











5. Surely the dike-road trail ought to be efficient to build and maintain. Instead, we still
see a wastefully winding perimeter trail and also designs that run water onto the trail
surface instead of off it. In this, we can learn from the closely-spaced storm drains down
the Garden City Road side of the Lands. The drains are typically so clogged that the
project team didn’t know they exist (judging from the recent survey, which said they
don’t exist). Since Richmond apparently can’t afford much park maintenance, we must
assume the need for trails that are self-maintaining to the extent possible.

6. The project shows two large areas of pollinator fields, which could be okay if there are
plans for botanical gardens and their maintenance. However, the obvious starting point
is the pollinator field in the southwest corner that just needs to be left alone to function.

7. There seem to be plans for trees all around the Lands, and having quite a lot of trees is
fine in principle. Since this letter is mainly about dike-road trails, especially the central
one, we should at least caution that a large part of the community (including many in a
large ethnic group) would have security concerns if there are woods close to the trails.
That includes (for instance) the wide “hedgerow” (along the central trail), which might
also be taxing on the scarce water resources.

8. Bicycle paths and possible bicycle use of the multipurpose main path of the dike-road
trails need to be addressed in the context of beginning construction of the dike-road
trails. The bike use is marginally an ALR use (e.g., as a means for sightseeing). Bike
paths separated from the main path of the dike road trails have the additional value of
enabling safer and pleasant ALR use for the more-clearly ALR uses. Related aspects:

* Since there are bike paths bordering the Lands on the south and west sides,
perhaps they could be separated from Westminster Highway and Garden City Road
by a physical barrier (attractive and safe).

* On the north side, where there is a need for an area of mixed urban forest, a bike
path between the dike-road trail and the forest would require no incremental space
because it would serve as security space.

* On the east side, where there logically should be visitor parking and only minimal
trees except toward the north end, the bike park could be between the parking and
the dike-road trail.

* That would result in a continuous bike path around the Lands, bordering the road
on the south and west and providing a security buffer along the outer side of the
dike-road trail on the north and east sides.









