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Recreation and Cultural Services Committee

Anderson Room, City Hall
6911 No. 3 Road

Tuesday, November 27, 2012
4:00 p.m.

MINUTES

Motion to adopt the minutes of the meeting of the Parks, Recreation and
Cultural Services Committee held on Tuesday, October 23, 2012.

NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE

Tuesday, January 29, 2013, (tentative date) at 4:00 p.m. in the Anderson
Room

COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT

ALEXANDRA DISTRICT ENERGY UTILITY ENERGY CENTRE

PUBLIC ART PROJECT
(File Ref. No. 11-7000-09-20-148) (REDMS No. 3694618 v.2)

See Page PRCS-9 for full report

Designated Speaker: Eric Fiss
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Parks, Recreation & Cultural Services Committee Agenda

Tuesday, November 27, 2012

Pg. #

PRCS-23

3706087

ITEM

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

That the concept proposal and installation of the Alexandra District Energy
Utility Energy Centre Public Art Project by artist Andrea Sirois, as
presented in the staff report from the Director, Arts, Culture & Heritage
Services dated November 6, 2012, be endorsed.

RAILWAY CORRIDOR GREENWAY - PHASE 1 IMPLEMENTATION

PLAN
(File Ref. No. 06-2400-20-RAIL1) (REDMS No. 3699055 v.2)

See Page PRCS-23 for full report

Designated Speakers: Mike Redpath & Yvonne Stich

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

That the Phase 1 Implementation Plan as described in the staff report titled
Railway Corridor Greenway — Phase 1 Implementation Plan dated November
6, 2012 from the Senior Manager, Parks, be approved.

MANAGER’S REPORT

ADJOURNMENT
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City of
Richmond Minutes

Parks, Recreation & Cultural Services Committee

Date:

Place:

Present:

Call to Order:

Tuesday, October 23,2012

Anderson Room
Richmond City Hall

Councillor Harold Steves, Chair
Councillor Ken Johnston
Councillor Linda Barnes
Councillor Evelina Halsey-Brandt
Councillor Bill McNulty

The Chair called the meeting to order at 4:00 p.m.

MINUTES

It was moved and seconded

That the minutes of the meeting of the Parks, Recreation and Cultural
Services Committee held on Tuesday, September 25, 2012, be adopted as
circulated.

CARRIED

NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE

Tuesday, November 27, 2012, (tentative date) at 4:00 p.m. in the Anderson
Room

COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT

DIRT BIKE TERRAIN PARK CONSULTATION PROCESS
(File Ref. No. 06-2345-01) (REDMS No. 3671130 v.2)

In reply to queries from Committee, Mike Redpath, Senior Manager, Parks,
accompanied by Clarence Sihoe, Park Planner provided the following
information:
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Parks, Recreation & Cultural Services Committee

Tuesday, October 23, 2012

3691480

' staff bave utilized a Jist of site selection criteria to analyse the suitability
of potential locations to accommodate the proposed Dirt Bike Terrain
Park; however, should a more suitable site be identified, staff would
consider it;

» the proposed Dirt Bike Terrain Park would accommodate a range of
skill Jevels; and

» the current temporary bike park is primarily utilized seasonally, with
heavy usage during the sumamer months and weekend usage during the
winter months.

Discussion ensued and it was suggested that the proposed Park include
comfort and artistic elements such as seating and public art. Also, a comment
was made that those utilizing the proposed Park be required to wear helmets.

Mr. Redpath advised that should the proposed consultation process be
approved, staff would report back with the findings of the consultation and
present concepts for the Park on the proposed recommended sites.

Discussion further ensued and it was suggested that local members of the
cycling community and Richmond youth be included in the proposed
consultation process.

The Chair queried how many Richmond youth utilize the current temporary
bike park. Also, he commented on the Steves School Park site, noting that the
park plan for that area should be examined.

1t was moved and seconded

That staff begin the public consultation process regarding the selection of
Garden City Community Park and Railway Avenue Corridor
Greenway/Granville Avenue as potential dirt bike terrain park sites, as
detfailed in the staff report titled Dirt Bike Terrain Park Consultation
Process dated October 1, 2012 from the Senior Manager, Parks.

CARRIED

SUN LIFE ASSURANCE COMPANY OF CANADA FIELD USE

AGREEMENT
(File Ref. No. 06-2345-20-HDEL ) (REDMS No. 3682551 v.2)

In reply to queries from Committee, Serena Lusk, Manager, Parks Programs,
advised that Sun Life intends to develop the site and as such, an alternate
playing field for current field users needs to be identified.

[t was noted that the term of the proposed license should read from September
1,2012 to April 14, 2013.
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3651480

Parks, Recreation & Cultural Services Committee

Tuesday, October 23, 2012

2A.

2B.

[t was moved and seconded

That the City enfer info a license with Sun Life Assurance Company of
Canada (“Sun Life”) whereby Sun Life licenses to the City a portion of the
lands legally known and described as Lot 8, Section 32, Block 5 North,
Range 5 West, New Westminster District, Plan 64718 as described in the
staff report titled Sun Life Assurance Company of Canada Field Use
Agreement, from the Senior Manager, Parks and on the terms and
conditions set out in the staff report, including, specifically, that the City
grant to Sun Life an indemnity for any losses that Sun Life may suffer in
relation o the City’s use of the lands.

CARRIED

COUNCILLOR LINDA BARNES

TERMS OF REFERENCE FOR SITE BUILDING COMMITTEES
(File Rel. No.)

Councillor Barnes commented on the activities of past Site Building
Committees and spoke of communication and protocol challenges. As a
result, the following motion was introduced:

[t was moved and seconded
(1)  That the terms of reference for Site Building Conmmittees for heritage
projects include the following:

(@) Review the tender package prior to the tender process;

() Review any subsequent changes that affect heritage
conservation outside of the Council approved project scope; and

(c) Appropriate heritage documents be included in the orientation
package.

CARRIED

HERITAGE BUILDINGS INFORMATION SESSION
(File Ref. No.)

Councillor Barnes spoke of the benefits a heritage focused information
session would have for staff. She commenied on several ongoing heritage-

related projects, noting that such an information session would help build on
staff’s knowledge.

Discussion ensued and Committee commented that a small handbook
detailing important information related to heritage buildings would be
valuable. It was noted that such a handbook could act as a too] for staff and
for Site Building Committees. As a result of the discussion, the following
motion was introduced:
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Parks, Recreation & Cultural Services Committee

Tuesday, October 23, 2012

3691480

1t was moved and seconded

That staff host a workshop for key City staff including heritage
conservation, preservation, restoration, heritage standards, building codes
and alternatives when dealing with heritage buildings.

CARRIED

MANAGER’S REPORT

(i)  Snow Geese Updute

In reply to a query from Committee, Ms. Lusk advised that a contractor
carries out the City’s hazing program for snow geese; however, she noted that
staff have been examining other hazing programs that utilize residential dogs
and anticipate introducing a similar program in the immediate future.

(i)  Railway Avenue Greenway

Mr. Redpath highlighted that the public consultation for the Railway Avenue
Greenway was successful and staff anticipate reporting back in November
2012.

(iii) 7300 Elmbridge Way

Mr. Redpath provided background information, noting that 7300 Elmbridge
Way was identified as a park and open space under the Councjl approved City
Centre Area Plan.

Discussion ensued regarding the future of the lot and Committee cited
concemn regarding the designation and recent improvement of the lot.

(iv)  Waltermania Pool

Vern Jacques, Senior Manager, Recreation Services, commented on the recent
closure of Watermania Pool and stated that the pool is anticipated to be
reopened by the end of the week.

(v}  Trees on Boulevards

Discussion ensued regarding trees on boulevards and Ted G. deCrom,
Manager, Parks Operations, advised that many of the trees on City boulevards
were voluntarily planted by residents. He noted that once planted, the City
takes ownership of the trees.

Discussion further ensued and Mr. Redpath stated that staff would provide
Council with a memorandum clarifying the City’s Boulevard Maintenance
Regulation Bylaw.

