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Identify the future funding requirements

Identify potential funding sources

Prioritize potential funding sources  

Strategy and action

Objectives



 May 2017 – Council received the Parks Development 
Report

 Existing undeveloped and under-developed parks

 Anticipated future park acquisitions  

 Current funding in 2030 Capital Plan

 Potential funding sources to address the shortfall

 Interim parks access

Background



 Workshop 1: Engaged Council in shaping the key public policy questions to 
be addressed in the City’s overall approach to parkland acquisition and 
development moving forward; 

 Workshop 2: Engaged Council in providing direction and building an 
evaluation and priority setting tool;

 Workshop 3: Council participated in aligning financing tools with specific 
public policy objectives and funding needs associated with parkland 
acquisition and development. 

Council engagement process



Public demand

 Local playgrounds

 Off-leash dog parks

 Anti-social behaviour

 Sports fields: baseball, softball, soccer

 Courts: pickleball, etc

 Artificial turf

 Water front access

 Outdoor events

 Washrooms

 Tourism

 Accessibility for all: seniors, toddlers, 
cognitive and physical disabilities 



Funding targets

Neighbourhood parks Community parks

Recreation parks City-wide parks Linear parks & natural areas



Funding targets



Funding targets

Full development of all undeveloped, under-
developed or future parks over twenty years 

To typical City standards or agreed masterplans



Funding targets
$7,372,500

$71,130,950

$119,650,000

Linear Parks Development

Total Partially Developed/Funded

Total Undeveloped / Future



Past funding levels
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Parks expenditures

Capital Budget

$1.5 million

Renewal

$1.44 million

Growth



Existing & target expenditures

$1.5 M

$9.9 M

Existing Required

$8.4 M 

difference



Press forward

Potentially move forward

Not sure yet – Consider and explore

No additional effort - Maintain status quo

Tools and strategy



Press forward
 Parks development DCCs 

 Infrastructure levy - general 
taxation 

 Shift taxation from acquisition 
to development

 Commercial/Industrial parks 
acquisition & development 
DCCs

Tools and strategy



Potentially move forward
 Linear parks acquisition DCCs 

 Park-specific parcel taxation

Tools and strategy



 Not sure yet – Consider and explore further

 Reduce Parks DCC taxation assist factor 

 Tourism taxation – Airport dividend 

 Developer partnerships 

 Community partnerships

 Parks revenues 

Tools and strategy



 No additional effort - Maintain status quo:

 Tourism taxation – Hotels 

 Community amenity contributions

 Requirement for developers to build parks in new 
residential developments

 Sponsorships

 Commercial lease, or sale of surplus land

 Grants

Tools and strategy



Eligible Parks Development DCCs



Potential annual revenue



Option 1

Option 1 - $3.66 million
 Parks development DCCs

 Commercial/Industrial parks acquisition & development DCCs



Option 1

Option 1 - $3.66 million
 Neighbourhood park –

$0.7 million

 Rutland Centennial Park 
Completion –

$2.25 million



Option 2
Option 2 - $5.14 million

 Infrastructure levy - General taxation 

 Shift taxation from acquisition to development

 Linear parks acquisition DCCs

 Parks revenues 

 Reduce DCC taxation assist



Option 2

Option 2 - $5.14 million
 Neighbourhood park – $0.7 million

 Glenmore Recreation Park – Phase I - $3.75 million



Option 3

Option 3 - $9.19 million
 Park-specific parcel taxation 



Option 3
Option 3 - $9.19 million 

 Neighbourhood park – $0.7 million

 Rutland Centennial Park 
Completion – $2.25 million

 Glenmore Recreation Park – Phase 
I - $3.75 million

 Linear Trails – 2 km – $0.5 million



Option 4

Option 4 - $9.32 million

 Increase Airport dividend 

Community partnerships



Potential annual revenue



Draws on all the tools Council identified as highest 
priority

Does not prioritise parks development over other 
Infrastructure needs

Shares the funding load between taxation, new 
development and parks revenue

Generates $5.14 million annually, approx. 61% of 
funding target

Recommendation



Recommendation Option 2



Questions?
For more information, visit kelowna.ca.


