CHAPTER V-

THIS chapter contains a remew of potentzal fundmg sources for the North
Saskatchewan River Valley and Ravme System Concept Plan These potenttal sources

: mast be exammed further at the Master Plan stage to prooe their feastbzhty Thzsi

chapter onthnes a proposed land acqmsttton strategy and recommends four crtterra'

for prrortzmg pro]ects for constructton
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.:A FIII\IIIII\I(: suum:ts

'- A brief descr1pt1on of each potentlal fundlng source
S follows : . ‘

ey ‘URBAN PARK PROGRAM R
 PHASEIIGRANT =

. Edmonton is el1g1ble for $15 m1111on in funchng[ '
through this program extending to March 31,1999."
These funds may be used for. plannlng, de51gn con- .

- struction and land. acqu1s1tron purposes connected t

e Wlth the Plan -

a2 TOURISM GRANTS o

- Tounsm grants “and «tourism 1ndustry fundmg 0
" should be v1gorously sought for appropriate projects -
- within the river valley and ravine system. Edmon-: -
.. tonParks and Recreation and the Edmonton Tourisin:
and Conventmn authority should work hand in hand =
‘to 1dent1fy prOJects -which mutually address’ tourlsm?'

. - objectives and tiver, valley planning goals. In partlc—
- ular, development of facilities at the Valley Zoo, Fort -
L 'Edmonton Park and Muttart Conservatory, _whlch o
o already are strong tourism- attractors, should be a «
. - focus of this fundlng The nattral environment.of *
- _Edmonton s-river valley is:also recogmzed for its 6 COMMUNITY AND PRIVATE
~ tourism potentlal and: projects for’ trail or park- ' '
~ development could also be cons1dered for tounsm' B

- fundmg

3. PARKLAND PURCHASE |
" RESERVE ACCOUNT (P-P. RA)

S The PP, R A recelves fundmg from sales of SUE= :
" plus parks propertres 'These indlude some residen-
tial and all 1ndustr1al lands. Revenues frofn: lease OF-
- rental of propernes alse accrue to this fund, Thisfund” ;
_ presently ﬁnances some $2 million in capltal projects
© _and land acquisition for Parks and Recreatlon annu~. .
’ally Itis proposed that a sum of $2 million, per year -
.. betargeted to river valley and ravine. development ;
o 'beglnmng in- 1992 | : :

4, GENERAL FINANCING

_ Tris proposed that the City fund river valley and.
L ,__ravme pro_]ects chrectly from its pay-as-you-go .
‘sources in the. amount _of $2 nulhon annually bcgm— :

mng in’ 1994

-5, OTHER PROJECTS OF TH_E CITY

A number of City pro;ects relate to or.will affect-_ ‘

: the river valley andravine systern. These are described -,
i Chaptcr I, Séction A. These : projectsmay, prowde, S
- opportunitics to build on work identified and‘funded
e by other City’ Departments Noteworthy exaniples” -
- 1nclude the Rossdale Water Intake Relocation, West
LRT extensmn ‘and. Clover Bar Landfill Restoration . -
~"projects. It is: proposed that these projectsbe examined.
- with respect to river valley planmng goals and that
. relevant aspects of the projects be dovetailed. Ifthe -
“river valley route for the-Rossdale Water Intake is
" selected potential exists to’ develop trails over the =

: "water line from Terw1llegar Park to Groat Bridge. -
.. Cost-sharing of river crossings should also be'exa- .

mined at the Prelnmnary Design Phase. Some land-‘ S
easemnent  fequirements - would also serve ‘both ™.
S projects: One alternatlve route for a West LRT line
" _would requlre .a’ river crossmg in . the
' -v1c1mtv of the Whitemud pedestrian/strectcar bridge”
_and may. provide muttral benefits. The C1ty istequired . © -

" toreclaimthe Clover Bar’ Landﬁll Srte uponclosare.. -
2 This: work is ﬁnanced through . _Environmental "~ ..