(vi}  West Dike Retaining Wall

Discussion ensued regarding a private retaining wall along the west dike.
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Parks, Recreation & Cultural Services Committee

Tuesday, October 23, 2012

(vii) Museum Coordinator in the Steveston Area

The Chair referenced a memorandum dated October 16, 2012 from the
Supervisor, Richmond Museum and Heritage Services (copy on file, City
Clerk’s Office), and stated that this memorandum addresses the referral made
at the Parks, Recreation and Cultural Services Committee meeting on March
27,2012 regarding the programmer position in the Steveston area.

[t was moved and seconded

That the memorandum dated October 16, 2012 from the Supervisor,
Richmond Museum and Heritage Services, addresses the referral made at
the Parks, Recreation and Cultural Services Committee meeting on March
27, 2012 regarding the programmer position in the Steveston area.

CARRIED
ADJOURNMENT
It was moved and seconded
That the meeting adjourn (4:46 p.m.).

CARRIED

Certified a true and correct copy of the
Minutes of the meeting of the Parks,
Recreation & Cultural Services Commitiee
of the Council of the City of Richmond
held on Tuesday, October 23, 2012.

Councillor Harold Steves Hanieh Berg

Chair

3691480

Committee Clerk

PRCS -7



PRCS -8



Report to Committee

Ve City of
‘\. /'

Richmond
To: Parks, Recreation and Cultural Services Date: November 6, 2012
Committee
From: Jane Fernyhough File:  11-7000-09-20-148/\/ol
Director, Arts, Culture and Heritage 01
Re: Alexandra District Energy Utility Energy Centre Public Art Project

Staff Recommendation

That the concept proposal and installation of the Alexandra District Energy Utility Energy
Centre Public Art Project by artist Andrea Sirois, as presented in the report from the Director,
Arts, Culture & Heritage Services dated November 6, 2012, be endorsed.

q _—
-
-

Jane Fernyhough J
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November 6, 2012 -2-

Staff Report
Origin

On November 22, 2010 Council approved the Alexandra District Energy Utility Bylaw No,
8641, which authorized the implementation of the first phase of the Alexandra District Energy
Uulity (ADEU), a geo-exchange well field, energy centre, distribution piping and heat
exchangers to utilize geothermal energy for the developing Alexandra neighbourhood.

The purpose of this report is to recommend an ariist and concept proposal for installation at the
ADEU energy centre building.

Background

The City of Richmond’s first district energy utility became operational in September 2012. In its
first phase, developed in partnership with Oris Geo Energy Ltd., the innovative new utility will
use geothermal energy to heat and cool new residential units being built in Richmond’s West
Cambie neighbourhood. At the full build out, it will help avoid the local production of
greenhouse gas emissions by 2000 to 6000 tonnes annually. Underground wells and piping
infrastructure are sited under the Greenway corridor between Odlin Road and Cambie Road (the
West Cambie Greenway). The Energy Centre bujlding is sited on park land south of the
Greenway, and this will serve as this project’s site for Public Art. The Energy Centre has an
interior public viewing area.

Analysis

Terms of Reference — Alexandra District Energy Utility (ADEU) Energy Centre Public Art

The public art terms of reference for the ADEU Energy Centre Public Art Project (Attachment
1) describes the art opportunity, site description, scope of work, budget, selection process, design
schedule and submission requirements. The Terms of Reference were reviewed and endorsed by
the Public Art Advisory Committee.

Public Art Selection Process

The chart outlining the public art decision-making process for a City initiated public art project is
presented as Attachment 2.

ADEU Energy Centre - Public Art Project Panel

Fourteen artists responded to the artist call for this project. Following the administrative
procedures for artist selection for civic public art projects, the selection panel met on September
13, 2012 to review the artist submissions. The members of the selection panel included:

¢ Haruko Okano, Artist
¢ Duane Elverum, Designer
¢ Dana Westermark, Development Representative

PRCS -10
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November 6, 2012 -3-

Recommended Public Art Project

Following the reviews of the fourteen submissions, the Public Art Project Panel unanimously
recommended the artist Andrea Sirois for the ADEU Energy Centre Public Art Project. The
recommendation of the selection panel was reviewed and endorsed by the Public Art Advisory
Committee.

The proposed artwork will include high-resolution pictures similar to those in the concept sketch
(Attachment 3). A similar water image will be installed along the length of the observation
room wall complete with didactic text referring to the building and its aim. The images will be
printed on adhesive backed vinyl laminate, and adhered to the exterior panels. Each panel will be
covered in its entirety up to the aluminum flashing. This material is weatherproof, and suitable
for long term outdoor use.

The artist intends that the artwork evoke the following message:

“As a new geothermal facility in Richmond, the concept for the Alexandra District
Energy Utility Public Art Project is to echo the theme of water as energy. By installing
beautiful photographs of water thal seem to flow around the exterior, the artwork is
aimed at transforming the banality of the structure, unifying it with the surrounding
landscape. Each image will feature a bright and colourful abstract scene of moving
water. The images become a metaphor for the building’s intention: water as energy,
strengthening the sense of place for the community. The intent is for the viewer to ponder
on this element, water, which is literally flowing beneath their feet.”

The panel commented that the proposed use of an adhesive backed adhesive vinyl would have a
relatively short life, and is not environmentally friendly. The panel recommended that the
photographic artwork be fabricated with an alternative material. Additionally, it was
recommended that the artwork be extended to all four sides of the building, if budget could be
found.

Staff have discussed the technical requirements and material selection with the artist, and
propose that the photographic images be printed on an aluminum panel, similar to the material
used for the No. 4 Road Drainage Pump Station artwork “Working River”, This material is
durable and has a longer life than vinyl, and can be produced within the approved budget.

Attachment 3 provides further information about the proposed artwork, materials, size, location,
and the artist.

Financial Impact

Consistent with the City’s Public Art Policy for capital projects, a public art budget of $15,000
was allocated for public art for the ADEU Energy Centre. This budget includes all costs for the
design, fabrication and installation of the artwork including all related artist expenses. Staff
support increasing the budget to extend the artwork to the fourth facade of the Energy Centre as
recommended by the selection panel. Subject to detailed budgeting for installation of the
artwork, additional funds of up to $10,000, if required, are available from the Public Art Capital
Project (2012) which includes a supplemental budget of $10,000 towards additional funding for

PRCS - 11
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November 6, 2012 -4 -

public works and facilities public art. It is estimated that $5,000 will be required to supplement
this project as recommended, bringing the total budget to $20,000.

Conclusion

Public art has the ability to interpret and communicate City goals and priorities. The inclusion of
public art at the ADEU Energy Centre contributes to community sustainability as well as to
advance the City’s destination status and ensure our continued development as a vibrant cultural

city.

The ADEU Energy Centre represents an opportunity to provide public art to interpret and engage
the public in their understanding of the district energy project, and to enhance the identity and
vibrancy of the Alexandra community. Staff recommends that Council endorse the concept
proposal and installation of the ADEU Energy Centre public art by artist Andrea Sirois, as
presented in this report.

Eric Fiss

Public Art Planner
(604-247-4612)

EF:ef
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Attachment 1

City of

I Public A
Richmond ublic Art Program

Alexandra District Energy Utility
Public Art Project

Call to Artists — Request for Proposals
Terms of Reference

The City of Richmond Public Art Program seeks an artist or artist team to create a public artwork to
enhance the new Energy Centre of the City of Richmond’s first district energy utility. This call is open to

emerging and established artists/artist teams residing in British Columbia and Alberta.

Budget: $15,000, all inclusive
Installation: March, 2013
Deadline for Submissions: 2:00 p.m. on Tuesday, August 28, 2012

For more information, contact the Public Art Program:

Phone: Eric Fiss at 604-247-4612 Email: publicart@richmond.ca
PRES TS

3694618



Project Overview

The City of Richmond is well underway with construction of its first district energy utility. In its first phase,
being developed in partnership with Oris Geo Energy Lid., the innovative new utility wiil use geothermal
energy to heat and cool new residential units being built in Richmond’'s West Cambie neighbourhood. At
the full build out, it will help avoid the local production of greenhouse gas emissions by 2000 to 6000
tonnes annually. Underground welis and piping infrastructure are sited on park land between Odlin Road
and Cambie Road (the West Cambie Greenway). A small Energy Cenire building is sited on park land
south of the Greenway, and this will serve as this project’s site for Public Art. The Energy Centre does
have a public viewing area.

