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Kelowna

BENCHMARKING EXERCISE | Park Provision

127,380 301 ha
residents
_— undeveloped parkland
* (13%)
* underdeveloped parkland
* (40%)
2016 parkland required per  parkland currently
Censusdata 2.2 hectare per 1,000 provided per
residents standard 1000 residents

Provision of 2.2 ha of active parkland
per 1,000 residents

kelowna.ca




City of
Kelowna

Undeveloped &
Underdeveloped

Name Status 2030 Capital Plan Name Status 2030 Capital Plan

Future

Lost Funded in 2017 capital budget as a park * Landmark Urban Centre  Future Potential to be 4/6 parks developed as P1
Creek Undeveloped development partnership -

i * Kirschner Park Future Potential to be 5/6 parks developed as P1
Barlee Underdeveloped * Burne Ave. Park Future Potential to be 6/6 parks developed as P1

Ballou Underdeveloped
. Potential to be 1/6 parks developed as
* Martin  Undeveloped P1
Fy=n :
Ca Undeveloped Potential to be 2/6 parks developed as
SO0rso P1

Potential to be 3/6 parks developed as

*Walrod Undeveloped P1

* For illustrative purposes only. This is not an indication these are the priority
parks for development.

** For illustrative purposes only. This is not an indication these are the priority
parks for development.

REPORT CARD
Neighbourhood Parks

kelowna.ca

Note: Lillooet Park and Dilworth Soccer Park are both currently leased from SD#23.



City of
Kelowna

Undeveloped &
Underdeveloped Future

Name Status 2030 Capital Plan Status 2030 Capital Plan
Funded in 2027 ($1.7 million)

P1in 2018 ($1 million)

Rowcliffe Undeveloped
P1in 2019 ($1.2 million)
P1in 2021 ($500,000)
Rudand Underdeveloped P1 in 2018-20($3.5 million)
Centennial 4 35

Dehart Undeveloped P1in 2021-24 ($4.7 million)

REPORT CARD
Community Parks

kelowna.ca



City of
Kelowna

Undeveloped,
Underdeveloped & Future

Status Key Features 2030 Capital Plan

Funded

Phase 1: servicing, ALR buffer, Funded in 2017 ($2.6 million)
attenuation pond, access roads
11.48 Phase2: sports fields, seeding,

Glenmore Rec.  Undeveloped ha irrigation, lighting, asphalt P1in 2018 ($1.7 million)

Existing

Diamonds, sports fields, pedestrian P1in 2021 ($600,000 - tUI’F)
paths, dog park, community gardens, P1in 2022-23 ($1.4 million -
soccer dome )

—— diamonds)

Turf replacement, 2 additional
Mission Rec. Underdeveloped diamonds

Existing
Tennis, pickleball, fields, multi-use

Parkinson Rec.  Underdeveloped corfidor

Existing
Sport fields, community garden, deg

Funded in 201
park, BMX track, washroom _7
Funded ($200,000 - pickleball)

Rutland Rec. Underdeveloped Pickleball courts R E P O R T C A R D
Recreation Parks




Top 6 Priority Linear Parks for Development

1. WATERFRONT WALKWAY

+  Linear park length: 1kilometre
+ Land acquired: 73%

* Trail construction completed: 0.2 kilometres

2. MILL CREEK LINEAR PARK
+ Linear park length: 1g kilometres
+ Land acquired: 39%

+  Trail construction completed: 4.5 kilometres

3 .+ RAILTRAIL (UBCOTO DOWNTOWN)

= Linear park length: 20 kilometres

+  Land acquired: 95%

*+  Trail construction completed: o kilometres

CONSTRUCTED

START END
ACQUIRED

rCONSTRUCTED
START ACQUIRED END

ACQUIRED

START END

4 . BELLEVUE CREEK LINEAR PARK

+ Linear park length: 13 kilometres
* Land acquired: 451%

*  Trail construction completed: 0.2 kilometres

5 . GOPHER CREEK LINEAR PARK

*  Linear park length: 8.5 kilometres
+  Land acquired: 14%

*  Trail construction completed: 1.0 kilometre

6 . MISSION CREEK GREENWAY
* Linear park length: 16.5 kilometres
+  Land acquired: 95%

+  Trail construction completed: 15 kilometres

City of
Kelowna

TCONSTRUCTED
START ACQUIRED END

r CONSTRUCTED
ACQUIRED

START END

r CONSTRUCTED

START END

ACQUIRED







Parks Funding — Workshop Series Overview

» Workshop #1 - Context and Public Policy Discussions

» Workshop #2 - Building an Evaluation and Priority Setting Tool

» Workshop #3 - Developing Our Funding and Financing Strategy




Parks Funding — Workshop #1 Overview

» The historic context for parks acquisition and
development in Kelowna

» Our present context

» Key public policy questions for Council




Historic Context



Our Current Context



What are Council’s broad (and/or

more specific) goals with respect to
parkland acquisition and
development?



