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Executive Summary 
In the Regional District of Fraser-Fort George, the Regional Parks System plays an 
important role in providing opportunities for the public to access and enjoy scenic 
and historically significant locations for a range of outdoor recreational activities, 
thereby enhancing the quality of life for present and future residents of the region. 

Building from preceding Plans, the purpose of this updated Regional Parks Plan is 
to establish a framework for acquisition, development and operation of Regional 
Parks and trails, and to set policies and priorities to guide the Regional District in 
developing a Regional Parks System that reflects the character and values of the 
Fraser-Fort George residents over the next 10 years.  

In this Plan, the “Regional Parks System” refers to the parks and trails that are 
secured and administered by the RDFFG.  Regional Parks are just one part of a 
larger system of parks, trails and outdoor recreation areas managed by federal, 
provincial and local governments as well as nongovernment organizations and 
commercial enterprises (see Section 3.4).  It is the intention of the RDFFG to 
complement and coordinate with this overall network of parks and trails in the 
region, but not duplicate the services of other agencies in fulfilling its Regional 
Parks mandate. 

In this context, the RDFFG has two primary roles to play in supporting parks and 
trails: 

 To identify, acquire, establish, develop, operate and maintain Regional 
Parks under the Regional Parks Bylaw; and 

 To coordinate with and support the efforts of other levels of government 
and community organizations in establishing, developing and 
maintaining other types of parks, recreational areas and open spaces that 
address goals and objectives similar to the Regional Parks System.  

The Plan Review Process 
The review and revision of the Regional Parks Plan took approximately a year to 
complete and was conducted in four phases:   

1. Analysis of the Current System;  

2. Outreach – Gauging the Demand;       

3. Draft Plan Developing and Review; and   

4. Finalizing the Plan. 

The review process included four key consultative components:  

 the Regional Parks Advisory Committee;  

 two rounds of public surveys and public information sessions; 

 consultation by email, phone and in person with key stakeholder interests; and  
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 information sharing on the RDFFG’s website.  

Vision and Goals  
Building from the 1986 Regional Parks Plan and public input, the vision for the 
RDFFG’s Regional Parks for the next 10 years is a system that: 

 Secures, protects and stewards lands and water features of recreational,  
environmental and historic value to the Region and its communities; 

 Provides day-use facilities for rewarding outdoor recreational opportunities; 

 Preserves the environmental and heritage values represented in the parks; 

 Moves toward an interlinked system of public trails and open spaces in 
coordination with other park and trail systems in the Region; 

 Fosters understanding and appreciation of the Region’s natural values;  

 Incorporates the RDFFG’s climate change targets; and 

 Enhances the way of life of current and future residents of the Region. 

The main goals of the RDFFG are: 

1. To provide residents of (and visitors to) the region with a range of outdoor 
recreation opportunities within developed park areas which are designed 
primarily for day use, and which are representative of the region’s natural 
environment, recreation and heritage resources; and  

2. To create and/or complete trail-based linkages among regional, provincial and 
municipal park and trail systems. 

Management Policies 
The Plan (section 4.4) sets out management policies to accomplish these goals that 
relate to the following topics: 

 The role of Regional Parks within an overall outdoor recreation system. 

 Defining the need for Regional Parks in the context of the population growth 
and changing needs in the region. 

 The types of uses permitted within Regional Parks. 

 Planning for individual parks as well as the system as a whole. 

 Park operations and management including Mountain Pine Beetle management. 

 Climate change adaptation and mitigation. 

 Park facilities and improvements. 

 Supporting barrier-free access in Regional Parks. 

 Public information and education about Regional Parks. 

 Acquisition and disposition of regional park properties. 

 Donations and memorials. 
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 Partnerships and volunteers. 

 Financing Regional Parks and trails. 

Priorities for Existing Regional Parks 
Chapter 5 summarizes the status and features of the 11 Regional Parks currently in 
the Regional Parks System, and prioritizes the improvements and projects to be 
completed in each park over the next 10 years. These are summarized in the 
following table. 