Theme

The proposal should consider interpretation of the processes for the District Energy Utility, and related
energy, envircnment, and sustainable developoment themes.

Budget

The total budget established for this project is $15,000. The budget includes (but is not limited to): artist
fees, design, engineering fees (if required), fabrication, installation, photography and insurance. Travel to
Richmond and/or accommodation is at the artist's expense.

About the Site

There are both interior and exterior opportunities at this location, as a viewing and information area will be
publicly accessible. A site orientation is scheduled to review the facility and opportunities.

Al

“
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Schedule (subject to change)
Site orientation (optional): 11:00 a.m. on Tuesday, July 10, 2012 at the Energy Centre, 9600 Odlin Rd.

Submissions Deadline 2:00 p.m. on Tuesday, August 28, 2012
Selection Panel September, 2012

Concept Development October, 2012

Technical Review November, 2012

Fabrication Dec. 2012 to Feb. 2013

Instailation March 2013

As significant progress has already been made on the building, it is most likely that the artwork will be
installed after the Energy Centre has been fully completed.

Selection Panel & Process

A three-member panel will consist of stakeholders including art and design professionals. The panel will
convene to review all artist submissions. At the conclusion of the process, the panel may recommend
one artist/artist team for the project. The recommended artist and concept proposal will be reviewed by
the Public Art Advisory Committee and presented to City Council for endorsement.

Selection Criteria

Submissions to the RFP will be reviewed and decisions made based on:
s  Artist qualifications and proven capability to produce work of the highest quality;
s Artist's capacity to work in demanding environments with other design professionals;
s Appropriateness of the proposal to the project terms of reference and Public Art Program goals;
s  Artistic merit of the proposal;
¢ Degree to which the proposal is site and community responsive, and technically feasibie;
s  Probability of successful completion; and
o Environmental sustainability of the proposed artwork.

Additional consideration may be given to artists who have not been selected for a Richmond Public Art
project in the past three years

Submission Requirements

All submissions should contain the following items and in the following order.
¢ [nformation Form (1 page)
o Acompleted Information Form found on last page of this document.
o Letter of Interest (1 page maximum)

o A typed letter of interest, including the artist's intent, rationale and a prelimirary
description of approach for this particuiar public art project. The letter should address the
Selection Criteria (above) and include a statement about your artistic discipline and
practice.

s Concept Sketch (1 page)

o Provide a concept sketch, maximum paper size 8.5 x 11 inches each. The final selected
artist/artist team will be contracted to produce a final detailed design drawing or maquette
under the terms of the artist agreement, prior to fabrication and installation of the artwork,

2 #204-3730 Cambie St. Vancouver, BC VV5Z 2X5t. Somme_,aclc!aa@andreaslrois.com w.angreasirois.com



e Resume/Curriculum Vitae (2 pages maximum)

o Outline your experience as an artist, including any public art commissions. If you are
submitting as a team, each member must provide a personal resume (each a maximum
of 2 pages).

s Three References

o Individuals who can speak to your art practice and interest and/or experience in public art
projects. Please include: name, occupation, title, organization, address, primary phone
number, email and a brief statement describing the nature of your working relationship to
the reference listed.

o Artist teams provide 3 references total.
o Other Support Documentation (Optional) (2 pages maximum)
o This documentation may include (please properly cite all sources);
= Recent reviews and news clippings

»  Excerpts from programs, catalogues and other publications that include
exarnples of your work

¢ Annotated List of Images of Past Work (1 page maximum)
o Provide the following information for all images:

o Title of work, medium, approx. dimensions, location and date and the image file name.
Artists are also encouraged to include a brief description.

s Images of Past Work (10 maximum)

o One image per page, oriented in landscape format as these images will be projected for
reviewers

o Do not place any descriptive text or titles on or around the image, other than the image
number ang your name in the right header of every page

Submission Guidelines

This RFP accepts paper submissions via mail or delivered in person. Electronic submissions are
accepted and encouraged. Submissions must be complete and strictly adhere to these guidelines and
Submission Requirements (above) or risk not being considered. Faxed submissions will not be accepted.

s All submissions (electronic and print) must be formatted to 8.5 x 11 inch pages. Do not send any
models, maquettes, or videos.

o The Artist's (or Team's) name should appear in the right header of every page.
s Do not submit any original materials or files. Submissions will not be returned.
o Do not bing, staple or use plastic cover sheets.

In addition, electronic submissions:

*  Must be submitted in MS Word or PDF format. Do not submit materials that require plug-ins,
extensions or other executabies that need to be downloaded or installed. Do not compress (zip)
files

e Must be self-contained. Do not imbed links to other websites or on-line documentation or media.
« Must be contained in one single documenf. Do not submit multiple electronic documents.
e«  Must be 10MB or smaller if emailed. Any file over 10MB must be sent via PC-compatible CD.

Submitting as a Team

The team should designate one representative to complete the entry form. Team submissions must
adhere to the specific submission guidelines with the following exceptions:

e Each team member must submit an individual Resume/CV (See Submission Requirements)
e All Team Members must list their full names on the space provided on the Information Form

a .#204-3730 Cambie St. Vancouver, BC V52 2X51. GOﬁM@andmasimis.wm w.andreasirois.com
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Deadline for Submissions

Submissions must be received by 2:00 p.m. on Tuesday, August 28, 2012. This is not a postmark date.
Extensions to this deadline will not be granted under any circumstances. Submissions received after
the deadline and those that are found to be incomplete will not be reviewed.

Itis the applicant's responsibility to ensure the submission package reaches the City of Richmond by the
deadline.

Email, mail or deliver submissions to:
Richmond Public Art Program

City of Richmond

6911 No.3 Road

Richmond, BC VéY 2C1

604-204-8671

publicart@richmond.ca

For questions and additional information, contact
Eric Fiss, MAIBC, MCIP, LEED AP

Public Art Planner

City of Richmond

604-247-4612

efiss@richmond.ca

For more information on the Public Art Program please visit www.richmond.ca/publicart.

Additional Information

Please be advised that the City and the selection panel are not obliged to accept any of the submissions, and may reject all
submissions. The City reserves the right to reissue the RFP as required.

Altinformation provided under the submission shall be considered confidential and shall only be disseminated to City staff and
partners for the purposes of the selection process. All submissions to this RFP become the property of the City and will be held in
confidence as required by law. The artist shall retain copyright in the concept proposal.

While every precaution will be taken to prevent the loss or damage of submissions, the City and its agents shall not be fiable for any
loss or damage, however caused.

Extra consideration may be given to proposals from artists who have not received commissions from the City of Richmond in the
past three years.

Map: Cily of Richmond. Photos: Cily of Richmond Staff




Attach one (1) copy of this form as the first page of the submission.

PLEASE NOTE: You can type your responses into this PDF document.

Name:

Team Name (if applicable):

Address:

City/Postal Code

Primary Phone: Secondary Phone:

Email Website:

(one websile or blog only)

Submission Checklist

Please provide these items In the following order (As outlined in Submission Requirements):
O Information Form (this page)

O Letter of interest (max. 1 pages)

[ Concept Sketch (max. 1 page)

O Resume/Curriculum vitae (max. 2 pages per team member, if applicable)

[ Three References

[1 Other Support Documentation (Optional) (max. 2 pages)

[J Annotated List of Past Work (max. 1 page)

O Ten Images of Past Work (max. 10 pages)

Incomplete or faxed submissions will not be accepted. Emailed submissions over 10MB will not be
accepted.

List Tearmn Member Names Here (Team Lead complete abave portion}:

Please let us know how you found out about this opportunity:

Would you like to receive direct emails from the Richmond Public Art Program?

