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Infill development and upgrading to continue as per current Master Plan
within existing boundary
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Many other improvements will be funded independently by the group or
facility involved in the upgrade.

1 STREETCAR EXTENSION

2 EQUINE CENTRE REDEVELOPMENT

3 JOHN JANZEN NATURE CENTRE UPGRADING
4 FORT EDMONTON PARK PROJECTS
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Fort Edmonton Multi-use Trail and Trolley Line Extension Concept

1. DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT — SCOPE, METHODOLOGY

The project primarily entailed investigation of multi-use trail options around Fort
Edmonton Park, between Whitemud Creek and Whitemud Drive, and the consideration
of an alignment for an extension of a trolley car line from the Fort to the east. The trolley
car system is currently managed by the Edmonton Radial Railway Society (ERRS).

The project process included the following steps.

Q

Q

Establish criteria in terms of physical requirements for the proposed facilities, such
as; slope, width, accessibility aesthetics, materials, operations, etc;

Evaluate existing conditions throughout the study area in relation to the requirements
for the proposed facilities;

Undertake a site and user analysis to determine opportunities and constraints
including potential corridors for a multi-use trail and trolley car route;

Determine feasible trail and trolley car line alignment alternatives within the study
area,;

Assess alternative corridors in detail in terms of environmental, aesthetic and
economic impact and benefit. Obtain input from stakeholders;

Propose preferred trail and trolley car routes based on detailed assessment;

Present assessed alternatives and preferred route to stakeholders and general
public. Incorporate comment from this presentation into design where necessary;
Recommend trail and trolley car routes, for adoption by the City of Edmonton, based
on assessment and stakeholder input.

2. CRITERIA AND PHYSICAL REQUIREMENTS OF PROPOSED FACILITIES

The following criteria provide a guide to the physical requirements of the proposed
facilities. These criteria will assist in determining whether the proposed facilities are
feasible along a potential route.

21

Criteria and requirements for a multi-use (Class 1) trail corridor

The intention for multi-use (Class 1) trails is to provide an all seasons, ‘shared’
access for a wide range of users. The range of potential users for this category of
trail is listed in more detail in the user analysis. The general City of Edmonton
standards for a Class 1 trail (sourced from Ribbon of Green Master Plan, 1992)
are as follows:

Intended to be major route and access trail

(generally) paved — asphalt

2.5 -3.4m wide

corridor cleared to provide clear-zone of 0.75m on each side and 1m on
curves

margins seeded or rehabilitated to match adjacent vegetation
branch height of adjacent trees — 3.5m

maximum sustained gradient of 8% (1:12 5)

maximum limited (short-distance) gradient of 10% (1:10)
crowned or 2% cross-fall for drainage

barrier free access for disabled

EDA Collaborative Inc. 2 07/08/02



Fort Edmonton Multi-use Trail and Trolley Line Extension Concept

3.1

2.2

easy to intermediate degree of difficulty

needs to accommodate frequent vehicular service access
provides frequent rest areas and viewpoints

provides full-scale drainage course and stream crossings

Criteria / requirements for trolley car corridor

envelope of 6.0m vertical space and 3.66 horizontal space

desirable max grade 3-5% (maximum grade 8%)

can utilize shared corridor with vehicles, cyclists and pedestrians

requires (post) supported power cables for trolley car

requires access to frequent and practical pick-up points

maintenance access is contained within track corridor

desirable to have disabled access at main pick-up points

crossings of drainage courses and streams need to be engineered for weight
of trolley car

SITE AND USER ANALYSIS

Existing physical conditions

The overall study area between Whitemud Creek and Whitemud Drive is contained
between the North Saskatchewan River to the north and the river valley side-slope to the
south. The study area contains a variety of developed and natural areas which can be
broadly described in the following precincts. The major developed features of the study
area include Quesnell Bridge, Fort Edmonton and John Jantzen Nature Centre.

Quesnell Bridge precinct

The Quesnell Bridge is a major vehicular bridge across the North Saskatchewan
River. Its southern approaches and interchange (Whitemud Drive) dominate the
eastern portion of the study area and limit the opportunities for trail or trolley car
routes. A 40m wide at-grade corridor is defined between the bridge’'s south
abutment and the river. This corridor also includes the roadway access to Fort
Edmonton and steep slopes down to the river’s edge.