Project Summary for Existing Regional Parks in Fraser-Fort George:  

  Priority: 

Park Project Summary High Medium Low 

Berman Lake ATV parking and staging area 
including appropriate consultation and 
signage 

 ●  

Cedarside Fencing around pine beetle managed 
area and a reforestation plan  

Install barrier and signs, restore steep 
bank to lakeshore 

Install highway signs 

Research Cranberry Lake water quality 
improvements 

● 
 
● 
● 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
● 

George Hicks Add interpretive signage  

Trail connection between park and 
visitor’s centre 

Install second viewing area  

 
 

● 
● 
● 

 

Giscome Portage 
(Huble 
Homestead 
Historic Site) 

Invasive plant removal  

Install highway signs 

Prepare a park management plan  -
address power supply 

● 
● 

 
 
● 

 

Harold Mann 
(Eaglet Lake) 

Install a picnic shelter  

Install road signs  

Mitigate the seepage in lawn  

Development of north side of park 

● 
● 
 

 
 
● 
 

 
 

● 
John Dahl   Install designated parking area  

Install a second pit toilet 

Install road signs  

Improve viewpoints  

Consider handover to District of 
Mackenzie 

● 
● 
 

 
 

● 
● 

 
 
 
 
 
 

● 
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  Priority: 

Park Project Summary High Medium Low 

Koeneman Install highway signs  

Determine fate of Koeneman House 
with community 

Riparian restoration  

Work with McBride to determine 
community trail connections to park 

Investigate  boat launch  

● 
● 

● 
 

 
 
 
 
● 

● 

 

Kristian Winther Riparian restoration  

Invasive plant removal  

Install highway signs  

● 
● 
● 

  

McMillan Creek Trail improvements to mitigate erosion 

Trail development in north portion of 
park. 

● 
 
 

 
● 

 
 
 

Ness Lake Mitigate lakeshore erosion  

  

● 
 

  

Wilkins Install highway signs  ●   

Totals  18 11 3 

Proposed Regional Parks 
Chapter 6 proposes a set of criteria for guiding the acquisition of future Regional 
Parks, and then discusses 12 areas that were raised during the course of the public 
review as sites for potential future Regional Parks.  Of these, Tabor Lake, a site in 
the Hixon area, McKirdy Road (Cranberry Marsh) and Horseshoe Lake are 
identified as sites to pursue as future Regional Parks.  Expanding the trail 
connections in the Cranbrook Hill area to Wilkins and McMillan Creek Parks, in 
collaboration with the City of Prince George, is a high priority; and in the long term, 
future connections to Fort George Canyon and the Vivian-Verdant Lake area are 
also considered.  Other actions on the part of the RDFFG are recommended with 
respect to the Ancient Forest, Fort George Canyon, Summit Lake recreation area, 
Spittal Creek, and Lost Lake areas.  

Implementation 
Chapter 7 indicates broad estimates for operational and capital budgets for Regional 
Parks over the next 10 years, and discusses possible sources of additional funds for 
the Regional Parks Reserve Fund.  
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1.0   Introduction 
The Regional District of Fraser-Fort George (RDFFG)1 first adopted an Official 
Regional Parks Plan in 1981 (Bylaw No. 465).  A revised Plan was subsequently 
adopted by the District Board in 1986 (Bylaw No. 724). Revisions to the Plan were 
developed in 1993 and 1998 but were not adopted.  In the intervening years, the 
needs of the District’s population have changed, new legislation concerning 
Regional Parks has come into effect and trends in park and trail use have evolved.  
In addition, the Regional District’s 2006 Strategic Priorities report points to 
enhancing “recreation opportunities within Regional Parks” as it strives towards 
healthy communities in the region.  