Signature: Date:

Submission Deadline: 2:00 p.m. on Tuesday, August 28, 2012

Deliver to: City of Richmond, Public Art Or by email to:
6911 No. 3 Rd. Richmond, BC, V8Y 2C1 publicant@richmond.ca
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Richmond Pubiic Art Process

Civic » Private « Community

Attachment 2

1 Public Art Opportunities {dentified
2 Public Art Plan Prepared by Applicant
N
3 Public Art Plan Reviewed by RPAAC
N2
4 Public Art Plan Presented to City Council
=l
5 Public Art Contribution Secured
N2
6 Artist Call Developed
ol
7 Artist Selection Process
sl e
8a projects on Private Land: 8b Projects on City Land:
Artist or Concept Artist or Concept
Recommendation Presented Recommendation Presented
to Developer for Approval to City Council for Approval
N2 ke
9 Artist Authorized to Proceed N
T J
10 Project Completion
e
11 Project Documentation

PRCS -19



Attachment 3

LETTER OF INTEREST ANDREA SIROIS
To the selection panel for the Alexandra District Energy Utility Public Art Project:

Please accept this letter of interest as my request to participate in the Alexandra District
Energy Utility Public Art Project. As a photographic artist | have produced two installations for
the City of Richmond including seventeen fine art images aimed at enhancing and encouraging
the use of Richmond Hospital's stairways, and four backlit panels for the No. 3 Road Art
Columns at Canada Line Lansdowne Station. Last year | parinered with the City of Richmond
to photograph 60 of their public artworks. In all cases | collaborated with city planners, design
professionals, communities, and service providers to ensure artistic excellence and quality
artwork was achieved in a timely manner.

How do you take a building whose purpose is innovative and contemporary, and transform the
exterior to reflect these qualities? As a new geothermal facility in Richmond, the concept for
the Alexandra District Energy Utility Public Art Project is to echo the theme of water as energy.
By installing beautiful photographs of water that seem to flow around the exterior, the artwork
is aimed at transforming the banality of the structure, unifying it with the surrounding
landscape. Each image will feature a bright and colourful abstract scene of moving water. The
images become a metaphor for the building’s intention: water as energy, strengthening the
sense of place for the community. The intent is for the viewer to ponder on this element, water,
which is literally flowing beneath their feet.

The proposed artwork will include high-resolution pictures similar to those in the concept
sketch. A similar water image will be installed along the length of the observation room wall
comptete with didactic text referring to the building and its aim. The images will be printed on
adhesive backed vinyl laminate, and adhered to the exterior panels. Each panel will be covered
in its entirety up to the aluminum flashing. This material is weatherproof, and suitable for
longterm outdoor use.

Taking into consideration a 15% artist fee and 10% contingency fund, the current budget can
feasibly allow for images to cover all 10" x &" panels on three of the four exterior walls, totaling
approximately 21 panels. | propose the south wall, being less visible to the public, be painted
using an exterior paint in a coordinating colour. The interior observation room photo would be
10" wide by 3’ high, and positioned at eye level. If additional budgeting becomes available the
panels on the south wall could also include an image. The artwork will be created in fall 2012,
then printed on a weatherproof surface and ready for installation before March 2013.

Photography is my medium to witness, and subsequently collect images of my world. | see
collecting images as my legacy. The camera provides room to experiment with concepts, as
well as ideas, and achieve visual results. | am then free to explore ways to present my work.
The natural world is often at the centre of my concepts, and | am focused on bringing it to the
public’s attention.

| welcome the opportunity to be involved in Richmond's first geothermal facility creating a
beautiful public art project that equals it in both innovation and uniqueness. Please feel free {o
contact me if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Andrea Sirois

a .#204-3730 Cambie St. Vancouver, BC V5Z 2x5 t . 604RIR BB e=24 a@andreasirois.com w.andreasirois.com



CONCEPT SKETCH

-~ -

Photographic aluminum panels to be placed over the existing white panels (all sides)
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RESUME ANDREA SIROIS

Born in Montreal, Quebec
Lives and works in Vancouver, British Columbia

EDUCATION
POST SECONDARY
1988 Photography Diploma, Algonguin College of Applied Arts & Technology, Oftawa, ON

PROFESSIONAL

2012 Tsawwassen Arts Centre, Delta, BC, Encaustic Mixed Media

2010 Langara College, Vancouver, BC, Acrylic Painting: A Technical Workshop

2008 Emily Carr University of Art & Design, Vancouver, BC Inspiration, Expression, and
theCreative Process

2007 Silk Purse, West Vancouver, BC, Painting with the Masters and Art Studio
Coupeville Arts Center, Coupeville, Washington, USA, Photographic Portraits
Vancouver Photo Workshops, Vancouver, BC Visual Photographic Narratives in the
21st Century

2006 Emily Carr University of Art and Design, Vancouver, BC, Business of Art Practices

PUBLIC ART

2010 No. 3 Road Art Columns: The Glory of the Woods. Images commissioned by the City
of Richmond. Four backlit panels 73" x 76” installed at Lansdowne Station, from
December 2010 — May 2011

2008 Stairway to Art, Images commissioned by the City of Richmond for permanent
installation in Richmond Hospital. Mounted and framed images: fifteen 20” x 30” and
two 24" x 36"

SELECTED EXHIBITIONS

2011 14w International MiniArt Exchange, Gramado, Brazil

Papergirl Vancouver: Art, Philanthropy, & Bikes, Vancouver, BC
2009 Anonymous Art Show, CityScape Community Art Space, North VVancouver, BC
2008 Art in the Garden Tour, North Vancouver Community Arts Council, North Van., BC
A Walk in the Woods, CityScape Community Art Space, North VVancouver, BC
2007 Persona, Exposure Gallery, Vancouver, BC
Give Us Your Best Shot, Benham Gallery, Seattle, WA
Exploring the World — The Traveling Eye, Exposure Gallery, Vancouver, BC
2006 Winter Salon 06, Exposure Gallery, Vancouver, BC
2005 Botanica, WindSong Gallery, Secheit, BC

COLLECTIONS

Jim Pattison Outpatient Care and Surgery Centre, Surrey, BC
Private Collections, Canada, USA, New Zealand
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City of

& . Report to Committee
84 Richmond

To: Parks, Recreation and Cultural Services Date: November 6, 2012
Committee

From: Mike Redpath File:  06-2400-20-RAIL1/NVol
Senior Manager, Parks 01

Re: Railway Corridor Greenway - Phase 1 Implementation Plan

Staff Recommendation

That the Phase 1 Implementation Plan as described in the report titled “Railway Corridor

Greenway-Phase | Implementation Plan” dated November 6, 2012 from the Senior Manager, Parks,
be approved.

Mike Redpath

Senior Manager, Parks
(604-247-4942)

Att: 3

REPORT CONCURRENCE
Routep To: CONCURRENCE | CONZURRENCE L MANAGER
Finance Division 7if V)
Transportation =@ L// A
REVIEWED BY SMT INmALS: | REVIEWED BY)CAO . ‘N'W‘g
SUBCOMMITTEE /r_’// \fg 7 é\‘ )
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Origin
At the March 12, 2012 Council endorsed the following recommendation:

“Thal the subimussion of the Railway Avenue Corridor Greenway pedestrian and bicycle
facility improvement for cost-sharing as part of the TransLink 2012 Bicycle
[nfrastructure Capital Cost-Sharing Program, as described in the report, be endorsed.”

In that report, Guiding Principles for the development of the Railway Corridor Greenway were
identified as well as the requirement to conduct a public engagement process.

This report relates to the achievement of the following Council 2011-2014 term goal:

7.2 Develop a plan to ensure the provision of public facilities and services keeps up with
the rate of growth.

The purpose of this report is to present a summary of the public engagement process and the
proposed 2013 Phase 1 implementation Plan for Railway Corridor Greenway.

Analysis
Background

In 2010, the City purchased the Canadian Pacific Raillway (CPR) corridor adjacent to Railway
Avenue between Granville Avenue and Garry Street. The goal to develop a trail/greenway for
pedestrians, cyclists and other wheeled users along the 3.7 kilometre corridor was established in
the original 1979 Trails Plan and the subsequent 2070 Trails Strategy. The corridor connects to
existing trails on McCallan Road right-of-way adjacent to Thompson/Burnett Park and the
sidewalks south of Garry Street.