The majority of this precinct has been heavily disturbed due to bridge and
roadway construction. The areas below the bridge abutment are flood prone.

Fort Edmonton and John Jantzen Nature Centre car parks and entries

Immediately west of Quesnell bridge is a large area accommodating permanent
and overflow parking for both Fort Edmonton Park and the John Jantzen Nature
Centre. Pathways providing pedestrian access from the car parks to the Fort and
Nature Centre entries also exist. These are generally 2.75- 3.0m wide concrete.
The pathways, both along the entry road and into the facilities, are generally well
lit with post mounted fixtures.
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Fort Edmonton Multi-use Trail and Trolley Line Extension Concept

This area also has a transit (bus) stop and access facilities for disabled. Public
amenities are available within both the Fort (station) and Nature Centers.

The landscape in this area consists generally of mature planted vegetation in
mown grass with isolated groves of naturalized vegetation.

Fort Edmonton Park

Fort Edmonton Park is a significant City of Edmonton attraction. Its historic
buildings, streets, rail-line and trolley car line utilize most of the relatively flat river
valley between Quesnell Bridge and Whitemud Road. All of the Fort's facilities
are contained within a fenced perimeter to restrict both pedestrian and vehicular
access. Secure access is necessary to ensure the protection and economic
feasibility of the Fort.

A service road, which provides access for maintenance vehicles and visitors to
functions, is located on the river side of Fort Edmonton Park. It generally marks
the edge of the 1:100 year flood level. The fenced boundary is currently
immediately east (on the river side) of the service road.

The west-side of the Fort is defined by a rail line which services the historic
steam train. The line does not currently extend beyond the Fort boundaries. The
Fort security fence is currently immediately west of the rail line.

John Jantzen Nature Centre

The nature centre is a relatively small yet significant facility tucked away to the
south-east of Fort Edmonton Park. It shares the Fort parking area and pedestrian
entry area and utilizes a network of existing granular nature ftrails on the
vegetated river side-slope for nature interpretation.

North Saskatchewan River bank

A relatively undeveloped and naturally vegetated corridor remains north of Fort
Edmonton Park, along the North Saskatchewan River. The river bank corridor
varies between approximately 25m and 55m in width. Infrastructure which
currently exists within the corridor includes, storage and launching area for the
Fort Edmonton “York boat’, a granular walking/cycling trail which is between 1.2m
and 1.8m wide and storm-water outfalls.

The existing granular trail commences just west of Quesnell Bridge and runs
along a relatively flat bench approximately 10m from the river edge and exits at
Whitemud Drive. The formed trail does not currently extend further to the west.

The majority of this precinct lies within the 1:100 year flood zone.
The remnant native vegetation has likely been disturbed at various times in the

past yet has relatively dense canopy coverage and a dense under storey of tall
shrubs.
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Fort Edmonton Multi-use Trail and Trolley Line Extension Concept

River Valley slope

To the south of Fort Edmonton Park lies the steeply sloped and heavily
vegetated River Valley side-slope. This land unit is continuous from Whitemud
Drive/Quesnell Bridge to Whitemud Road. It is defined to the south by 66 Avenue
and the residential neighbourhoods of Riverbend.

This precinct is in a relatively natural state and contains only a network of
granular nature trails (1.2 — 1.5m wide) and some fencing.

3.2 Potential users of trail facilities

The needs of the following potential users of the proposed multi-use trail need to be
considered.

Commuter cyclists

Recreational cyclists (adults and kids)
Cross country skiers

Walkers / hikers

Walkers with dogs (on leash)
Walkers with strollers

Joggers / runners

In-line skaters, scooters, skateboards
Persons with a physical disability

3.3 Assessment Criteria

The following factors were considered during assessment of the potential route options
in relation to the physical and operational constraints and opportunities within the study
area.

e Potential impact on fauna
o Potential visual impact and aesthetics
e Views from adjoining areas and lookouts;
e Views along corridor;
o Aesthetic experience of users.
e safety issues —
e opportunity for casual surveillance;
e access to emergency phone stations
¢ Heritage impact or compatibility
Geotechnical constraints
Drainage constraints, especially flooding
Capital cost
Ease of Construction
Ease and cost of Maintenance
Accessibility
o Slope,
e connections to adjacent neighbourhoods and facilities.
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Fort Edmonton Multi-use Trail and Trolley Line Extension Concept

4.

