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PROPOSED. RACQUET-SPORT FACILITIES -
(ITEM 17 REPORT 35 MAY 9, 1977)

When the Council con81dered Item 17, on May 9 1977, (see attached), it
referred the subject to the Parks and Recreation Commlssxon for study. and
comment. ' The following is the report of the Parks and Recreation :
Administrator dated May 19, 1877 in thls connectlon

, What the Parks and Recreation Commission is saying is that the question of .

- an -air-support .structure is still being reviewed. However, the Commission S
is not-opposed- to the calllng for proposals as recommended by ‘the: Planner, P
‘as long as Counc1l recognlzes thls fact. : :

;h ThlS matter has been thoroughly reviewed by ‘the Hanager w1th the Planner »
~and the Parks and: Recreatlon Admlnlstrator L

ﬂE‘;RECOHHENDATIONS

7f}fi1ﬁ” THAT the Plannxng Department ‘be authorlzed to couduct a oo
Ry ic_call for.- ‘proposals: in accordance with the" guldellnes as outllned
‘-::“ln the Dlrector of Plannlng s report of May b4, 1977 andk

_;‘;THAT a copy of thxs report be sent to the Parks and Rec’ea 1on,}'}f”
€ Comm1531on e ; . : L ‘

lpRoposao RACQUET-SPORT FACILITIES

At 1ts meetlng of May 18 1977, the Parks and Recreation Comm1551on ,
""!"“dealt with the above subject, namely, Item 17, Manager's. Report No. 35,
=;:May ‘4, 1977, Wthh was referred by Councxl on that date.ﬁp' , L

‘°;The Commissxon concurs with the recommendation in the Manager s Report
‘which states: . _ , A

'"THAT the Planning Department be authorized to conduct a
~call for proposals in accordance with the guidelines as
' outlined in the Director of Planning's report.“ :

However, auch concurrence is. conditional on recognition being given to
the fact that the Commission has tentative plans which are still being
explored to recommend a certaln number of tennis courts in the Central
Valley Complex be covered with an alr-support structure for the six
winter months of each year. The Commission's concurrence in the above’
recommandation should not be construed as cancelling out the Commission's
plans in this regard. This point applies particularly to paragraph 1. 4
" in the Planning Department report dated May 4, 1977, which states "All-
groups feel that the area could not support 2 commercial recreational
venues offering near duplicate amenlties...".

Continued ...
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Re: Burnaby Lake Sports Complex (Implementation) - Cont'd. o 191

"rhe Commission's: position is that this statement. compares the various

. commercial submissions for comprehensive, covered, year-round .

-~ facilities and should not be construed ‘as a comparison with a six~-
“month, air-support structure on existing courts; which the Commission -~ .
feels ahould be left open for further discuss:.on and recommendation. e

- RECOMHENDATION

;I‘HAT Council,'authorize the Planm.ng Department to conduct
a'call ‘for propcsals ‘in accordance with" the. guidelxnes SR
i s'outlined in the pir_ector of'vPlanm.ng 8 report,x and subjec

nespquj:q_xly,: rsuhmitted'-'
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~ Re: BURNABY LAKE SPORTS COMPLEX (IMPLEMENTATION)
PROPOSED RACQUET .-~ .- SPORT FACILITIES

Following is'a reporf*from the Directob of. Plaiming regardirig k
ERE opdsals that have been received for development of recreational
: ,Hfac:i_.;ri:ties“within the. Burnaby Lake Sports Complex. = =~ = 7

. RECOMMENDATION: -

THATthe Planning Department be authorized _to", conduct. a >
. call for proposals. in accordance with. the guidelines as = . . . -
~ outlined: in ;he_Dire_"ctor' of Planning's report. . " . e

Recreation Commission. '~

. THAT a copy of this xeport be sent to the Parks and

#pLAﬁNiNGEbEPAR&MéNT
MAY 4, 1977 ¢

 MUNICIPAL MANAGER ..

