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ITEM 17 

MANAGER'S REPORT NO. 83 

COi!I\ICIL MEETING Nov. 5/73 

17. Re: Property South of and Adjacent to Simon Fraser Village 
Temporary Play Area 
Lot 95, D.L. 4, Plan 38739 
90l1-l Eastlake Drive 
(Item 9, R~Et No. 67, September 10, 1973) 

Council, at its meeting of September 10, 1973 received the above-noted 
report with respect to Municipa1ly-ow,1ed Lot 95 and directed staff to 
provide the Parks and Recreation Commission with a report indicating 
the feasibility and costs of creating a temporary park on the property. 

Subsequently, the Planning Dir.ector by correspondence dated October 10, 
· 1973 (copy attached together with a sketch of the subject property) 

recommended to the Parks and Recreation Administrator that Lot 95 be 
developed as a tem,nrary play field,· with such development not to com
t>~omise any future requirement: for road and interchange development. 

Council ~ill note from the. Planning Director's correspondence of October 
10, 1973 .to the Parks Administrator that a request has been received from 
the Lake City East Executive .(Strata Corporations), and Dunhill Management 
representing the Owners Strata Plan NW'."58, for a hard surface play area • 

. . . · The Planning Director proposes that such development,' rather than on Lot 
. ;9.5:, would be mor.e appropriately provided on a permanent site but. that this 

matter requires further di.scussion between the Parks and Recreation Depart
·. 'ment .arid the resid_ents of .Strata Plan NW-58, with assistance provided 'by 
· ·. t:he Planning Department as required . 

. , . ' ' . . 

The Parks andllecreation Comnission, at its meeting of October 17, 1973, 
'<received the report of the Parks and Recreation Administrator (Item 10, 

Report No. 17, Oc_tober 17, 1973, copy attached) and approved of the . 
recoimn-endation. .that staff incorporate an amoont of $5,000 into the 1974 
Capital Improvement Program. for development of a temporary play area o,n 
Lot 95', 

· The Commission als.o instructed that members of the Simon Fraser Strata 
Corporation be advised of action taken, and that staff work with that group 
to develop a co-operative program. It was suggested at the Commission 
meeting that possibly the Strata Corporations may assist in financing· 
an early start in provision of a permanent development. 

!§QQ.'1MENDATIO~S: 

TH.AT Council approve of rlewlopment of Lot 95 as a temporary 
play area; and 

THAT the sum of $5,000 be included with the 1974 Capital Improvement 
Program for such development of Lot 95; and 

THA'r a copy of thls report be provided to the Parks and Recreation 
Com11ission1 the Lake City East Executive (Strata Corporations) and the 
Dunhill Management, 
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To: l\-,l~.Xi3 AHl) ra~c:~U'::A1'IOJJ 

A ru,n:w x 0T rt.1:.'r.mi 10 Oct. 1973 

F,c,..,: DIH~:;CTOR OI!' PLMnanG 
i ,:; 

1. 0 Bar.kr,1•plmd --·-·------!, '.' 
?,~~r.ibiJt-p of th~ Simon llrar.;er Villtqti:: ~~:tt·:.\tll C(,rporntion lwvc, ex-
presseµ their concern that no playground ~reas have beau provided 
in t~if.J p-ro_joct fc)r the l'!Se o:s~ ohlcr. children, 

r: 
A tc.:,h·i1al rcq_uc:z:t :for coiu~ido1·ation of r11:1 !~ssGtitially hard surface 
vlnyi n~"eill for ~c1•ub hoc!.rnl' or bncl .. :otbrill, uud an innovative play
ground bas bncn receivod fro~n tho 1~~~:e City :::ist E):t1cutive (;:,'trata 
Corp;,ta.~ ions) and D.mhill Man::r.gcm::-nlt 1•opresont f.ng the 0.'lilOr:J 
st~ata· ·Plnn rm--5H • . ,, 

~ .• G !2.t·~s,. E.!l!.·•~, r:1~n 33739 
.·· :t :. . 

· 1.i.'he pc~~~ible urea for the location of thJ.s playground hns contorod 
on Lot ·95, li.L.~, Plan :}8739 (!30-11 E~~:rUnl..e Drivo), a 1.·119 aero 

.. _ par<:~~1 ·of high flat hard pn.cke~ gravel and cl~y ·ground to ·tba 
i1:m~di)1te south of tho Ownors Strata Plan 1{1,y, .. !J8 (Siwon Fras~r 
Vtlla~~) • 

. ·i ' 

On S0,P.tembor 10, l.973, a t!n.nager's ,:cport was prescmted to Council 
. for. ito· infor.mntion concerning the :f1"tu:,:o uso of Lot 95. Lot 95 
is owijo~ by the Municipality of 13urnaby. 