4.1

DISCUSSION AND COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS OF CORRIDOR OPTIONS

Potential routes for a multi-use trail

There are essentially two main sections of the study area to consider when assessing a
potential multi-use trail within the study area.

The first section is between Whitemud Creek and the west side of Quesnell Bridge
where existing constraints leave essentially one potential route (with possible minor
variations) for a multi-use trail.

The second section from the west side of Quesnell Bridge to Whitemud Road offers
three main alternative routes for a multi-use trail

4.1.1

4.1.2

Whitemud Creek to west side of Quesnell Bridge

Between Whitemud Creek and the west side of Quesnell Bridge there is
essentially only one potential route for a multi-use trail. This lies between the
existing Fort Edmonton access road and the River.

It is assumed that the existing access road to the Fort needs to be maintained
generally in its current configuration including the parking lay-by under the bridge
on the river side of the road. This lay-by is regularly used for unloading of kayaks
and access to the river edge.

East of Quesnell Bridge, the multi-use trail can generally run through an existing
open grassed area between Fort Edmonton Park Road and the river bank. No
removal of vegetation should be required for the trail; however some disturbance
may be necessary when a bridge is provided across Whitemud Creek. Location
of the bridge to the south of the creek mouth would reduce potential aesthetic
impacts on the river edge.

Beneath Quesnell Bridge, the multi-use trail route is constrained between the
existing parking lay-by and the concrete pylon of the bridge. On the river side of
the pylon, the slope drops steeply to the river.

West side of Quesnell Bridge to Whitemud Road

Three main alternative routes were considered for a multi-use trail corridor from
the west side of Quesnell Bridge to Whitemud Road. Since it is not feasible to
direct the trail through Fort Edmonton, the route options are either to the north or
south of the fort. North of the main Fort complex there are 2 potential routes and
to the south of the Fort there is 1 potential route. Even though the routes are
substantially different, they are roughly the same in length.

The following broadly outlines each of the three options considered:
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Option 1 - River edge trail

This route primarily follows the alignment of the existing granular trail which runs
7-15m back from the river edge. Some short sections of new alignment and
grading of the existing bank would be required. Existing vegetation is primarily
woodland with some larger and older trees (black poplar) and shrub under
storey.

The proposed trail through the vegetated area would be approximately 1860m
long and would need to be widened from the current 1.5m to around 4.5m
(assuming a 3m trail and 0.75m clearance either side).

An average corridor of vegetation disturbance of 2.5m could be assumed.

Although the aesthetics of this existing popular route are considerable, the
character would be altered by the clearing and grading required providing the
necessary multi-use corridor width. This alignment would also concentrate
increased use along one route with no other feasible alternative for cyclists.
Pedestrians could alternatively use the granular nature ftrails south of Fort
Edmonton.

This situation would be made worse by the fact that this area is flood prone.
During periods of flooding, the trail would be closed and there would be no
access for cyclists between Quesnell Bridge and Whitemud Road. Cyclists are
currently prohibited from the granular trails south of Fort Edmonton due to
potential conflict with Nature Centre groups. Flooding of the multi-use trail would
likely mean that silt deposits would need to be removed prior to the trail being re-
opened. Regular flooding of an asphalt trail may also reduce the potential life-
span of the asset and result in increased operational costs.

Option 2 — Fort Service Road trail

This route could follow a new alignment through woodland from west of Quesnell
Bridge to the edge of the existing service road. It could then follow either the
edge of the existing service road, outside of the security fence or share the
service road. The latter alternative would require that the security fence be
moved to the south side of the service road. This would also mean that the
numerous accesses into the Fort complex from the service road would need to
be gated and monitored.

The potential route on the river side of the fence has a moderate to steep side-
slope and is heavily vegetated with Aspen. Development of a multi-use trail on
this alignment would result in a cleared corridor of approximately 5m due to the
filling required on the river side.

The potential route which sees the service road shared has major operational
implications for Fort Edmonton Park. Assuming the service road was not
completely widened, the existing 6m wide pavement would need to be split
between the multi-use trail and vehicular use. It would not be reasonable from a
safety point of view to allow un-separated sharing of the service road, especially
for pedestrians and disabled.
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The resulting single lane for vehicles would need to remain 2-way. This could be
supplemented by occasional widening (passing bays) along the service road.
The widening would occur on the river side of the service road and result in
removal of sections of vegetation and some earthworks.

