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ITEM .»+1
 MANAGER'S REPORTNO.

COUNCHnMEETjﬂs ‘ June 6/77"

: 'ﬁfSIMON FRASER UNIVERSITY
’ ~vPROPOSED PARKING LOT EXPANSION ;

Follow:ng is a report from ‘the Dlrector of Plannlng on a proposal
to expand parklng fa0111t1es at Slmon Fraser: Uanpr31ty

RBCOMMENDATION

'{THAT Counc1l concur Nlth fhe Plannlng Departmpnt‘
proposal‘to ‘issue’ Prellmlnary Plan ‘Approval in. thls
partlcularqlnstance subject To the condztlons noted

P
n: 2! ‘[*Item 17, Manager s Repor No,
d:t he“fol 'w1ng recommendatlons B :

,THAT copies of Mr:yRoss' letters be forwarded to the'Boa‘d o i‘
of Governors at S F U., and , e m"“."””

,THATLthe Board be asked to adv1so the Nun101pa11ty of the
outcome of its deliberations after 1t has considered its
x,staff report on April 20, 1976' and - ‘ .

f}THAT a.copy of’ thlq report bo forwardod to the Board of f’ g
HA»Governorb at S F;U, : S !

-fﬁ7Council 1180 passed a motlon adding an addltionnl 1ecommondation as ﬂduaws

'WHAT there be no oxpansion of tho prebcntly existing sur-
: face parking and that the existing parking areas be more
o efficlently used by means of underground and/or surface
~tiexr parking and the Simon Fraser Board of Governors be
" Bo- udvised ‘ » ;
Subsequently, on April 21, 1976 Mr, George Suart, Vice President, 1537
Adminigtration, wrote to tho SocroLnry of the Parks and Recreatlon
Commission Lo advlisce as follows:

. "Qur Board of Governors at its meeting of April 20th has approved
© o recommendation from tho Prosidont to tho clffoct that hecause

of a roorganization in our parking polliclos, we will not be in g
position to have to bulld ndditional parking lots in Septembor
1976, Nevoertholess, some monles have bheen reservad from our
capital fund Lor the purpose of building additionnl parking lots
gomotime next Spring to allow lfor tho additional needs that will
ba forthcoming as a rosult of student increasos in Soptember 1977 n
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We have no record of any further response by the Board of Governors
~to the position enunciated by Council at the time, but it is a fact

~_that development of new surface parking areas did not proceed at
- that time, o R :

In‘addition to the actions noted above, it was requested by Council
-+ that Mayor'Constable enquire of the Simon Fraser University Student
.LCouncilrwhether]or.not'they would support the Council*resolution in =
relation to expansion of surface parking presently existing and the
v use of existing parking areas more efficiently by means of under-
- ground and/or surface tier parking. We understand that, in spite .
’AjofﬁthreQTSeparate;effortsfby:the-Mayor to obtain a”reéponse;frOmitHe“*” *f@
*.Student Council, they have not seen fit to express a position on the . '~

Ih,liaiSOn,with*officials;at'the,University, we were advised on May .
25;31976;that;althoqgh“there,were,anplans;atﬁthat.time,to,expand ey
the;parkingflotSQinﬁ1976;ﬁthey wou1d~apply‘for Preliminary Plan = = =
PProv e,pormal”Way‘When;théthad;arprdposal.;ffj'p;jf ol s of

Approval in-th

ine with .this approach we were contacted in early’February by
representati eSEofﬂthe@UﬁiverSitywandftheir[consultiné*engineerain'a'
nheétjon;'itnﬁa;CnrrgntgpropOSalftd develop an additional surface .
arking area in the vicinity of the present major student parking.
asthn3Séqtor?ofjthefUniversity!SQCampus;}tofacCommo—'T‘
) Watglygézzﬁqarsgm~Atﬂthat”time‘PlanninngQpartmentjstﬁff
pgqggntgdian{pyeryiewjofgthefpduncilks;stated;péSitiOnyregard—
tensions of surface parking lots versus accommodation of fur-.

icilities; and
ty ‘would be in

0 reviewing: the 'Si: oniFraéér UhiQéfsity_Méétéfﬁbé&elbpﬁéﬁffPlanQLQf A
zprepared:iﬁ£1963fandgadpptedjas-the,overall baSisxfOrEultimate,campus'ﬁf‘“

‘development, ‘it was noted ‘that the principaljparking~facilitiesfconef;;Vfﬂ-'»'
templated from the beginning for the University were to be developed == -
onthe surface in the south-east quadrant of the campus, From the
information available it 'is apparent that these facilities were to - . =
.be-accommodated on terraced graded tiers with landscaped tree belts
separating the tiers and providing for a break-up of what otherwise

might have appeared as a massive single parking lot, In light of
‘th;s»cbnceptua1~approach,that‘had initially been adopted, and the -
fact that the development proposal then being made (February of 1977)
[didinot reflect this approach and would have necessitated the removal

of an area of good existing evergreen vegetation, our.staff suggested

“that they examine the possibibility of a "pod" type of parking exten-
~sion’if they did not feel they could accomplish underground or decked