The City has the opportunity to now fulfill the long-held vision of creating a major recreational,
north-south greenway (approximately S.6 kms in total) to connect the South Dyke/Steveston and
Middle Arm waterfronts. The city-wide benefit is even greater when considering that the
greenway will also connect into the existing Middle Arm, Terra Nova, West Dyke and Steveston
trail systems creating a continuous 15 km loop (Attachment 1).

Within the March 12, 2012 report to Council asking for approval to submit to TransLink for cost
sharing funds, the following principles were identified for the design and development of the
Railway corridor:

= reference its major historic and present day transportation role;

= promote and reinforce the connections to the many neighbourhoods it crosses through;
» introduce nature and restore ecological health;

= create distinct points of interest; and

= respect its strong linear character and view corridors.
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The City was successful with the application to the TransLink Bicycle Infrastructure Cost-
Capital Sharing Program and received $201,200 towards the Railway Corridor Greenway
project.

Preliminary work began on the Corridor in 2011 with the clearing of invasive plants and removal
of organic material within the surface of the rail bed.

Public Engagement Process

The development of a plan for the Railway Corridor has, to date, incorporated public input at
three distinct venues. The public engagement process began with a preliminary introduction of
the project at the 2012 July 1* Salmon Festival in Steveston Park. Much interest was generated
and 108 surveys were completed. The comments received were very positive and there was a
general sense of excitement looking forward to the implementation of the project.

This was followed up by a focus group workshop held at Thompson Community Centre on
September 18" with representatives from Thompson, West Richmond, and Steveston
Community Associations; the Richmond Cycling Advisory and Heritage Advisory Committees;
Steveston 20/20 Committee and Steveston Historical Society.

On October 20", a Public Open House was held at Thompson Community Centre with
approximately 200 people attending and 130 surveys completed. The Open House was
advertised in the local newspapers accompanied by a news release as well an invitation was
mailed out to the majority of the residents that lived directly on or across the street from the
Railway corridor.

The goal of the Open House was to present and receive feedback on the proposed Phase 1
Implementation Plan, introduce a menu of program elements for future phases of development,
and to provide background history on the past rail use of the corridor. A film from the City
Archives of the interurban travelling along the tracks was made available for viewing. A series of
information boards and a 10 oot long aerial map of the Railway Corridor were used together
with a survey to generate feedback from the public (Attachment 2).

A total of 238 surveys were completed at both the July 1 and October 20" public open houses.
In addition, another 50 comments were collected from the annotated maps and boards including
comments from the Focus Group Workshop on September 20™.

The vision of an enhanced greenway along the Railway Corridor was compelling and people
were genuinely interesied. People could envision themselves actively using the trail with 80 %
indicating that they would use the trail to walk or cycle for fitness purposes and 70% indicated
that their primary destination would be parks followed by local shopping. A sampling of survey
results are attached (Attachment 3).
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Phase 1 Implementation Plan — Making the Connection

The first priority for the Railway Corridor Greenway is ‘making the connection’ which is the
construction of the basic trail from Granville Avenue to Garry Street; the addition of functional
trail elements for safety and ease of use; and the development of a unique character and identity.

The Trail

Three options were provided at the Public Open House for the layout of the trail. Of the surveys
that were filled in, 80% of the public supported the recommended option of a 4.0 meter wide
two-way multi-use asphalt trail predominately built on the spine of the former rail bed yet
allowing for a deviation where there are significant stands of trees. This will be the only place in
Richmond that will have a long continuous stretch of hard surface for recreational use. The other
20% either preferred completely separated trails or soft gravel trails due in part to a concemn
about potential conflicts between pedestrians and cyclists.

There are many studies that look at this issue of separation between pedestrians and cyclists with
some studies indicating that it is more critical to separate a trail by direction rather than use. The
recommendation for Phase 1 is to use painted lines to create a north-south separation. Cyclists
who are cornmuting or wish to go faster can still use the on-street bike lanes. Use will be
monitored on the trail and if conflicts occur then additional trails can be considered in the future.

Intersection Improvements

Critical to the success of creating a safe and legible trail is the transition from the trail to the
corners at each of the five major intersections. Currently, there are no sidewalks on the west side
of Railway Avenue which has resulted in minimal pedestrian upgrades at the comers, €.g. no
cwrb and gutter separating pedestrians from the driving lanes. To create safer waiting and
crossing areas for trail users at the intersections a number of interim measures will be required
including the creation of setback ‘landing areas’, some ditch infill, installation of bollards or
fences, and extruded curb (as the budget allows).

The implementation of the trail and the interim improvement measures at the intersections will
not affect future plans to modify the intersections to create left-turn lanes, which typically would
involve minor widening to establish a left-turn Jane, combined through-right turn lane plus a bike
lane at the approach and sufficient width for a receiving through lane and bike lane. This work is
anticipated to be phased over several years (e.g., approximately one intersection per year as
budget permits) beginning in 2013/2014.

Revealing History and Wayfinding Signage

Revealing the history and creating an identity/branding unique to the Railway greenway was
enthusiastically supported by 92% of those surveyed. Ideas included creating a Jogo using an
image of the interurban on signage and site furnishings as well as painting old tram timetables on
the asphalt at the former tram stops. Phase 1 will include developing this logo and including it in
the preliminary wayfinding signage.
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Branscombe House Staging Area

Branscombe FHouse is currently being retrofitted and one of the adaptive reuses is a publicly
accessible washroom that will be accessed from the exterior. This will be available for the
greenway users and other potential programs such as a community garden. Branscombe is
envisioned to become a stopover along the greenway by providing other amenities such as a rest
area with seating and a bike servicing station to provide air for tires. Included within this phase is
the perimeter landscaping around the Branscombe building which will be coordinated with the
restoration of the building.

Future Phases — Adding other layers

Further public consultation is required {o finalize a long term vision that can be implemented
over a number of years. The intent of Phase 1 is to ensure that the basic trail amenities are
constructed to promote the active and safe use of the trail in 2013, Ultimately, though, the
location and the width of the railway corridor allows for a variety of other recreational activities
and program clements to be introduced.

A number of concepts as well as a “menu’ of landscape features were presented at the October
20" Open House and applied to five study arcas. Each study area represented a section of the
corridor between the major arterial cross roads e.g. Granville to Blundell, Blundell to Francis
Road (Attachment 2),

Landscape Program Llements

The menu of activities that could be considered for the Comridor included public
art/interpretation, washrooms, bike facilities, community gardens, tree groves, seating and picnic
areas, bike terrain park, light recreational features (fitness stations, smail play elements),
secondary trails, orchard, meadow or open grass areas, and wetland (potential storrs water
management feature). These features would support the guiding principles of introducing nature
and ecological health, and creating distinct points of interest.

The survey results indicated that the number one priority for additional elements was seating
(70%) followed by community gardens (60%) and trees (55%). Whilc locations were suggested
in the study areas, more detailed design work and consultation is required to determine the
feasibility and best siting of these features.

Connections and Bus Stops

Currently, there are nine bus stops on the west side of Railway Avenue between Granville
Avenue and Garry Street that have minimal passenger facilities (e.g., not universally accessible,
limited pedestrian connections to adjacent residential areas). Transportation has a plan to
upgrade these bus stops over the next several years (e.g., two bus stops per year) to provide
landing pads, and improve pathway connections to the greenway. This will also help minimize
the current conflict between transit passengers and cyclists using the on-street bike lanes.
Presently, transit passengers must walk in the bike lane when using the transit service. These
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improvements would be ¢ligible for S0-50 cost-sharing with TransLink. There was 90% support
for improving the bus stops. Providing lighting along the paths especially at the bus stops and
local neighbourhood connections was mentioned nwnerous times.

Pedestrian/ Cyclist Priority Intersections

As use on the Railway Corridor Greenway establishes itself, then a future consideration may
include substantial upgrades to the intersections to give priority to pedestrians and cyclists. A
variety of treatments including signal activation, green pavement markings, proper sidewalk curb
and gutter, and relocated stop bars for cars would provide a safe, direct and clearly delineated
path for cyclists and pedestrians through the intersections.