1.1.   Purpose of this Plan 
Building from the preceding Plans, the purpose of this updated Regional Parks Plan 
is to establish a framework for acquisition, development and operation of Regional 
Parks and trails, and to set policies and priorities to guide the Regional District in 
developing a Regional Parks System that reflects the character and values of the 
Fraser-Fort George residents.  

This new Plan draws from the 1986 Plan and draft 1993 and 1998 revisions, as well 
as projects that have been completed over the past 14 years.  Recent input from the 
public received in the preparation of this update has also guided this document.  

1.2.   Role of Regional Parks  
In this Plan, the “regional” parks system refers to the parks and trails that are 
secured and administered by the RDFFG.  Regional Parks are just one part of a 
larger system of parks, trails and outdoor recreation areas managed by federal, 
provincial and local governments as well as nongovernment organizations and 
commercial enterprises (see Section 3.4).  It is the intention of the RDFFG to 
complement and coordinate with this overall network of parks and trails in the 
region, but not duplicate the services of other agencies in fulfilling its Regional 
Parks mandate. 

In considering the complete system of parks, trails and open spaces in the Region, 
the general role of the regional park system is to provide opportunities for the 
public to access and enjoy scenic or historically significant locations for a range of 
outdoor recreational activities such as hiking, walking, boating, fishing, picnicking 
and swimming.   

                                                      

1 In this Plan, the local government entity, the Regional District of Fraser-Fort George, is 
referred to as the Regional District or the RDFFG.  The Regional District as a geographic area 
is referred to as the Fraser-Fort George region or simply the Region.  
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The regional park system is intended to complete the range between provincial and 
municipal parks by providing primarily day-use facilities for these outdoor 
recreation opportunities.  In the next 10 years, the RDFFG also intends to focus on 
providing linkages among provincial, regional and municipal parks in cooperation 
with its park agency counterparts. 

1.3.   Role of the Regional District 
The RDFFG has two primary roles to play in supporting parks and trails generally 
and Regional Parks specifically: 

 To identify, acquire, establish, develop, operate and maintain Regional 
Parks under the Regional Parks Bylaw. The Regional District allocates 
funds to a Regional Parks budget for this purpose.  The Regional District 
may contract out some development, operational and maintenance 
services to member municipalities and community organizations, the 
funds for which are provided under its Regional Parks budget. 

 To coordinate with and support the efforts of other levels of government 
and community organizations in establishing, developing and 
maintaining other types of parks, recreational areas and open spaces that 
address goals and objectives similar to the Regional Parks System.  
Financial support can be provided, on application, through the Regional 
District’s grants-in-aid program.  The RDFFG may also support these 
efforts through park budget allocation and ‘in kind’ activities, such as 
providing equipment, staff time and/or advice, administrative and office 
support.  

1.4.   Structure of this Plan  
This Plan has three main parts: 

 Introduction – includes this chapter and chapter 2, which describes the process 
used to review and update the Plan. 

 The Current Situation – chapter 3, which describes the context for Regional 
Parks in the Region. 

 The Next 10 Years – chapters 4 to 7, which present the Vision, Goals, Objectives 
and Policies guiding regional park decisions; the priorities for existing and future 
Regional Parks and trails; and the associated financial mechanisms for realizing 
the Plan.  
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Regional Parks Advisory 
Committee: 

District of Mackenzie 

Village of McBride 

City of Prince George  

Village of Valemount 

 

2.0   Methodology – the Plan Review Process 

2.1.   The Approach  
The review and revision of the Regional Parks Plan was conducted in four phases: 

1. Analysis of the System: The first phase consisted of gathering an accurate 
description of the current park system in the Regional District based on 
existing inventories, maps and past plans, communications with Regional 
District staff and visits to all the existing Regional Parks.  This phase also 
included a review and analysis of demographics, legislation and trends that 
affect parks, trails and recreation in the RDFFG. 

2. Outreach – Gauging the Demand: Phase 2 focused on the future Regional 
Park system through the eyes and ideas of the public, community 
stakeholders, the member municipalities and other agencies in the Regional 
District.   