The existing service road is generally at or above the 1:100 year flood level.

Option 3 - Nature Centre trail

This route_would primarily utilize existing or widened concrete pathways from the
west of Quesnell Bridge past the front of Fort Edmonton Park to the John
Jantzen Nature Centre. Minimal impact on existing trees would be required for
this 600m section of trail. Existing lighting, bike racks and furniture could also be
utilized along this section. This route also provides direct access and exposure to
the main entries for both Fort Edmonton and the Nature Centre. Potential
congestion with cyclists and pedestrians in this area would need to be addressed
with signage, pavement treatments and possibly widened pathways.

To the west of the Nature Centre, the muiti-use trail could follow an alignment
which roughly parallels the southern Fort security fence. Depending on slope and
vegetation constraints it may be necessary to follow the existing nature trail
alignment for some short sections of the route. To avoid conflict for users of the
existing trail, it may be necessary to build a new 1.2m trail further up slope for
these sections; maintaining a separated system.

Most of the potential route west of the Nature centre is treed, however a
substantial amount of the potential corridor adjacent to the fence has been
disturbed in the past and the vegetation is not mature. From the west edge of the
Nature Centre through the vegetated area to Whitemud Road is approximately
950m.

Views into the Fort are obtained from a number of locations along this route and
views and the sound of the steam train is a feature of the aesthetic experience.
An alignment, which at various points moves away from the Fort security fence,
would add interest and reduce the negative aesthetics of the fence. Existing
interpretive nodes along the current granular trail could possibly be linked to the
proposed multi-use route.

This potential route meets Whitemud Road at the toe of the river valley slope. A
trail connection adjacent to the road would need to be built (on the eastern side)
to provide access to a possible future bridge across the river at the end of
Whitemud Road. Some minor regrading and modification of existing planted
vegetation may be necessary to provide an off-road trail in this location.

The alternative bridge location to the west could be accessed via City owned
property from Whitemud Road.
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4.2

Potential routes for extension of trolley car line

The existing trolley car service in the study area is currently contained within Fort
Edmonton Park. A separate service is provided across the High Level Bridge into Old
Strathcona. Plans to expand the service from Fort Edmonton include a possible
connection to 114 Street and the neighborhood of Belgravia via the Whitemud
Equestrian Park. The existing trolley car line terminates at the eastern end of 1920
Street with a loop to the trolley car storage building.

Current plans assume provision of a bridge crossing near the mouth of Whitemud Creek
which would accommodate the trolley car line and a multi-use trail. As previously
discussed, an existing open area between Fort Edmonton Park Road and the North
Saskatchewan River would be the most realistic route for the trolley car east of Quesnell
Bridge. The trolley car line could utilize Fort Edmonton Park road, however the cost of
providing track in the road and possible safety risks, could make this option not practical.

The most practical alignment for the trolley car line is in a shared or parallel corridor with
the proposed multi-use trail between Fort Edmonton Park Road and the river. Under the
Quesnell Bridge the two facilities would need to be accommodated between the roadway
and the bridge pylon.

From the west side of Quesnell Bridge there are a number of alternative routes for a
potential extension of the trolley car line outside of Fort Edmonton Park. These are
generally described as follows.

4.2.1 Alignment parallel to Fort service road

This option is currently being considered in conjunction with development of the
proposed Selkirk Hotel at the north end of 1905 Street. The trolley car line could
continue down 1905 Street from the intersection with 1920 Street and run behind
the proposed Hotel. The line could then run between the existing train line and
the Fort service road. Some remnant native vegetation may need to be removed
to accommodate this unless the line ran down the service road.

This alignment requires a significant length of ‘dead running’ before it reaches
the ‘public’ frontage at Fort Edmonton Park road.

4.2.2 Alignment through entry to Fort Edmonton

This option was originally proposed as part of the Fort Edmonton Park master
plan in 1977 and includes a route which extends from the western end of 1920
Street opposite the existing trolley car barns. The extended line would have to
cross the existing rail line and cross the park boundary south of the existing
railway station. The line could then extend through the front of Fort Edmonton,
possibly with designated trolley-stops in front of the Fort and John Jantzen
Nature Centre.