Other Considerations — Reinstating the interurban tram

A pumber of people discussed the idea of reinstating the interurban tram along Railway Avenue
as both a transit alternative and as a tourist altraction. The bed of the former rail is being utilized
as a cost savings for construction of the trail as well as the only option in a number of narrow
areas. Some sections of the trail which will be constructed adjacent to the bed where there are
significant trees and room available. It is believed that the cost savings realized now would
justify using the current bed of the rail. The proposed trail surface will preserve the existing rail
bed and will not negatively impact an option to accommodate a trara Jine in the future.

Next Steps

The next steps in the process of develaping the plan and preparing for Phase 1 Implementation
include:

* Further design detailing of the trail location, interim intersections, logo and wayfinding
signage, and landscape plan for Branscombe Flouse;

= A tree health assessment and tree replacement strategy;

*  [dentification of other potential funding sources e.g. Transportation has applied for a
bicycle facility improvement along Railway Corridor as part of the TransLink 2013
Bicycle Infrastructure Capital Cost-Sharing (BICCS) Regional Needs Program;

=  Construction of the trajl in 2013; and

*  Commencing with Phase 2 of the public consultation in Fall 2013 to develop a final plan
that includes neighbourhood connections and other potential program elements.

Financial Impact

The total proposed project cost for Railway Avenue Greenway is $2,500,000 sourced from Parks
DCCs and the TransLink contribution as shown in the table below:
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Funding Source City Contribution External Source Total
Amount

2011 Trails Program 100,000 100,000
2012 Trails Program 200,000 200,000
2012 Cliaracterization Program 50,000 50,000
2012 Translink Contribution 201,200 201,200
Total Amount approved by 350,000 201,200 551,200
Council in prior years

2013 Railway Avenue Greenway 2,000,000 2,000,000
Total 2,350,000 201,200 2,551,200

Of the $2,500,000, $551,200 has already been approved by Council in 2011 and 2012.
$2,000,000 has been approved as part of the 2013 Capital Budget and will be included in the 5-
Year Financial Plan (2013-2017). The Operating Budget Impact for additional maintenance will
be $10,660.00 which has been approved as part of 2013 Capital Budget Submission.

Conclusion

Railway Avenue Corridor Greenway will be a significant addition to the Richmond trails
network. A public consultation process was undertaken beginning in July. There was
overwhelming public support and excitement for the 3.7 kilometre greenway that will create a
north-south connection between the Middle Arm and South Dyke/Steveston waterfronts. The
vision of an enhanced greenway along the Railway Corridor was compelling and people were
genuinely interested and saw themselves actively using it. The Phase ! Implementation Plan will
focus on ‘making the connection’ which is the construction of the main trail from Granville
Avenue to Garry Street; the addition of functional trail elements for safety and case of use;
landscaping around Branscombe House, and the development of a unique character and identity

brand for the Railway Corridor Greenway.

Mike Redpaél% Yvonne Stich

Sentor Manager, Parks Park Planner

(604 247-4942) (604 233-3310)

Attachment 1 | Railway Corridor Greenway Context Map REDMS #3702606
Attachment 2 | Railway Corridor Greenway Concept Boards REDMS #3702466
Attachment 3 | Railway Corridor Greenway Sampling of Swrvey Results | REDMS #3702436
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Background - ‘Rails to Trails’

1979

2000

2010

2011

2012

2013

The Railway Corridor owned by Canadian Pacific
Railway{CPR) was first identified in the original 1979
Richmond Trails as a desired trail connection.

The 2010 Richmond Trail Strategy: Linking Peopfe, the
Community and Nature reinforced the importance of
this corridor as a critical north-south greenway linking
the Middle Arm Waterfront to the Steveston Waterfront.

The City of Richmond purchases the Railway Corridor
(14.7 acres of land) from GPR for public recreational
use.

The City applies and receives TransLink funding to
assist in the construction of a basic trail from Garry
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Connect the existing regional Middle Arm
Dyke and Stevestan/South Dyke Greenways

=i

Street to Granville Avenue.

July 1st at the Salmon Festival in Steveston
background information and program ideas were first
introduced to the public for initial feedback.
September 18th Focus Group Workshop

October 20th Pubiic Open House for review and input
November Council Report Recommendations for
Phase 1 Construction

Complete a loop system that would include
the regional West Dyke Trail

Construction begins of the basic trail Phase 1 betwsen
Garry Street and Granville Avenue.

Guiding Principles

The City of Richmond Is facllitating public consultation and design for Rallway Gresnway, former
site of the Interurban rail line.

Council has approved the following Guiding Principles for developing the future greenway :

HERITAGE AND MEMORY

Incorporate the major historic and present day memaories of the site

CONNECTIONS

Promote and reinforce connections to the neighbourhoods and larger trail system

SUSTAINABILITY AND NATURE

Introduce nature and ecological health

CHARACTER AND LEGIBILITY
Create an interesting, distinct, accessible sense of place

ACTIVE LIFESTYLES
Promote commu&hae%r?cgeftional cycling and walking

L - GREENWAY COMMUNITY WORKSHO
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Basic Trait Layout

GREENWAY - BASIC TRAIL DESIGN

Phase 1 - Making the Connection

Map cantinues

A [y

» Construction of a trail in 2013 from Granville Avenue to Garry Street that
connects with the existing trail system and the neighbourhoods.

» Addition of signage and other functional trail elements for safety, information,
and ease of use.

*  Development of a unique character and identity for the Greenway that reflects
the historic transportation uses.
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Trail Layout - Alternative 1

ALT. TRAIL DESIGN 1
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As an alternative 1o the basic
trail design, we explored
alternativas that separate
pedestrians and cyclists.
Allernalive 1 includes 2 3.0 m
wide (1.5 m sach way) asphall
bike trail o {ollow the spine

of the former rall bed and a
separale 1.5 m wide gravel
pedestian lrail.
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Trail Layout - Alternative 2
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ALT. TRAIL DESIGN 2

Map continues
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Description:

Alternative 2 lo the basic trail
design includes a 1.5 m wide
meandenng gravel pedeslrian
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O L s 8 £ trall 1o lollow the spine ol the

: E former rail bed anda 3.0 m

e ;E; wide (1.5 m each way) asphalt
_;E bike trail west of Lhe rail beg.
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The BC Electric Railway has been a dominant physical lealure of Railway
Avenue since its construction In 1302 by the CPR.

Bu while Railway Avenue‘s heritage is most often associated with the BC
Eleciric Rallway, there are several hislorical themes that have shaped the
cuflural and physical lJandscape we see loday.

The corridor developed generally along the historical patterns that distinguish
Richmond's history: the early surveys (hat established the road grid. ditching
and dyking to create viable larmland, and agnculture evemually giving way o
suburban developmaent.

Physical Geography

This theme explores the geography of the Railway Avenue corridor and its
envirens, end the way in which this gaography has contributed to the evolution
of the landscape. The flat topography is typical of Richmond. and the natural
vegetaton of grass prairle and low shrubs made clearing for agriculiure easy.

The low-lying nature of the land Is iflustrated by two sloughs which once
permeatad wha is now the corridor. McCallum Slough extended as far south
as Francis Road, with spawning chum salmon once lound in its drainage
canals, The No. 1 Road Slough was thought 10 have been navigable to Rallway
Avenue.

Local Agriculture and Empleyment

This theme underscores the Rallway Avenue area as belng dominated by
agriculture, including hay production, but including dairying. orchards. and
animal husbandry, such as Lthe Ransford mink larm,

Farming on Rallway Avenue atso included the Fennell Farm thoroughbred
breeding farm In the 1950s. This agricultural land usa is also a connectlon to
the impontant soclal use of the BCER “Sockseye Special™ to attend racing at
Brighouse and Lansdowne.

While farming continued to be a primary occupation (n the area for many years,
workers’ jobs also diversified over time. In the 1830s. "40s and "60s. carpenters.
engineers, plumbers, accountants, fruck drivers and machinisis were all
residant along Railway Avenue. (1 is certaln that the 1ram played a key role in
transporting Reilway Avenue warkers to their respective jobs.

Infrastructure: the BC Electric Railway

This theme underscores \he imponance of the BCER to both the development
hislory and communily character of ihe Railway Avenue corridor and the City of
Richmond as a whole.