3. Draft Plan Development:  Based on the results of the first two phases, along 
with the existing plan and relevant background materials, the consulting 
team prepared a draft of an updated Regional Parks Plan. After review with 
staff and the Regional Parks Advisory Committee (see below), the draft plan 
was presented on the RDFFG website and at a second round of public 
sessions, to gain comments from the public and stakeholders.  

4. Finalizing the Plan: The results of all of the consultation (see Appendices) 
were reviewed and changes to the draft plan were incorporated with final 
direction from staff and the Advisory Committee.  A final summary of the 
document and process was presented to the Regional District Board. 

2.2.   Outreach and Consultation  
There were several ways in which the opinions and ideas of the public and 
stakeholders were gathered in the review process. 

2.2.1 Regional Parks Advisory Committee 
A Regional Parks Advisory Committee was formed at 
the start of the park planning process.  The committee 
was composed of one representative from each of the 
four municipalities to provide feedback at key stages 
of the process, to help ensure that the plan that meets 
the objectives of the Region’s member communities.  
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2.2.2 Public Information Sessions & Public Surveys 
Input from the public was sought in two rounds of consultation that both included 
public information sessions and a public survey. 

Round 1:  

The intent of the first round of public consultation was to gather information about 
public use of the RDFFG’s Regional Parks as well as opinions and suggestions for 
the future Regional Parks System.  

The public survey was designed and mailed to key stakeholder organizations, 
posted on the RDFFG’s website, provided at a variety of public front counters, and 
was available at the public sessions.  Survey responses were collected from October 
15 to November 21, 2009.  The responses revealed opinions about use and 
management of existing parks and ideas for future parks and trails. In total, 202 
surveys were completed, of which 159 (79%) were completed online.  Just over half 
of the respondents were from Prince George, with the remaining surveys coming 
from elsewhere in the Regional District and only a small percentage coming from 
elsewhere in BC.  

The first round of public sessions was held to inform residents about the review 
process and to provide a venue for asking questions and sharing comments.  These 
sessions occurred in Valemount (Nov 18 afternoon), McBride (Nov 18 evening), 
Prince George (Nov 19 evening) and Mackenzie (Nov 20 evening) and involved a 
short presentation and interactive displays.   

A combined total of 26 people attended the public sessions in Valemount and 
McBride; 39 people signed in at the public session in Prince George.  Despite the 
best efforts to advertise the event, no members of the public attended the Mackenzie 
public session.  

Appendix A summarizes the results of the survey and public sessions.  These 
results are applied and referenced throughout this Plan.  

Round 2: 

The purpose of the second round of public consultation was to seek input on the 
draft plan.  Following a review of the draft by RD staff and the Advisory 
Committee, public information sessions were organized. 

In total, three public sessions were held in the Villages of McBride (June 1, evening), 
Valemount (June 2, afternoon), and the City of Prince George (May 31, evening).  In 
lieu of a public session in Mackenzie, the Draft Plan and survey were provided to 
Council for review and input.  In general, attendance at these public sessions was 
lower than that for the first round of public sessions, with a combined total of 24 
people attending the sessions in the Robson Valley, and 9 people attending the 
session in Prince George.   

As with the first round of public session, information on the park planning process, 
including a questionnaire, was posted on the RDFFG website, distributed at public 
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venues and available at the public sessions.  Questionnaire responses were collected 
from May 1 to June 18, 2010. 

The public questionnaire sought input on the policies and recommendations 
outlined in the plan.  In total 48 responses were received, just under half of which 
were completed online.  The majority of the responses came from the Village of 
Valemount (37%), followed by those from the City of Prince George (22%).   

Appendix B summarizes the results of the second round of survey responses and 
public sessions.   