prRcToR oF PLAWING -

. SUBJECT: BURNABY LAKE SPORTS COMPLEX (IMPLEMENTATION) =

" PROPOSED RACQUET ~ SPORT FACILITIES -

1.0 .. BACKGROUND AND GENERAL INFORMATION - o

. “1.1 Consistent -with the Burnaby Lake Sports Complex Development.
""" plan Concept which was adopted by Council on November ‘8, 1976,
this Department has currently received applicationsg from 4 -
groups wishing to . establish comprehensive.permanent indoor
“‘tennis-racquet sport £acilitiea‘on.Sites‘4,;5 & 6 within the
-sports Complex. . ' B RRCRLEORE o

The proposed sites shown on Figure ¥l are undexr Municipal
ownership and consistent with the adopted recommendations of
the Area Plan are suitablae for a negotiated long-term lease
‘under Section 477 of the Municipal Act. Details of all
proposed lease agreements will be provided by :he Land
'Agent for Council's approval at a latexr date.

1.3  Four proposala hava heen racelved to date.
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1.4 All 4 proposals seek to develop the same sites w1th1n the Sports
Complex and all offer very similar facilities. All groups feel
that the area could not support 2 commercial recreational
venues offering near duplicate amenities, and this position
is consistent with desirability of creating a diverse range
of sport-recreational facilities with the Complex. This
Department submits that the most equitable method of assess-
ing the applications is for the Municipality to conduct a

*call for proposals” involving these and other possible groups.
From the data collected Council could. then accurately deter-
mine the most advantageous proposal from the Municipal and

-~ public point of view and then authorize the successful appli
o cant,to enter 1nto a rezonlng application on a site 'in the
" normal manner. The remaining applicants could then consider
- alternate . locat1ons wlthin the. Mun1c1pallty. : ,

Thxs Department together with the Parks and Recreation
.~ 'Department- have prepared draft guldellnes for the proposal
”';calltfor Councll's consxderation. w SR »

= .A_.‘" GENERAL RULES:

il. Allow 4 weeks‘(untll June 9, 1977)for proposal Call sub-“

l:’:Suhmlssions recelved by Dlrector of Plannlng an rev1ewedn,q:
o with' the‘Parks and Recreat;on Admlnlstrator and ‘the Land .

assembled for<Council and the Parks and Pecreatlon
‘g and recommendatzons made by June 2 o

CRITERIA BY wmcn ?ROPOSALS ARE JUDGED' B

-

“?l’Facilltles 1ncluded il prov1de list and brlef descrlptlon'
:l>Construction schedule and phasxng - k

Design and quality of development
‘=i identification of design:team ‘
-~ gubmission of prellminary sketch design plans
-~ indication of use of materials and finishes
- suitability with the Sports Complex Development Plan
- environmental and recreational SUltablllty
Degree of general publlc access - times and’ perlods
v .. = rate structure
- overall hours of operation

Coaching and teaching capability

Proof. of financial ability to undertake the proposed

development =~ references

' ' "+ ability to meet capital and operating costs
; - this 1Is related to (g) below
The Land Agent has indicated that the land lease must be
related to the income potential of each proposal. There-
fore it is necessary to obtain the followlng information
from each applicant to arrive at a falr and economic lease

rate:
1. Total land area to be leased,

2} Cost of on-site and off~gite servicing., Cost estimayes
to bhe provided by the Munilcipal Engineer.

3. Type o’ “natruction, height, numl:(’ of floors, toLal
ar?a o ma:ln fJL‘)C’r, 01,.01 "» i
"I"‘ "»”w\)‘ ‘
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The amount of non—member partzc:patlon to be requxred
'as a condition of granting the lease.

That'the developer present a pro forma with his
application showing the estimated income projections
for a period of 5 years, from each function within the
‘proposed complex and should include such information -
.: as’'a memberahlp breakdown, 1n1t1atlon fees, dues or:
. any other income. derxved from sub leaSLng space. o

kv'é;thstlmated constructlon cost 1nc1ud1ng equzpment,
¥ vfurnlshlngs, etc. p

"aFrom the datu presented above the Land Agent w1ll determlne~f
‘a_suitable lease rate related to the successful appllcant s
“&gsubm1551on follow1ng the p;oposal call o ,

“:RECOMMENDATION.‘a : o e L

zIt 15 recommended: . s S ‘ : '

: THAT Counc11 recexve the report of the Planning
Department and authorize this’ Department to conduct '
a-‘call for- proposals in accordance w1th the guldellnes
presented above.u _ ‘ . : o i
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