The BCER was key in carrying dairy and other agricultural products from
Richmond to markets in Vancouver and New Wastminster, while cannery
warkers used the line extensively,

Pioneers and Multiculturalism

This theme addresses the diverse nationalilles that made the Railwey Avenue
corridor thelr home. Among other nationalities. the corrldor had peopte of
Chinese. Japsnese, Eastern European. German descent.

In 1842, the fadsral governmant's policy of removing all parsons of Japanesse
descenl from the wesl coast during World War (I impacled lhose Japanese
familles on Railway Avenue.

The Branscombe houss. constructed between 1806 and 1808, was home to
1he piongering Branscombe family, who operated a dairy farm on their property
10 the south and wesL The house I8 a significant example of Richmond's earty
housing stock in this area, as is the Craftsman style Ransford house just north
of Steveston Highway. The Yarmish lamily were instrumental in the consiruction
of the Ukrainian Calholic church.,

Transformation to Suburban Development

Like the rest of Richmond, the larms along Railway Avenue began to be
subdivided and transformed into suburban enclaves beginning In the 1950s,
when Richmond was marketing Itself as a place 1o live a modern life.

The first subdivision was developed on John McCallan's 200 acres at Railway
Avenue and Biundell Road.

*evn PRCS - 37
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Past World War 1, Raitway
Avenue was in transition
lrom belng primarily a
farming corldor 10 2
daveloping suburban area.

This aeral photograph
from 1954 |llustrates a
numbes ol cullural and
natural landscaps lealures,
including:

-The BCER Rallway
comdor

« Traces of the McCallum
and No. 1 Road sloughs

-The grld pattern of
Richmond’s r0ad layoul

«Farm and lield patlems
sull sireiching easl and
wesl Irom Rejlway Avenue

* Emarglng subdlvisions
and residenlial
devalopment along
Ralway Avenue

«The clustering of
development at major
intersectons

Williams Road
e

HERITAGE SIGNIFICANCE

The BC Electric Railway has played a major role in the evolution and
devalopment of the City of Richmond. and is a valuable heritage
resource lot the city The associaled history of Railway Avenue and
its avolution as a community is also important. Soma identified values
include:

+ As part of a transponation system that opecated between 1902 and
the late 1950's, Ihe BCER has historical and symbolic Imponance to
the City of Richmond when the community's econorny was dominated
by fishing. canning, agriculture and sawmills, and the need to
(ransport these products 16 Vancouver and the Fraser Valley.

* The electric railway played a social role in the lives of Railway Avenue
residenls as lthey travelad on Lhe tram {or work or lefsure.

* Part of an important regional transportation network, the corridor is a
a reminder of the matenals, construction techniques and the regular
ordering of Iracks. elactrical poles and stations along the route

+ Areminder of a system which used the most current technological

innovation available 1o power the glectric trams, al a time when the use
ol electricity was bacoming common Lhroughout the province.

Mapping Community Heritage

The purpose of this interaclive mapping exercise Is to articulale why the
heritage and character of the Raliway Greenway Is valuable and significant
to the community.

~* are defined as the listorical, aesthetic,
Sp:nlual soclal, cultural and scientific significance or
importance of a place for past, present or future generations.

Values can relate o the physical aspacts of the place. such as uses,
buildings, landscapes, trails, spiritual sites, or natural features.

Values can also be intangile, including storias, memories, traditions,
events, language or place names.
Review Ihe historic themes developed tor the Railway Greenway. Than

consider the questions below relating to the herilage value and characier
of the Railway Greenway.

1.What are the heritage values associated with the Railway Greenway,
and why are they important te you?

2.What are some of the places, events, people or stories that are
important in illustrating the Greenway's heritage?

3. What are some of the hislorical and current landscape fealures that
give the Greenway its character?

Provide your responses by:

* Wriling or drawing directly on the map
* Use a post-t ncle 1o record your ideas and place Il on the map
« Write your thoughts and place in ihe box
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Traoing and revealing the interurban tram line

Retrofitling hycdio poles w4 liahting

Hichlight rehct tram intrastiructune

Pulilic art, waylinding and interpretive info
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In order 1o feel like a cohasive journgy and

10 add value to this new amenity, Railway
Greenway needs a standardized system of signs
which will clearly communicate where you are,
which way you need to go next and whal you
might find when you get there.

We are proposing a consistent approach to
signage throughout Railway Greenway which
includes the following sign types:

Wayfinding Signage

Greenway users need wayfinding informalion
in a system of progressive disclosure. This
means that you get the information you need
to make the cholce at hand—left, right, or
continue on?—but not be overwheimed by loo
much information at once. These sign types are
proposed:

Primary Pedestrian/Cyclist Sign

- ldentify Rallway Greenway

- directions and distances to nearby key
destinalions

- diagrammatic orientation map linking to South
Dyke Trall, among other bike routes

Secondary Pedestrian/Cyclist Sign
- directional fingerposts with icons for amenilies
- distance indicator

Concept Studles tor Marerlals Palette showing Bridge Deaking with

lcon & Colour Palelte lcon, Coreten Steel Culout

Tiis s a series o) ophonz and
studiex for [dentity matkers using
icons of railway hislary. Unigue
califiers add meaning and valor
{0 an amenily such as Railway
Graanivay.

Primary signs iden(ify
your focation by straot
nama and en a map And
point 1he way.

F DmplOracan
#O0 J0om

Tooe

Fingarpasl-style sins
tefl you which vy to
nedrby destinations,
and how far they are,

Primary Pedestrian/Cyclist Sign Secondary Pedestrian/Cyolist Sign

Williams Road

0D -

Diefenbaker High School
Steveston Community Centre

Nooe®

Steveston Pier

PRCS - 40
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Simpie graphic map
showing key streets,
and connecliony (o

Gther bikeviays.
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Interpretive & identification Signage
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{n addition to simple wayfinding, Railway
Greenway signage can convey a unigue idenlity
tor this corridor and tell stories of historical
interest. We propose an comblinatlon of identity
and interpretive signage incorporaled into

the jandscape and architeclural design of the
greenway:

Ground Plane Graphics

- markers on asphalt indicate historical tram
stops

- Identily icon embedded in paving and on
wooden bridges

Interpretive Signage
- text, photos and/or graphics telling a specific
story or mamory of thal station stop mor stows

Ground Plane Graphles — Historical Sistion Marker (Delall)

e NMOE T MBO UMD i

Branscombe

SO ISUTI]

e GHAOEHAN G ——

Historic-llavaur markers o ra-inforce
the directional nature of the two
sides of lhe greenway median hine.

Ground plane Graphics — Directional Reminders & Route Identifier
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Future Phases:
Adding the extra layers

The location and width of the railway corridor
allows for a variety of other recreational activities
and program elements to occur.

These other ‘layers’ will require further
community input and future budgets.

However, if the community determines some of
these program elements are a priority then they
may be added to Phase 1 as the budget allows.

Social, Active and Ecological Program Options:

Grove

Seating /
Picnic

Light
Hecrealion

Dog Park

Bike
Terrain

Park
Facilities /

A Washrooms /

Public Art /
Interpretive /4
Wayfinding §
' Market /

A Food Carts

How can we arrange the activity along the
corridor?

Disperse

|

M0 I

-

-
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The DISPERSE Concept suggests
to arrange activities and ecological
features along the corridor in a
scattered way.

PROS:

Each neighbourhood along the
corridor would have local access to a
variety of programs.

CONS:

Activities and landscape types along
the corridor may be too small to
create strong identities. Memorable
moments along the greenway will be
at a small, local scale.

Define

The DEFINE Concept
i suggests that actlvity is arranged in
1| large clusters of specific elements.

PROS:
i Elements along the corridor will
be large and distinctive, creating
| ' memorable places with daefined
‘ identities. This is in keeping with
|| the regional scale of the Railway
Corridor.

CONS:

Collecting all of a specific program
in one place may emphasize the

| regional over the local and reguire
users to travel longer distances to
access specific activities, such as

community gardens.