2.2.3 Stakeholder Consultation 
A list of stakeholders and community groups with direct interests in the Regional 
Parks System was compiled with the assistance of RDFFG staff based on past 
experience and correspondence. The list grew as more information was gathered 
through the first round of public sessions and survey.  A total of 50 representatives 
were contacted by letter and invited to attend the public session and complete the 
survey. 

As a result of the public process held in November 2009, several potential park sites 
were identified.  Subsequently, representatives from relevant organizations were 
identified and contacted by letter, email and/or phone with specific questions about 
their interests with the goal of gaining more insight into these sites and how the role 
that the Regional District  in their management.  A total of 8 people or organizations 
were contacted and information was received from six.  The information received 
through this targeted consultation supplemented the general public input in 
helping to inform chapter 5 (further development of existing parks) and chapter 6, 
(future park acquisitions and opportunities).  

2.2.4 RDFFG Website 
The RDFFG website was used as an information sharing tool.  It contained 
information for the public on the process, notifications of upcoming public sessions 
and links to the surveys.  The draft Regional Parks Plan was posted on the website 
for public review and comment.  As mentioned above, the website link was 
instrumental in attaining survey results. 
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3.0   The Context for Regional Parks in the RDFFG 

3.1.   Description of the Regional District 
The RDFFG encompasses 52,000 km2 and accounts for 6% of British Columbia’s 
land base.  It is a vast and ecologically rich landscape, with mountain passes, the 
Interior Plateau, and numerous rivers and valleys, including the Rocky Mountain 
Trench.  The northern portion of the region lies within the sub-arctic boreal forest 
and the southern portion is comprised of the dry forest belt.  A unique interior 
rainforest is located between Prince George and the Robson Valley. 

In terms of transportation corridors, the Yellowhead Highway (HWY 16 – East-
West), the John Hart Highway (HWY 97 - North), and the Cariboo Highway (HWY 
97 - South) travel through the region.  Mackenzie is accessed by Highway 39, and 
the North Thompson Highway (HWY 5) traverses the eastern portion of the 
Regional District.  Railway corridors also cross the region from east to west and 
north to south. 

There are four municipalities and 7 electoral areas in the RDFFG.  For the purposes 
of this Regional Parks Plan, the overall Regional District was divided into three park 
planning areas (Figure 1).   

 

 
Figure 1. Park Planning Areas in the Regional District of Fraser-Fort George. 
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The park planning areas were established to guide public consultation and to 
examine the Regional Parks System in the context of the overall region and the sub-
regions that reflect the areas typically serviced by Regional Parks. 

3.2.   Demographic Trends in the Regional District 
The most recent Statistics Canada 
Census (2006) recorded a population of 
just over 92,000 in the RDFFG,  a decline 
of 3.3% since 2001 and 6.9% since 1996 
(Figure 2). 

Over 85% of the region’s population 
lives in its municipal areas, with the 
majority residing in Prince George 
(Table 1).  This is a significant factor in 
the management of existing Regional 
Parks as well as planning for future 
parks and trails. 

Table 1. Population distribution in the RDFFG 

 2006 Census 
Population 

Land Area 
(km2) 

Population Density 
(people/km2) 

Municipality 
District of Mackenzie 4,539 212.7 21.3 

Village of McBride 660 4.43 149.0 

Village of Valemount 1,018 4.0 254.5 

City of Prince George 71,030 322.7 220.1 

Total: 77,247   
Electoral Areas 
Salmon River-Lakes (A) 3,275 1,411.5 2.3 

Chilako River-Nechako (C) 3,217 2,861.4 1.1 

Tabor Lake-Stone Creek (D) 4,361 654.8 6.7 

Woodpecker-Hixon (E) 502 629.4 0.8 

Willow River-Upper Fraser (F) 1,284 12,679 0.1 

Crooked River-Parsnip (G) 349 18,010.9 0.02 

Robson Valley-Canoe (H) 1,877 15,207.8 0.1 

Total: 14,865   
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Figure 2. Population change in the RDFFG 
 



Regional District of Fraser-Fort George 

 8 

3.3.   Recreational Trends in the Regional District 
In general, increased health and wellness awareness in combination with rising 
incomes across the country has resulted in more spending on recreational activities 
(Statistics Canada, 2007).  At the same time however, participation levels in many 
sports have declined.   A decline in the youth population, less active youth, and a 
shift from organized sports to individual activity preferences are reasons attributed 
to this shift (BC Recreation and Parks Association (BCRPA), 2008).   