Because of the proximity of the two attractions and their car parks, one central
arrival and departure location for the trolley car may be adequate. The line could
then extend adjacent to or on the existing sidewalk running parallel to Fort
Edmonton Park Road towards the west side of Quesnell Bridge.
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5.1

5.2

A variation on this option would be to run the trolley line down Fort Edmonton
Park Road to the east of Quesnell Bridge. The cost implications of laying track on
the roadway may be prohibitive and there could also be some safety concerns
regarding potential conflict with vehicles.

However, this variation might provide a more ‘historically relevant’ depiction of
how trolley cars previously ran down the middle of Jasper Avenue. Considering
the context of Fort Edmonton Park it may be worth considering this variation in
more detail.

RECOMMENDED CORRIDOR OPTIONS FOR MULTI-USE TRAIL AND
TROLLEY LINE EXTENSION

The following recommended corridors have been presented to the Whitemud Integrated
Plan Advisory Committee, the Edmonton Radial Railway Society and the general public
at an Open House meeting of June 25, 2002, at the John Jantzen Nature Centre.

Recommended multi-use trail corridor

Of the three broad options discussed, the Nature Centre or Fort View trail is
recommended as the most suitable multi-use trail corridor. The primary advantages of
this route are;

Provides additional route while maintaining existing popular trails

Provides link/exposure to Fort and Nature Centre

Offers views (and sounds) of Fort and train

Provides options for trail / stair links to adjoining communities

Utilizes some existing pathways and existing infrastructure such as lighting,
public telephones, seating, etc

Proposed route is above flood zone

Could provide casual surveillance for currently hidden southern boundary of Fort
Cost of construction is comparable to other investigated options

Could provide (emergency) service access to south side of Fort and provide
possible fire buffer

The preliminary budget for this trail option is $467,000. Details of the items included in
this estimate are described in Appendix 1.

Recommended trolley line extension corridor

The recommended alignment for the extension of a trolley car line out of Fort Edmonton
is through the front of Fort Edmonton.

Although a cost estimate for this facility has not been prepared as part of this study, it is
expected that this option would prove the less costly due its shorter run. This alignment
provides greater public visibility for the trolley service as it passes the Fort entry and car
park and provides a functional link to the entries of both Fort Edmonton Park and John
Jantzen Nature Centre. The existing infrastructure, such as light poles and transit stop,
at these locations could also be of benefit. It is understood from discussions with ERRS
that the crossing of the existing rail line within the park would be feasible.
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6. SUMMARY OF ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The three main potential routes for a multi-use trail corridor in the vicinity of Fort
Edmonton Park are all affected by physical and operational constraints to some degree.
There are no unconstrained or ‘easy’ options in this section of the River Valley.

The fact that the potential river edge trail route is subject to flooding makes it unsuitable
from safety, operational and asset preservation perspectives. Widening, upgrading and
adding a large number of extra users to a trail, which is popular in its current condition,
would also not seem supportable.

The potential Fort service road (options) would either require an unreasonable amount of
vegetation removal and grading or unreasonably affect the operations of Fort Edmonton
Park. Although this was the route proposed at a strategic scale in the Ribbon of Green
Master Plan (1992), it does not seem practical on close inspection. Fort Edmonton Park
has grown considerably and has become reliant on secure access to the service road.
The costs associated with modifying the current arrangement would be prohibitive.

The recommended Nature Centre / Fort View multi-use trail route is supportable from
cost, environmental and operational perspectives. The proposed trail alignment is not
flood affected and provides an attractive and functional alternative to the existing river
edge trail.

It should also prove popular with residents of the adjoining residential neighborhoods as
it provides them easy access onto the River Valley’s multi-use trail system. Increased
exposure for trail users to both Fort Edmonton Park and John Jantzen Nature Centre
could benefit both attractions.

The recommended alignment for the extension of a trolley car line out of Fort Edmonton
to the east seems most practical from a cost perspective due its shorter run. This
alignment also provides a functional link to the entries of both Fort Edmonton Park and
John Jantzen Nature Centre.