" Sefvices and is tentat1vely scheduled for 1993/ 1994 NRTI

although thls may be delayed

SECTOR FUN DIN G

Commumty groups and orgamzanons suchas the'
_ -'~commumtv Icagues, area councils and récreation’
- organizations have repeatedly demonistrated- their -
- - ability and interestin funding prOJects of beneﬂt to -
the quality: of life in Edmonton. Recreatlon groups. .
“should be. encouraged to Support projects ﬁnanaally o
- Recreation facility or amenity development, portions - - - .
-, ~of park development and commuinity access trailsare ©. = *
"~ “some aspects of development which-may be targeted- _
" for community fundmg Developer ﬁnancmg of top- S
. of-bank walksis reqmred by the city.and many
*developers havé supported park development proJ ects- -
“which benefit their lands. This thinking. may be
‘extended.to pl’O_]CCtS within the scope of the river val- ©
" ley and ravine plan Untapped potential exists to.. - o
o '1ncorporate prlvate SeCtor fundlng Theése could"x o
. include concession development or facility- develop~ . .
“ment funding and’ corporate sponsorshlps of prOJects o
_such as brldges and amemty bulldlngs :

N
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S -fPotentIaI Fundmg Sources and Phasmg (m $ 000 s)
e (Figures are not inflated) .
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r_s_e_presentsrc_love_r B_ar Landflll reclamatian enly

e

1995

o

Year a | 1989 1990

1. Utban L L :-7 0 600
.7, Parks Grant . .0

C2Pakland < 0 -0 -

Purchase
Reserve * .

3-.7"Teurism.', o : 1.-.0 \ 0 B

4'_5G"enrera.l"f U 0 Lo -

“: -5.'_‘cher"_l_=‘rejeets 0 -0 .

o 6.Community& . 0 0

. Private Funding - -

1999

400 -

1992
5000

- 2000

1500

- -850

- 1993°
2500

2000+

| 2000

3000 -

850

1994

~ 2000

850

3200

2000 .

2000

3000

3150

2000

2000

+.2000.

850

250

1996
2000
. 2000
1500

2000

1850

250

1997

2000 -

" 1500

2000

250

750

1998

2060

1500

2000

850 .

Total

15000

14000 "

12000

10000

6000* -

5450 -

Z.Gans . o o

Toals 0 &0

- 280

6100

10600,

250

13300

10250 .

8600

7350

1750 -

64200

. Figure

‘ '7 GRANTS _
Prov1nc1al and Pederal grants may. be fruItful L
o -'sources of ﬁnancmg for river - valley - -and- ravite

~ -projects. These’ fundlng sources should be v1g0rously o

- sought for appropriate prOJects Grants related to' -
~ environmental ‘restoration and conservation and .
: employment gmnts should, be partlcularly targeted

400

_ Flgures 6and 7 show a potentlal ﬁnanclng scheme e
for-the Concept Plan through 1999. These funding
. sources should be further assessed to determme their .

"fe:151b111ty and confirm fundlng targets in'the Master _'
Plan phase at the same time: program statement and

"costs are being reﬁned
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POTENTIAL FUNDING flgures not Inﬂated

FUNDING PHASI.NG
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U,,rb_ah )
. Parks-.
F_’rogram

- Reserve = 1 " Finance _Projects .
Acct : R R _ )

Parkland = - ":'I'o'l‘.ir'i'sfh' o General - '(Oather .L._‘Com'r'r‘]‘_uriity Otﬁér_GranIs-'
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. 1 ‘Secure Iong—term easements reqmred at’ nommal-
* wvalues recognizing: eventual réquirement for pro-
" vision of Environmental and Mum(:lpal Reservcs‘-
upon. subd1v1510n : '

B I.AN“ Acnl"srl'lnm S'I'RA'I'EGY o Purchase of pcrrnanent casements for requlred-
Land acqulsluon strategy shouid rccogmze the
eventual acquisition of areas of the river valley and
ravine. system adjacent to undevelopcd land through’
" Reserves. ‘kand which.is required before adjacent:
development occurs should be approached in these -
: '-ways ' 3

lands which are unlikely to sublelde becausc of
‘their size ‘or location, :

" 3. Negotiate with the Provincial Govcrnment for

transfer oflands within their ownershlp inthe river”
valley and ravine system at nominal values.
4. Outrlght purchase of propertles as a ﬁnal resort

Appendlx 2 lllustratcs land ownershlp w1th1n the
study area. : g
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€. CRITERIA FOR PRIORITIES

." tem: The goal in estabhshmg criteria for prlorltles is

o develop an approprlate sequence for carrylng out;f

o Lthe work L

The C1ty of Edmonton and the Parks and Recrea— =

Sevéral - priorities are relevant to the North

Saskatchewan Rlver Valley and Ravmc System Con— g

cept Plan: -
Categones 3, 5 and 6 are most hkely to be appllcable
“to parkand trail development projects in the North: .