~~ .parking, and that some suitable approach which protected good existing

. treed areas and provided for terracing and screening of any expanded

.~ 'lots,". could be put to Council for their considerationé ‘

‘.- In response, the University established an inventory of existing
. good stands of troes utilizing aerial photographs and field surveys
~and commissioned a parking study by Arthur Erickson Architects in
.order to deal with the problem,

'As a result of this work they have rovised thoir proposal to protect
~to the greatest extent possible the existing aroas of valuable tree
growth, and to set guidelines for the dovolopment of g gtrong podos-
trian spine,

The resulting proposal would provide approximately 400 additional
parking spaces by way of a southerly extension of oxisting poarking
lot B on a new terraced arca to the south of and helow the elevation
~of the current lowest lovel, Tho proposal will provide for a land-
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;}scaped buffer abutting the new terraced area in order to retain the
“-same visually isolated quality that existing "pods" of the parking
.10t currently displace, Due to the shift in elevation and the
- perimeter natural and supplementary tree growth to be provided, this
- approach will ‘prevent the visual image of a single large parking
lot full of cars. The location chosen is one which will minimize
the: 1mpact of: park1ng lot. extension on treed areas, -and with the
exception of only a few. conifers, will: result only in the clearxng
’of“an'area w1th alder vegetatlon.;'w~r‘

CONCLUSION L

e. 1anning Department is mlndful of the position expressed

b jthe Councll in. March 1976 concernlng -any. further surface .parking -

ot develogment .at the University, 'it’ -recognizes the concept en—{_\~ L

isioned in the . original Master Plan for the campus and the. realities_[777,

of underground parking ‘lot construction for large institutional: faci--

litieS‘such ‘aS ‘Simon. Fraser Un1vers1ty. “The: approach currently ‘being -
Tro s.diby the University for its. expansion of parking lots at this%“

RECOMMENDATION

i reCOmmended THAT Council concur with the Plannlng Department'
proposal ‘to issue Preliminary Plan Approval in this 1nstance subject
to,the‘conditions mentioned above, :

e SR TN

Q, A Lo Parrl
A DIRECTOR OF PLANNING,

hl,DGS:cm
. Attach,




ITEM
MANAGEH%REPORTNO

couucu. MEETING  June 6/77

';3- LETTFR DATED MﬂRCH 4 1976 FROM MR. G. ROSS CHAIRLAN
" BURNABY SPEC RFGARDING ADDITIONAL PARKING. AT §.F.U. .
~LETTER DATED: EEBRUARY 13,1976 FROM MR(- G, ROSS,
4196 HALIPA\ STREET, CONSIDERED BY COUJCIL oN FEBRUARY 23,
;1976 ON THE: SAME" SUBJFCT : ‘ :
*INQULRY RATSED IN COUNCIL ON FEBRUARY 9, 1976 ONcTJE SAME SUBJECT

A>?inquiry was raised in’ Counc11 on ?cbruary 9, 1976 in which. informat1on was requested
.the ptovxsi01 of the ' yearly provision q

1976 was also receLVLd by Council in thls connection on
" George E. Poss, 4196 Halifax Stleet. i ‘ :

he: March 8 1976 Counell meeting is a copy of a letter
i‘George Ross, Chairman, Burnaby SPEC 5358 Norfolk Street

Cerr d wiLh,thL matter of parklng expanqlon ut S F. U would be well advised

. 1975'
provxd ,for the vonservatinn of more undnveloped landq under. university ownership
outside of the: axea ‘presently designated for P6 (Regional Institutional)” development.
This is;in keeping with the original agreement:.between the Corporation and. the Province’
where ‘lands. not raqulred or othtrwise topographlcally unsuitable for further univetsity
developmnnt would be devoted: to public open space use, This therefore necessitates that
any. additional artas rcquixcd for. university pnxking be restricted to the P6 devolopment

The chango in use of the automobile over the’ next few years will undoubtedly have an f
impact on parking nceds for any. institution, ' On the other hand, the likelihood of a rapid
! change.which would elimindte tha need For expanaion of parking facilities generally is

| ‘ffprobably remote. In any event, it is omly veunsonable to ensure that the changing use of

‘the automobile and its impact on S,F.U, be considered in determining the actual amount
of any parking expanslon requircd at this institution. The staff at §,F.U, arc aware
: of this problem.

“xwgtt ls the intont of Muniuipnl aLnff to waintaln a close lialson with the unlversity in
b ordey. to help eusure that any propdgsal to expand parking lot facilitdes is vestricted
"“to the actual campus development area and done in a manner that best enhances the

35ganora1 conaervution objectives for the mountain as a whole,

SR mcomu-wn/w:rowq' ‘

S 1., THAT coplen of Mr, Roun' letters be forwarded to the Bunrd of Gavernors at
S 8L F ULy and

2. - THAT tho Boavrd bde asked to advige the Municipality nf tho outeome of Lta

‘ delibovations alter Lt bag consddered ita ataff weport on April 20, 1976; and
3. TPAT a copy of this report be forwarded to the Board of Governors at 5.84U,




