,.the Trans Cana
~: Nor1and Avenue.rr“‘ Sl _ s A

,'..To ‘date’ $80 217 (including 1nterest) has been obtained,byw
‘Z;development levy from new development and rezonings in
. " the area, Until all levy contributions are received from‘
" this expanding area the Municipality has advanced. $105 059
“which will be repald by subsequent levy collection as L
addifional development proceedq,

~‘The pedesfrian overpass is a public facility for the use and o
enjoyment of all Burnaby citizens, The right of public access
on the north side of the overpass is maintained in the rollowing

omanner!

a) ‘Easemants across the Marathon Orfice site to. the brldge
from the Canada Way and Ledger Avenue rights-of-way (please
refer to Figure 2),

b) Easementsg across the entire 4 phases ol the Marathon site
and other development sites to the north guaranteeing right
o? public access through a landscaped pedestrian concourse
running mid-bloek betwean Norlund and Ledger Avenues as
far north as Sprott Street (please refer to Figure 1).
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“[; SUMMARY
:A;The Munlclpallty has been successful 1n sponsorlng and 1mp1ement1ng f?f{f‘
"~ ‘an important: pub11c amenity’ w1th the pedestrlan orldge .and the3g“; e
- mpedestr1an network north of Canada Way for a relatlvely low R
‘expenditure: or publlc 1unds through cost sharlng and the co“ peratiohuAf
of private Sl W . T T
RECOMMENDATIO

fzsvrecommendéd

Gudmundsoﬁ"

DIRECTOR OF'PLANNING

Attachménf
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