-
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Learming and Expenencing
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Bike terrain park

Facilities

Washroams Sealing Fourntains
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e W IR STUDY AREA ONE - Granville to Blundell

Granville Ave
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-
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Suggested Other program
program: Bike A possibilities:

Sealing

Signage

Terrain

Grove

Trowurapm wrms wmnurvnal by ¢
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~ GREENWAY COMMUNITY WORKSHOP




Suggested Other program
program: possibilities:

Grove




AR bA  STUDY AREA THREE - Francis to Williams

- B

Suggested Other program
program: P possibiities:

Grove  Sealing

| e

Marke Seating

O —o
Boale V10O

T —
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/A STUDY AREA FOUR - Williams to Stoveston HWY-

s ; Suggested Other program
¥ EEEN SN program: possibilities:
1% Grove  Sealing

: T —
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Suggested Other program
program: possibilities;
| Grova
Y .4 § k=R ! i

Seating

------

.....

Seale 12100

Mondan St
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Grarwllle Ave

Proposed East-West Crossmg

ity » = Existing crossing at Woodwards Rd and Railway Ave:
5 ! - nosignal at crossing
*0 : .
.{? Linfietes Galo : 4 on wesl side, psdestrians land on Rallway Ave_blke Ia
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‘ﬁ 4 Bulton conirolied signat at Signal at crossing to stop vehicular traffic.
*Zieeit Colbeck R appropriate height for cyclists.
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Proposed N-S Intersection - Interim Condition

= = «Existing crossing at Williams Rd and Railway Ave:
- designed for pedestrans
- no conneclion {0 prposed greenway

Li

=

e h

' "»&h

~ Williams Rg

Termporarily paint and mark exisling crossing with "elephani's leel” indicating
tha crossing is shared for pedestians and cyclists.

Proposed N- S Interseot:on Future Condition

As lunding allows, construct a shared crossing Inal allows greenway cyclists
and pedesirians 1o ¢ross Lhe road direclly from the greanway”

Buiton signal al appropnate  Bollards or markings 1o make cyclists and
height for cyclisis. pedssirans aware of street crossing.

Future construction may also include small plazas al intersection corners with:

Bunllng Ava

: Gany St
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Typical Plan Bike Parking  Public At
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Proposed Improved Bus Stops on Railway Ave
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— Existing bus stops on Railway Avenue:
- no sheller for lransil users

- bus pulls nto bike lane 1o pick up passengers

- slops am nol accessible

= ——————

PO ' =
B ?'r'r fﬁ"f?’i’*v Bl fh

Bus stops have sheller Igr weather protection and are
accessible o all

Bus shelters may lake on a srmsar lorm and character
reminsceat of the histenc iram slops wih direg!
canneclions 1o the proposed Greenway

_ .t '_|'_ X
Bus bay is extended 1o alow sale passage (or cyclists on
Raitway Ave bike lane.



Railway Corridor Greenway
July 1 and October 20, 2012
Public Open House Survey Results

Attachment 3

A total of 238 surveys were completed at both the July 1% and October 20™ public open houses. In
addition, another 50 comments were collected from the annotated maps and boards including the Focus
Group Workshop on September 20",

The following pages summarize key survey results and comments made at these three public engagement

venues.

3702436

How do you think you would use the Greenway?

Watk / Cycle1o1he Shops [T
|
Walk / Cycle 1o the Park [T
Cyciofor Finess - NN

wakfor Fitness

Q% SO% 100%

m % of Respoadents

Do you agree that a 4.0 meter wide multi-use trail
using the former rail bed is the best option?

21%

= Yes
Ho
Do you believe that the historic rail Image is a good
one to use as the brand for this Greenway trail?
" Yes
No

92%

PRCS - 52
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Railway Corridor Greenway
July 1 and October 20, 2012
Public Open House Survey Results

What aspects of the interurban tram history would you
like to see highlighted in the site design?

leons/ Branding  Em————"y
Interpretive Signage/Stories MRS
Tressel Crossings s |
Tram Sealing l
Hydro Pole tighting s | 1 of Responidents

Tram Stops/Shelters  ERERm———
Tram Tracks NS

Best use of the extraspace for the 5 study areas along the
corridor?

Additional Trails  esss=—
Markel S———
Facilitios  e—
DopPark —
Orchard e e |
Communily Gorden |
= ——
[ . =]
e = = )
[ ——— e —as =]

Wetland

Meadow

Grove

| Light Recreation
| Public Ant
Bike Terrain Park
Seating

m = of Respondents

(=]
e
o
=
=]

60 80

Do you support improving bus stops along
Railway Avenue?

10%

@ Yes
No

90%

PRCS - 53
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Railway Corridor Greenway
A Sampling of Comments

Do you agree that a 4.0 meter wide multi-usc trail using the former rail bed is the best
option?

Should be wider.

Full width of existing right of way; use basic trail design with rest areas and some
meandering of trail.

I prefer altemnate trail design 2 where the pedestrian trail is separate from the cyclist trail.
But yes, using the former rail bed is a good idea.

Cover the drainage ditches - more area to play with - less bugs and rats.

Not enough running room, walking room; cycle - lots already; really wider please.

Do you believe that the historic rail image is a good one to use as the brand for this
Greenway trail?

Graphic design looks classy.
Past is interesting, but think about the future as well.

What aspects of the interurban tram history would you like to see highlighted in the site
design?

Very good signage; display i1deas; integrate history with hentage bus stops.

Lots of historical stories & signs & photos/local art.

Wonderfu] for tourists.

Mini-tram for kids as a playground option (like mini-boat on River Rd., W.E. Corridor).
Tram era benches and other street furniture.

Whatever is fine but keep maintenance of adjacent green space in mind.

All would be interesting, but give a contemporary twist to these historic features; avoid
replicas.

Bring back the tram.

Best use of the extra space for the S study arcas along the corridor?

3702436

Branscombe House Gardens, Apple Orchard (water available), see sales (@ Branscombe.
Keep green space. No dog or bike park. Long standing issue with dog residue.

Dog park only if fenced in. Terrain park full length of greenway for x mountain biking.
Washrooms; park areas (playground).

Allow asphalt for bikers & runners.

Bring back the blackberries. The community enjoyed these for years.

Adult fitness 50+ outdoor stations near Burnett Sec. In the big tmangle space; Community
garden; Water fountains; washrooms.

Restore Branscombe House - tea house, snack bar, museum.

Why not a couple of croquet pitches where space will allow; will vendors be allowed to
sell their food or wares?

Pagc 3 of 4

PRCS - 54



Railway Corridor Greenway
A Sampling of Comments

General Comments

Drinking fountains & washrooms; parking for visitors & cyclists.

Try to integrate existing trees - make track winding.

[f wetland is incorporated, please don't restrict dogs! Dog owners are one of the few
groups who actually stop along walks and talk Lo each other.

Foot bridges east/west; remove small drainage ditch - is there a need for two?

Use existing trees especially the birch.

If the Bike Park were placed across from Burnett School in the "triangle" I am pretty sure
the Association would help fund this.

Whatever is done to pave the trail, don't put gravel, pebbles or small rocks.

Every bus stop should have a good shelter.

The Railway Avenue ditch is needed and ok.

1t’s an awesome idea and we look forward to having more options for cycling!

Pure exercise!

Please make rollerblade friendly.

How about a canal that's big enough to acconunodate narrow barges like in Europe.
Plant something you can cat - blueberries, blackberries, crab apples, any wild fruits.

Facilities

3702436

Seating, drinking fountains, Wi-Fi, air for bike tires.

I'live on McCallan near Railway. This is a great idea but would hope there’s design to
help keep noise from disturbing the nearby homes. Would like to see lots of trees and
natural vegetation as a sound buffer.

Ecological restoration 1s very important to me. 1’d love to see restoration of native plant
species and ditch/slough restoration and re-daylighting of streams. I would rather see that
sort of heritage celebrated (ecological) than wide paved surfaces. Creating suitable
habitat for local birds and animals would be educational for residents. Thanks!
Branscombe House should be an element along the way.

Varjed bike terrain would be excellent considering the flat Richmond terrain.

[ think it’s a good idea because I don’t feel safe riding my bike next to the buses.

This is a great opportunity for safely getting from north dyke to Steveston.

Great idea!

Great endcavour! Thanks. Get on with it!
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