Considering both proposed facilities will utilize the entry space to the east of Fort
Edmonton, it will be important in the design development phase to carefully
accommodate the current, proposed and potential future uses of this important area.
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Appendix 1

Preliminary Cost Estimate for Nature Centre Multi-use Trail Corridor

Proposed muiti-use trail aligned south of Fort and through Fort Entry; overall trail length 2145m

Item Description Location Quantity Unit Unit Rate Cost
1 New trail through woodland Nature Centre to Whitemud Road 980 M $150 $147,000
2 New frail on exist road Fort entry road 145 $130 $18,850
3 New trail through open area along edge of Whitemud Road 235 M $100 $23,500
4 Bridge to Whitemud Creek 320 M $100 $32,000
5 Widen exist path (add 1m conc.)  Nature Centre towards Bridge 340 M $65 $22,100
6 Trail on existing pavement Nature Centre service road 125 $20 $2,500
7 Street crossings in vicinity of Fort entry 1 each $10,000
8 Construct new gravel trail Nature Centre to Whitemud Road 980 M $40 $39,200
9 Tree replacement Compensation for tree removal item $50,000
10 Signage General item $15,000
11 Furniture General $12,000
12 Planting / landscape rehab General $25,000
13 Lighting General $15,000
14 Fencing (new and modify existing) General item $20,000
15 Roadway modifications River end of Whitemud Drive item $25,000
16 Roadway modifications south end of Whitemud Drive item $10,000
Sub Total $467,150.00
Design & Engineering (12%) $ 56,058.00
Contingency (20%) $ 93,340.00
GST (7%) $ 43158.36
TOTAL $659,706.36
Optional
A Timber stairs to 66 Ave 90 M $250 $22,500
EDA Collaborative Inc. 12 07/08/02






Public Meeting
Whitemud Integrated Plan
Tuesday, June 6, 2000
John Janzen Nature Centre

An open house was held from 5:30 — 7:00 p.m. This was followed at 7:00 p.m. by a
presentation by the committee, along with a “question and answer” period.

Agenda

2 o e

Introduction of Committee Members
Project Background

Review of the Plan

Break and Informal Discussion
Question Period

Wrap-up

Meeting Chairperson: Dave Mclnnes
Meeting Co-Chair: Mildred Richardson

A copy of the agenda, a background information sheet and a written
questionnaire/survey was made available to all.

1.

It was mentioned that members of the committee were in attendance, and would
be available to answer questions.

Dave M. provided some comments in regards to the history of the project.
Information was given about how the City of Edmonton initiated the Whitemud
Integrated Plan Study after a number of groups had put forward proposals for
individual areas.

EDA Collaborative Inc. was retained to carry out the review. A committee was
set up with the following stakeholder representatives:

X3

*

Edmonton Community Services

The Edmonton Equine Society

Fort Edmonton Historical Foundation
Edmonton Radial Railway Society

Edmonton Nature Centres Foundation
FEESA, an Environmental Education Society
Edmonton Natural History Club

Grandview Community League

Riverbend Community League
Citizen-at-Large
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The first meeting was held in December of 1999, continuing on a regular basis
to-date.



The purpose of this committee was to come up with a preliminary conceptual
plan for the area, with information being used from the Ribbon of Green Master
Plan.

Comments and suggestions from the meeting tonight will be taken back to the
committee, who will then re-visit the preliminary plan and incorporate any
changes.

The next step in the process will be for the committee to take the plan to the City
of Edmonton’s Community Services Committee, and then to City Council,
possibly in the fall of 2000.

The Community Services Department will take on the task of working towards the
allocation of capital budget funding to start the implementation of the plan.
Stakeholder groups and individuals will be continuing to work towards their own
goals of achieving funding goals for their specific tasks within the plan.

Mildred Richardson commented that the conceptual plan and this proposal were
built and modified on the consensus of the committee members. The advisory
committee agreed to the following:

< That there will be a no net loss of vegetation through this development.

% Current attractions will continue to operate as they are now, within their
boundaries, following existing master plans.

< All areas will continue to be accessible to the citizens (residents) and visitors
of Edmonton.

% Alternative means of transportation to get to these facilities will be looked at,
with new parking facilities being a last resort.

Penny Dunford took everyone through a review of the plan, following the green
Open House Comment Form. It was noted that Fort Edmonton Park and the
Whitemud Equine Centre both have their own approved master plans, which
have already been approved by City Council.

As the presentations were fairly concise and took less time than anticipated, the
attendees agreed not to have a coffee break. The meeting moved directly into
the question period.

Questions were asked and responses given by various members of the
committee.

% How are you (the Radial Railway) going to Fox Drive?