' • • 1 

3. (1 Possi~le Park US!) o.f Lot 95' D. L. 4' p].;.'l.n 3C~ 
.. fj 

': . 
. If th~ ·· subject Lot 95 is not required for future road struct\\re 
and •iqtercbnnge rond link purposes, tho l?la1i11ing Departt:erit would 
not ·~1:fjcct to _the r.ub,ject J.ot bein[t c'!evoloped as a public p~rli:., 
as re~uested by the Parlts and r..ecreatioa Commission. 

i 

'rhe P1anniog· ~pnrtment would nlE.io bnvo no ob,1ection to the uso 
of thq subject lot as a te:nnornry pU.yground ns requested by 

. r.opro~e~tatives of tho rcsictoots of ~iw<.,n l:'rnscr Villitte• 

However, : 
3, 1 ?{o playr.rou11d dovel<>pment should cor.•p1·or.ij se nny future 

~eq.u:irement for road ,md intc:1:rchrrng-0 devolop1DOnt. 

3,2 Since: tho l.nnd is publicly owned, it is 1ll1po:rtant that nn:v park 
d0vol~~Nent be under tho RUidnuco nnd ovornll jurisdictiou of 
the Parks nnd Rocroation 1.:01,a:rttnent. 

. . . /2 
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Parks & rte.creation Administrator pago 2 

3.3 Tho P~~n!)inr~ JY.J!m1•tr.iont would fully support the r::rac'l:,l.ng of Lot 05 
t'o a· ~ovol otnnc::.~.1•d ~nd tho se'-Hli11~ of the aron to r.rrass, for use 

· as a ,or.u1oi•:u:~, plu~, field. 'i~ilif:l r:;ituntion rtJ)poars to bo ngreeabl<J 
to the r<.nlidm!t X-l"';n:•csentativt.1r1. '1'hir..1 nctirm would nlso .iu:mist in 

.mnlcinfi p1•esr.mtrthle, from n noi[~hbourhot>d poil1't of viow, a lnrge · 
o,ds~~n~ dGnt1ded gi-avol/clu.y a1·~a. 

3.4 In nd~i tion, the residonts would like to purcme the matter of 
prov:tcling nn :tctnal paved area nnd Rd!fontnre plnycro\.ind. Tllo Pla.n
ning; ~partruont initially sugg~sts that such actual devolopm~nt 

· wo~tld·(ba t1ore r~ppropl"ir..tely providod on a po:rmon(-mt rdto (llot on -
Lot mn. It w::mltl npponr that thic, r:mttr1r would require fur·thor 
diacusaions betwa:m tho Parks and U<:~cro.:1tion Ikmnrtncmt and tho 
,:-esi<ldntn o·r s-::l~:itn "Plan !•iil'-~58 and a uutual rosoiut!on of the · 
111n~y' qo1:iplmcitie~-; of the mattor. Tho Plnnninr; Dopartr.ient would 
boJv1.J,:J.~•ng to ns~1ist :lu tbis mattei~ if :t-oquested bl' botb partici-
pants,: . 

i . ' . 
4.o Co11cl\11don 

. ,;.t_: 

Ill c'oriclusion, thP. Planning D:,partment would recommend that 
· Po!nt!'.,3 .• 3 b~ pursued as n current pro,ject. Informal o:t.scussiona 

_.- with the Pnrks and necrention D9pnrtment havo indicated thnt you 
. tfi'e .wo,rttng 011 nn esti.mate for thfs crading, and seeding worlc. 
It wot.t'ld s~em rensonablo to send tllis proposal to Council for its 
consideration as soon as the cost structure has been worlted out • . . ''. 

• • ',i • I 

Tho re.rddents hn.ve expressed their interest in proccedine on this 
matte~ns-soon as possible. Youl' nttcntio11 totbis matter at your 
earlf~st convenience would be np1>recia ted. 

JCI :ea 
Attchmts. 

(~~~ 
~~-!'~. Pnrr, . 

DinEC'ron OF PLANNING 
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10 ITEM No. ________ _ 

ADMINISTRATOR'S REPORT No. 17 

COMMISSION MEETING Oct. l7 ' 1973 

' 

Re: Property South of Simon Fraser Village 
~- ', ' 

At the meeting held on September 19, 1973, the Co111t1ission asked 
· the·staff to estimate the cost of making the Corporation owned 

property south of the Simon Fraser Village into a temporary play 
ar~~-

.::} 
Your:staff have examined the site. The area contains approximately 
1.Stacres which is too small for any type of fonnal field sport. 
It ~an, however, support an open play area for infonnal use. 

• '1•. I \ 

· The' Supervisor-Design has .advised that tfie levelling and grading of 
t~1~stte to provide a playing surfacewould cost·approximately 
.$$~poo. Full :development,including inst.al lation of a,.:rock dust 
all.weather playing surf,ce and .some landscaper.treatment of 
P~ri~eter.areas,would cost approximately $12,000. 

. . . 

Your Administrator questions the wisdom of expending an amount of 
$12,000. on a development which could be lost within a few years. 
Ho~ver, · the $5,000. expenditures for the creation of.:a leteLopen 
playing area is reasonable and warrants serious consideration. 
Unfprtanately, funds do not exist in the 1973 C.I.P. to cover this 

, exp-nditure. 

RECOMMENDATION: 
I. 

That ·the Corrm_ission. dfrect staff to incorporate an amount of $5,000. 
fntp :the 1974 C.I.P. Progranwne for development of a temporary play 
area on the 1.55 acre of Corporation owned property south of Simon 
Fraser Village. 
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