City of @

Kelowna

2030 OFFICIAL COMMUNITY PLAN

For a divenatey Of people

DEVELOP

Prnovide
waterfront
parkland along

the Okanagan .
Lake shoreline. l"\

PARTNERSHIPS.
&

Wiinimize intrusion
of utilities in parks.

1T

kelowna.ca




What are citizens saying with respect
to their desire for parks in Kelowna?
(e.qg. feedback from the Ipsos Survey)



Kelowna

Qualities or Characteristics that Make a City a Good Place to Live

Ipsos

* Good recreational facilities/opportunities NN 20%
Convenient location/accessible to everything I 15%
Beautiful natural setting I 13%
Employment/job opportunities (incl. well paying jobs) I 12%
Good amenities and services I 12%
Low crime rate/safe I 11%
Right size (not too big/small) I 11%
Good weather/climate I 10%

% Nice beaches/lakes IEEEl 9% 2012 Top Mentions

Good healthcare access (doctors/hospitals) Il 6% Low crime rate/safe 16%
Friendly/welcoming people Il 6% % Good recreational facilities/ 16%
Good sense of community Il 6% opportunities
Good quality of life Il 6% v Good parks/green space 13%
Good public transportation [l 6% Employment/job opportunities 12%
% Good parks/green space Il 5% Convenient locationfaccessible to 11%
Good cultural opportunities/events/entertainment Il 5% everything

Family oriented/family friendly Il 5%
Don't know 2%
Includes mentions of 5% or more.

Base: All respondents (n=301)

Q2. There are a number of reasons why people choose to live in one city or area over another. Assuming family and weather are not factors,
what qualities or characteristics make a city a good place to live? That is, what qualities or characteristics would you use to describe

your ideal city? Anything else?

kelowna.ca
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Kelowna

Satisfaction with Specific City Services

Ipsos

Satisfied | 2012 || | Norm |

Fire services o6% | 97% | sa%

Y Sports fields 93% 95% 89%

X Recreational facilities and programs 93% 92% 86%

Community cleanliness 93% N/A N/A

v Parks 91% 95% 94%*

Police services 89% 88% 92%

Cultural facilities and programs 87% 89% N/A

Drinking water quality 82% N/A N/A

Road maintenance 81% 78% 77%

Bike lanes and pedestrian sidewalks 73% 83% N/A

Community planning 73% 66%* 68%*

Public transit 68% 69% 53%

caling and movovingthe flow of trafic 7% | e

MW Very satisfied Somewhat satisfied

*Slightly different question wording.
Base: All respondents (n=301)

Q8. I'm now going to read a list of services provided to you by the City of Kelowna. Please tell me how satisfied you are with each of the
following services, using a scale of very satisfied, somewhat satisfied, not very satisfied, or not at all satisfied.

kelowna.ca
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City of S
Kelowna

E Importance of Specific City Services

Important | 2012 || | Norm |
Fire services 100% | 98% | 99%
Drinking water quality so% | NA | NA
Community cleanliness 99% N/A N/A
X Parks 8% | 97% | os%*
Road maintenance o8%, 98% 98%
Traffic managem_en‘t inc!ud ing traffic calming 97% 959 959%
and improving the flow of traffic
Police services 96% 98% 97%
* Recreational facilities and programs 96% 95% 95%
Bike lanes and pedestrian sidewalks 93% 90% N/A
Community planning 88% 96%* 92%*
Cultural facilities and programs 83% 83% N/A
% Sports fields 81% 89% 85%
Public transit 74% 79% 83%

B Very important Somewhat important

*Slightly different question weording.
Base: All respondents (n=301)

Q7. Im now going to read a list of services provided to you by the City of Kelowna. Please tell me how important each of the following
services is to you personally, using a scale of very important, somewhat important, not very important, or not at all important.