* (Harvey) Phase 1 of the project will bring the streetcar to Fox Drive, to
connect with an existing transit bus stop. It will follow Fox Drive along
Belgravia Road until it reaches 72" Avenue. Given the demand for the
use of the Whitemud Equine Centre, this might be a way to use the
existing parking lot here at the Nature Centre and a way to get people
over to the Whitemud Equine Centre. Phase 2 will probably not get
approval until the 114" Street LRT line/station is in place.

< Who would be responsible for funding the streetcar expansion?
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* “You can’t get funding until you get approval...... and you can'’t get
approval until you get funding”.
= Figures discussed included $1.7 million dollars and $3.1 million dollars.

What are the ridership levels on the streetcar line?

* The streetcar has been running for four (4) years. In 1999 the ridership
was 40,000. It has been increasing on an average of 7,000 to 8,000 per
year.

Belgravia community league is within the boundaries of the Whitemud

Integrated Plan. Why aren’t they included in the stakeholder list? Belgravia

needs to be a major part of this project.

= This could be looked at, but it would be up to the Community League to
make the contact to get involved.

Pedestrian walkway — CP bridge. Loop for Whitemud park? What is the

long-term plan for this?

* Not in the plan at this point. Could possibly go back to City Council to get
a loop added in. Long term plan would be looking at the year 2009?7?
Would probably not get looked at until the 114" Street LRT is in.

Ralph — A question about the South LRT extension (and the Streetcar). How

much is this going to cost and who is going to pay for it?

* |t was noted that the Edmonton Radial Railway Society has their plans
included in the conceptual plan, to be there for future use.

* Because this is just a conceptual plan, there are no budget dollars
assigned.

= The Society and other Not-for-Profit groups are going to be working really
hard to self-fund their parts of the project. When the Streetcar was put in
on 109" Street in 1994, the Society did not ask the City for any funding.

Public washrooms — A question about having two (2) public washroom

facilities so close to each other. It was suggested that Keillor Road might be

a better location for a second facility.

* There is a public washroom located at the Whitemud Equine Centre,
although this doesn’t seem to be widely known.

Why not have only one washroom facility, more centrally located? Or move

one of the proposed facilities to the eastern edge of the area for this plan?

= |t was noted that facilities are need in the winter for people using the
tobogganing hills and the other one for the use of kids during programs
that are being held in that area (Whitemud Creek Ravine is heavily used
by groups for programming).

Would both washroom facilities be used/operational all-year-round?
* The trail system is used extensively year-round (all seasons).
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“I think that you should look very seriously at having just one washroom

facility”.

* This will be looked at with the other comments/suggestions that were
received tonight.

Another suggestion was made to have just a “seasonal” facility for the

toboggan hill users, and one available for the summer users.

= Again, this will be looked at with the other comments/suggestions that
were received tonight.

Are there any plans on extending the trail going from the bridge to Whitemud
Park, to Westbrook, Whitemud Hills area to 23 Avenue?
This trail already exists and there are no plans to make any changes to it.

What are the feelings in regards to the participation of FEESA?
= FEESA decided not to continue being a part of the committee about half-
way through the process.

Edmonton Natural History Club — involved in the Fox Farm issue.

= They feel that the natural vegetation and reforestation process is very
important in maintaining the natural species.

* The South area of Fox Farm will be helped along in it's regeneration to a
natural state, but other areas will be left alone to reforest naturally.

It was suggested that a “mini work farm” may have been a good idea.
* The proposal for Fox Farm was very extensive, but this was not
considered.

A citizen was concerned about the horses from Fort Edmonton Park “eating

the last blades of grass” in the Fox Farm area.

* Bryan M. spoke on these horses. FEP would like to be considered for
keeping their horses on a small portion of Fox Farm.

* Long term —looking at a lesser number of horses and re-seeding so that
their would be a natural way for horses to eat.

* FEP would like to be involved in the re-naturalization and re-seeding of
this area.

= The horses originally grazed on FEP lands, but it was insufficient to feed
them over the winter and there wasn’t enough land to keep the horses

properly.

Is the area at Fox Farm being used by the department right now on a long

term basis?

* The department will only being using this area until a more permanent
facility can be found for the C/RV service area staff. All equipment would
be moved out of the Fox Farm area at that time.



As there were no other questions, people were asked to leave their comments or
suggestions with the committee, along with their name and address (which was
optional). Information from this meeting would be mailed out to those leaving their
mailing address.

Members of the committee would be available for a short time to answer any other
guestions.

The formal part of the meeting adjourned at approximately 7:50 p.m.
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