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"f:R REVIEW OF RECREATIONAL FACILITIES IN LAKEVIEN MAYFIELD AREA

JIF0110w1ng is-a report from the Parks and Recreat1on Adm1n1strator regard1ng a
‘"rev1ew of. recreat1ona1 fac111t1es “in the Lakev1ew Mayf1e1d area..:r :

5RECOMMENDATION1

“}fTHAT the report: of the Parks and Recreat1on Adm1n1stratorfb”“
v‘rece1ved for 1nformat1on purposes.

& RECREATION

REVIEW OF RECREATIONAL FACIEITIES IN LAKEVIEW-MAYFIELD AREA

Recommendat1on-

3THAT Counc1l recelve thlS report for 1nformat10n.

:REPORT‘

‘"[The dttached report was recelved by ‘the Parks and Recreatlon
nCommission at its meetlng of 1979 November 07.

‘The Comm1331on adopted the recommendatlon contalned
thereln.

. . Dennis Gaunt ‘
é&tach | , Parks & Recreation Administrator

c.c. Director of Planning
Municipal Engineer




MANAGER'S REPORT NO. 77
COUNCIL MEETING 1979 17 13

RE: EXTENSION'OFYBURNFIELD CRESCENT TO SIXTH STREET‘

jThe follow1ng is a report flom the Admlnlstratlve A551stant
,regardlng the above subject

. RECOMMENDATION:

“ffl, STHAT a copy of thlS report be sent to Coun01l
~ and to Dr. Stuart Ru]ka.}lf " , L

1975 ootober 22

also attached (Attachment # 2)

“Arising’ out of Coun01l s d1 cu851on of the subject Lhe
ffollow1ng addltlonal motlon was passed

"That the matter of a tot lot in thls area be referred
“to the Parks and Recreation Comm;q51on for conulderatlon
and subeequent report to Coun01l
”Thls report 1s pxov1ded 1n reuponae to Councmi s motlon.

‘,Background:

A recent review of the playground needs of the Lakev1ew—

Mayfield area was preeented to the Commission at its meeting

of 1979 06 20 in conjunanon with comments on the 1977 Burnaby
Park Study - ,

This review indicates that the area is now served by a well-
equipped playground at Lakeview School Park which is within a
one-half mile radius of area residents, as well as by the
playground within Robert Burnaby Park.

According to 1976 statistics, the area is composed 84% of

single family dwellings and 16% of two-family dwellings.
The 1976 census showed a population figure for this area of
2,285 broken down as follows:
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175
615 -
950
445

The . conclusion: of staff was that there is no immediate need ey
It_:_o_},develobp)jﬁaddi‘yti;o’na'l playground facilities. and that future -
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CATTACHMENT 1 . i ADMINISTRATOR'
©RE: LETTER FROM DR. STUART K. RULKA WHICH APPEARED O THE ASENOA .~ —

. FOR THE 1979 JUHE 11 MEETING OF COUNCIL" (ITEM 3) -
~COMPFETION OF.BURNFIELD‘CRESCENT TO SIXTH STREET .

- Council on 1979 June 11 received a
~ completion of Burnfield Crescent to Sixth Street.
- as a delegation on this occasion to present ‘additio
- omatter. Comments on the proposed compietion of Bur
. o Dr. Rulka's submission are contained in the foll
;;i}ggrigﬁor"g;:P]anniqg;(Th$ agenda for this meeting of Counci]

contains tne same. items. of correspondence. that’ ‘ T las
veek because they Wére'réSubmitteg,by DF,‘RUTka??pearéq’oﬁ Fhe“?genda«1§$§

Br. Rulka also appeared

ecompoion

THAT & copy of this report be sent to Dr. Stuart K. Rulka, 6230 .

 FRON: DIRECTOR OF PLAWNING

*RE:  COMPLETION OF BURNFIELD CRESCENT 10 SIXTH STREET

© RECOMMENDATION: |
‘H]," ‘ THAT‘th1s report be received for the“fnformation“of_CoUhcil;

REPORT

A
T T

D T T LA
N Lo : . ' f . s ‘\
Council will recall that on 1979 April 02, the recommendation to inmediately
construct the portion of Burnfield Crescent adjacent to Sixth Street, as
shown on the attached sketch, utilizing monies deposited "In Trust" and
monies from the Municipal Land Development Fund, was adopted. Since the
developer of the subdivision was not able to construct this section of road
as the dwelling owned by Mr. Eiskamp at 6290 Sixth Street encroached into
‘the road allowance, monies were deposited "In Trust" as a requircment of sub-
division approval. The Municipality acquired the property and the demclition
of the encroachment was authorized on 1978 July 04. The completion of this
section of road is necessary to provide road frontage, as well as possible
access, to the abutting properties. This final condition of subdivision is
now being fulfilled, :