kelowna.ca



City of @

Kelowna

B Action Grid: Importance vs Satisfaction

Ipso

Primary Areas for Improvement Primary Strengths
100% B Fire services
Drinking water qualityﬁ ommunity cleanliness
Traffic management Road maintenancell @
B including traffic calming and Recreational facilitie
improving the flow of traffic Police services
- Bike lanes and
estrian sidewalks
92% ped
@
Q
c
g B Community planning
2
E
M Cultural facilities and programs
Il Sports fields
75% i Public transit
50% Secondary Areas for Improvement 83% Secondary Strengths 100%

Satisfaction

kelowna.ca



Cityo =
Kelowna

E Paired Choice Analysis

% Win
Drinking water |GGG 6%
Encouraging a diverse supplyo‘_fhousing rjvption_s at I 3
different price points
Roads [N 572
Sewage treatment facilities [ NG 57
Police services [N 54
Business and economic development NN 532
Fire services [N 51
Public transit [NNNEGGEEEEE 272
Enhancing the natural environment I 162
H Parks | 6%
* Recreational facilities and programs NG 157
Community cleanliness GGG 24
Sidewalks G 42%
Bike lanes GGG 37
Preservation of historic places |GG 2%
Cultural facilities and programs |G 30%

Base: All respondents (n=301)

Q14. The City of Kelowna has many different options for things it can invest in over the next four years. ’'m now going to read you different
pairs of priorities. For each pair, please tell me which item you think should be the greater priority for investment over the next four
years.

kelowna.ca



What do the data sets say about our
progress on parkland acquisition and
development?



City of @

Kelowna

BENCHMARKING EXERCISE | Park Provision

127,380 301ha
residents
22 undeveloped parkland
* (13%)
* underdeveloped parkland
t (40%)
2016 parkland required per  parkland currently
Censusdata 2.2 hectare per 1,000 provided per
residents standard 1000 residents

Provision of 2.2 ha of active parkland
per 1,000 residents

kelowna.ca



Kelowna

REPORT CARD | Neighbourhood Parks

BELLA VISTA PARK | BLACK MOUNTAIN

kelowna.ca



BENCHMARKING EXERCISE | Neighbourhood Parks

. Pl undeveloped
(7%)
underdeveloped
(2.5%)
required per park currently
0.6 ha per 1,000 provided

residents standard

Provision of 0.6 ha of neighbourhood
park per 1,000 residents

City of @

Kelowna

kelowna.ca



REPORT CARD | Community Parks

i

LAIR POND PARK | GLENMORE

kelowna.ca



BENCHMARKING EXERCISE | Community Parks

63 ha
undeveloped
50 ha (22%)
underdeveloped
(16%)
required per  park currently
0.4 ha per 1,000 provided

residents standard

Provision of 0.4 ha of community park
per 1,000 residents

City of @

Kelowna

kelowna.ca



REPORT CARD | Recreation Parks

MISSION RECREATION PARK

kelowna.ca



BENCHMARKING EXERCISE | Recreation Parks

99 ha
_— undeveloped
(12%0)
underdeveloped
(80%)
required per park currently
0.6 ha per 1,000 provided

residents standard

Provision of 0.6 ha of recreation park
per 1,000 residents

City of @

Kelowna

kelowna.ca



REPORT CARD | City-wide Parks
— B .

- 8
218




City of @

Kelowna

BENCHMARKING EXERCISE | City-wide Parks

75 ha 75 ha
undeveloped
(13%)
underdeveloped
(40%)
required per park currently
0.6 ha per 1,000 provided

residents standard

Provision of 0.6 ha of city-wide park
per 1,000 residents

kelowna.ca



REPORT CARD | Linear and Natural Area Parks
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City of @

Kelowna

Top 6 Priority Linear Parks for Development

1. WATERFRONT WALKWAY

* Linear park length: 1 kilometre

CONSTRUCTED

* Land acquired: 73%
+ Trail construction completed: 0.2 kilometres

2 . MILL CREEK LINEAR PARK FCONSTRUCTED

* Linear park length: 19 kilometres

+ Land acquired: 39% M

*  Trail construction completed: 4.5 kilometres START ACQUIRED END

3 - RAILTRAIL (UBCOTO DOWNTOWN) ACQUIRED
* Linear park length: 20 kilometres

* Land acquired: 95%

*  Trail construction completed: o kilometres I =R

kelowna.ca



4. BELLEVUE CREEK LINEAR PARK

* Linear park length: 13 kilometres
* Land acquired: 41%

*+ Trail construction completed: 0.2 kilometres

5 . GOPHER CREEK LINEAR PARK

* Linear park length: 8.5 kilometres
* Land acquired: 14%

* Trail construction completed: 1.0 kilometre

6 . MISSION CREEK GREENWAY
* Linear park length: 16.5 kilometres
+ Land acquired: 95%