_ Saskatchewan Rrver Valley and Ravme System Conr '
- cept Plan : R ‘ ‘

: Councﬂ comrmtment
2 Conservanon of ex1st1ng assets

"}':‘.1‘3e:'(,3_01:laborat1v§ prpjf?_?t?-'-_",'it-' Ny

*4. Optimizing operations of existing assets. "~

-5, Extending f}Jn_d-ar_nental' servi:oes to unserved: areds.

_6-;'_r?r_éjécts B‘_*er‘ue'fi',ttiﬁg_"'lo;al:.e;Snghi'y. o 5 P

.-.. ;Park_sf&';;Reereatioii: Depafmhti Criteria o

PO ek

o - valley :
b _3.';Apphcable to spec1ﬁc prolects Wh1ch may have R
" community ‘O group SUppOTt,.grants, private cor= 1.7

T

L

fr-Not apphcable
- May be apphcable to |

tributions.or cost shate Wlth other City projects.

i, :May be apphcable to ex1st1ng fac111t1es w1th1n the
. plan dred. o o
L5 App ‘cable 40 bas1c works m areas of the fiver val— .
" ley and ravines ot formally developed:. . \ ;
6, May: apply: e’ prOJects supportlng econormc DR
o development or-tourisg- stratnges or those gener— S
‘ ally addmg to: quahty of hfe R

Corporate pr1or1ty cr1ter1a are 1mposed upon the

- "rranked prlontles of City departments to ensuremost
: ﬁnanced throughout the Cor— L ;j

«_poratlon S e v
: Corporate pr1or1ty categortes relevant to North

B Saska“tchewan River Valley and Ravme pro_]ects are-.' b

| (1n rank order)

L #240 econormc devel()pment and promonon

: *_\'#270 support of human and soc1al envn'onment Ze
: Co I prails -and fac1l1t1es : RS
;3 E'Pn,orlty should be glveﬂ‘ to port1ons of the overall.-'_ o
_‘plan Whlch show Cost = sharmg beneﬁts through.,; v
- otherCity| projects or through alternatrve sourcesi‘—" S
- of ﬁnancmg (cornrnumty prlvate sector grants,. B

. ,C1ty w1de o

- ’#3'9_0 support of human and soc1al envrronment :'.

‘enhanced level of Serwce/new serv1ce

: The follovvlng criteria derlved from the Depart-.' e
- mental and’ Corporate priorization systems are

.recommended. They aré presented in order of impor-

- :—”5‘tance However, 1t 18 mtended that they be v1ewed o

h011st1cally 50 that PrﬂJeCtS Wh1ch best address the L

“group of criteria overall would be selected over those
Wthh address only one ' o

1 Prlorlty should |

~ithe routé.

etc.)

-,-land 15in: Clty ownershlp

i EfftonCnptPln e

':'c'ilities 'existing in- r.lver‘-‘ L

given to extendmg the System:g
logicilly; tying into exrstmg ‘trail systems, city-- .
e wide faell1t1es and ad_]acent ne1 hbourhoods alongr T

. t10n Department each elnploy a Capital project pri= - -
. orities system which'is. appl]ed o all projects. '

o The underlymg assumptlon of the phasmg and_
Lo _ﬁnancmg proposalsis  that the entire system proposed -
__"‘;w111 be built. The goal for’ ﬁnanclng is to identify -~
- rheans: sufﬁc1ent to.provide funds for the entire- SYS=. -

2. Priority- should beg glven to areas of populatlon not.
. presently served by’ forfnal erCI‘ valley and ravme S

}l_;,'Phbrlty should be g1ven to proyects in areas where,: e

I

coocodcie

'.‘__:(f(" C

s
s