Burnfield Crescent was designed as a loop road to handle Tocal residential
traffic only, providing for two points of access to and from the abutting
properties. The completion of this section of road will not encourage the

letter from Dr. Stuart K. Rulka regardihgg e

nal information on this §

nfield Crescent-relative § -
owing report from the = § .
» incidentally,d
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 frjng;theddésign,of‘new*subdivisions

~

. usage of the Crescent by non-local traffic, other than visitors of the
nfield Crescent is not a through road. In fact,

~local residents, as Bur
-the traffic volume will be more evenly distributed and shared among the -
- residents by the completion of two points of access.
© Burnfield Crescent is ap
the Tength of 700 feet o

~ the , n Sixth‘Street,between‘the3tWO'pointsioffacceSS.;
“Approximately 73 residences must u

tilize this crescent for access.. Dur-

o , i , safety factors are considered with -

¥ ;respect'toffirevtruck,access‘réquirements;' Where-a road is greater than
500 feet in length, the road is prdVided'with'th“points‘of.véhipu]ar"jg
‘aCéeSsitofand,from.thefsubdiVision,,[The~extreme‘1engthﬁof the crescent
“preciud sftﬁefsuitabilityﬂOf,regarding'it as a cul-de-sac,

e possible to allocate space for a

“tot-lot.within the Municipal subdivis
‘this would constitute a change on e : ,
“who “seem-to pre: rto use th y t:aS*afp1aygrqund;{Fie1d‘P]@ngand'“'
;MésaﬁCoutt‘WOQ]dgprbvide;re]ativeiy Safeastréetfspacejonce{Burbf.é}dg ﬁ_
respeutaisgcompleteq,fannéither,tﬂ];deesacxwou1d.have;tO“dopé :
vehicles ooking for an exit from the crescent; - -

A. L. ParQT"”//a/f/' o
DIRECTOR OF PLANNING ‘

CWiad
Atts.,
cc: Municipal Engineer
Parks & Recreation Administrator

As can be noted, "~ §
proximately 2,300ﬁfeet‘in,length~compared'withu,,ga
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ion proposed to the east, although. ... -
Xistingjpo1icies;“For;thoseXChiﬂdren‘;3 ;’;&
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DR. STUART K. RULKA, pos.
| DEHTAL SURGEGH

‘ _ T : o
BUITE 3, 6495 HELSON AVENUE, SOUTH BURNABY, B.C., TELEP| HTE :
i N ) - ADMINISTRATO PORT NO. 21

SSIO :
ATTACHMENT # 2 N MEEIFING 1979 l; 07

Tay 16, 1979

Director of city Planm.ng \ s | MANAGER'S REPORT m)
».',Bumaby, B. GV . OUNCIL MEETING 19791103 |

\nuﬂr Sir,.

S Becent act:!.vity at 'tb.e eml m’.’ Bumfield crescen{: would,
S ‘seem to indicate that the City intends its ,,..oposed ope*n.ng
/,up of the presen“l: cul de sac onto ,,mth S?:z'eeﬁ. P

e This second axi,t mi.gh'k a't .u.rut glance armear "I:c: ne a
. convenience to those residing in the area, and to the . .,w-”‘Wa
- motorlst it would indeed shori:e“z the distence. travelled 'i:o e
. Sixth Street by up io one kilometer. - Against this: conwena,[
~ience %o the motorist - (pedestrians already have a.walkway)
" we must weigh the disadvantages of Burnfield’s ceasing to &
Comerdt the 'No Ex;t"sign at 1ts entranca? ds 1t becomes
‘open‘tojthrough trafflc.;_. s AR

' vaionsly,=ﬁhose who stand to lose in thls new 31t~“-¢
wation are the Children of the area, an irony. indeed in.
his the Year of the: cblld. ‘The area does not have'any
uasily ‘accessible Parks or Plavgrounas end it is thereLor
,inev;table that our. children have come to regard the street
itself as their playground.t This is not an ideal 51tuaulon, e
" but as long 2s the Crescent is restricted primarily to
cfresmdents of the area, who after five years are aware’ of
‘the situation, our Joungsthrs can p?zJ w:th 2 reaoonabTe
fdegree of Safeta.~ B

The inevitable result of turning otx crescent into a
through street must be an increase in the amount of non-
resident traffic, particularly on week-ends, a time when
‘we alvready experience a certain number of outsiders despite
the No-Exit sign. Those who do come in et present however,
.realise that the street is 2 dead end and therefore moxre
lilely to be used as a play area by children.

We are faced therefore with a choice bchween conver -
jence for the motorist on one hand, and the safetly of our
children, many of whom are pre»wvnool, on the other: +o
“those of_us_who stand to benelit this stands as no choice
at all. TFor this reason we would request that the extension
of the crescent be delayed at least until such %iue as
further development to the East makes sach an additional,

means of access more NeECessary. .o

Sincerely,

’

K " '.'
S
*-“"'/ [ / .
» AL

,.-w

Stuart ¥, Mulka, D. D, S.
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