*  Trail construction completed: 15 kilometres

City of @

Kelowna

r CONSTRUCTED
START ACQUIRED END

r CONSTRUCTED
ACQUIRED

START END

FCONSTRUUED

START END

kelowna.ca



Based on the City's policy approach and
what we know about parks today — do

our parkland standards (acquisition and
development) reflect the healthy city we

seek to build? Best mid-sized city in
North America?



How would you evaluate the City's
progress on parkland acquisition and
development (vs. plans/strategies,
growth and community
expectations)?



Is the community’s desire for parks
reflected in the City’s investment

strateqgy for parkland acquisition and
development?



City of
Kelowna

General Taxation

Parks Capital from Taxation vs.
All Cost Centres Capital from Taxation

18,000,000

16,000,000

14,000,000
12,000,000
10,000,000
8,000,000
6,000,000
4,000,000
s d I il 1l

2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

M Parks mAll

kelowna.ca



City of
Kelowna

General Taxation (continued)

Capital Budget from Taxation vs. Operating Budget from Taxation

2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

m Capital Taxation ~ m Operating Taxation

kelowna.ca



Parks, waterfront spaces and
recreation facilities and their role in
economic development



City of @

Kelowna

From our visitors:

@ How important are well maintained/ high quality
parks and beaches in your decision to choose
Kelowna as a place to visit?

Somewhat important . 13%

Neutral I 4%

Somewhat unimportant | 0%

Unimportant | 1%

2016 Visitor Intercept Survey | Tourism Kelowna

kelowna.ca



City of
Kelowna

From our visitors:

Which of the following activities have you/will
you/do you plan to participate in during your
stay in Kelowna?

% Beaches/ Parks/ Water Activities
Shopping

Wineries

Food/ Farm-to-table experiences
% Hiking/ Biking

Attractions

Boating

Nightlife

Festivals/ Events

Galleries/ Museums

Adventure Activities

69%

10%

Casinos 9%
Golf 8%
Qrchards 7%
Guided Tours 4%
Camping 3%

g o Note: No comparisons were
U-pick Fruit 3% made to the 2011 visitor
Performance Arts 2% research results as this question
Spc-rting Event 2% was not part of the 2011

survey.
Other 2%

2016 Visitor Intercept Survey | Tourism Kelowna

kelowna.ca



Parks, waterfront space and related
recreation amenities impact tourism and
visitation decisions and investments.

What is the City’s role in these

investments vis-a-vis conscious economic
development for the community?




The City's current approach to parkland
development favours parks partnerships
often in greenfield developments. This
diverts funding away from investment /
reinvestment in the City's core area parks.

Is this aligned with your Council priorities?



Thinking about all City investment
priorities, what is the desired course for
parkland acquisition and development

investment in Kelowna over the next five
to ten years?



City of @

Kelowna

Neighbourhood Parks

Richmond
Surrey

Chilliwack

m Standard
Langley

B Actual
Kamloops

Abbotsford

5.0 6.0 7.0

Hectares per 1000 People

kelowna.ca



City of @

Kelowna

Community Park Provision

Richmond (D
surrey
il
angley
- M Standard
Kamloops B Actual
Abbotsford -
Coor B
0.0 1.0 2.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 6.0 7.0

Hectares per 1000 People

kelowna.ca



City of @

Kelowna

City-wide Park Provision

Richmond

Surrey

Chilliwack

Langley
m Standard

Abbotsford

>

1.0 2.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 6.0 7.0

Hectares per 1000 People

0.

o

kelowna.ca



City of @

Kelowna

Current Provision with Natural Areas

Hectares (ha) per 1000 People

0.0 2.0 4.0 6.0 8.0 10.0 12.0 14.0 16.0 18.0
Abbotsford —
amloops [y
Langley _
Chillwack [
Surrey —
Richmond -

kelowna.ca