Simultaneously, the province has seen an increase in individually- and culturally-
based activities such as walking, cycling, gardening, cultural and outdoor 
education, and ecotourism.  This trend towards lower-impact activities is expected 
to continue (BCRPA, 2008). 

More specific to the Fraser-Fort George Region, trends towards “soft adventure and 
culture-based tourism” are prevalent, based on the following factors (Community 
Futures, 2008): 

 Expanded options – Adventure activities (e.g., heli-skiing and snowmobiling) and 
cultural activities (e.g., restored historical sites) are supplementing the common 
activities of camping, fishing and hiking in northern BC.  

 Year-round activities – Communities that historically have offered seasonal 
activities are experiencing greater year-round traffic and associated economic 
spin-offs.  Reasons for this include increased flights via the airport expansion in 
Prince George and the cruise ship travel from Prince Rupert. 

 Diversified markets – Not only is there increased diversification in terms of year-
round and winter activities, there is also more diversification in visitors, with 
European and Asian tourists becoming increasingly frequent. 

 Environmental Awareness – Overall, greater environmental awareness has tended 
towards increases in soft-adventure and eco-tourism worldwide.  

Specific to McBride in the Robson Valley, the McBride Tourism Plan (Tourism BC, 
2007) echoes some of these points, but highlights the need to “…provide visitors 
with a reason to stay longer and spend more within the Valley.”  Increasing 
ecotourism and adventure tourism were noted as opportunities, as well as to look 
more closely at winter activities such as snowmobiling, to create a more balanced 
image. 
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View from McMillan Creek Park 

3.4.   Other Parks & Trail Systems in the RDFFG 
It is important to consider the existing and potential Regional Parks in the context of 
other types of parks and the roles they play.  Currently there are 11 Regional Parks 
encompassing just over 250 hectares, most of which are outside municipal areas.  
The other types of parks that make up the overall parks system in Fraser-Fort 
George include municipal and provincial parks.   

3.4.1 Municipal Parks and Trails 
In general, municipalities offer both active (e.g. soccer fields) and passive (e.g. 
nature trails) opportunities for recreation.  Of the four municipalities in the RDFFG, 
with over 150 individual parks and public spaces, the City of Prince George has the 
most extensive municipal park system, a reflection of its larger population and tax 
base.  

In 2008, the City completed the Prince George Parks & Open Space Master Plan, which 
outlines priorities and opportunities related to park use, acquisition and 
development in the city of Prince George.  It also addresses special purpose areas 
such as the Otway Ski Centre and trails including multi-use, local and rustic trails. 
An important point of overlap between the City’s Master Plan and this Regional 
Parks Plan is McMillan Creek Park, a 60 ha Regional Park located within the City 
boundaries.  The City’s Master Plan recommends the acquisition of the McMillan 
Creek Headwaters, an important water recharge area located north of the existing 
regional park. 

In addition, the Prince George Trails Task Force produced the Prince George 
Centennial Trails Project in 2008.  Like the Parks & Open Space Master Plan, this 5-
year implementation plan has significance for considering how the city and 
Regional District can work together to achieve linkages between municipal and 
Regional Parks and trails.  
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“Parks and protected areas are 
managed for important 
conservation values and are 
dedicated for the preservation of 
their natural environments for 
the inspiration, use and 
enjoyment of the public.”  

(Ministry of Environment, 2010) 

The communities of McBride, Valemount and Mackenzie have local trails and/or 
parks; however, they rely to a great extent on the RDFFG to provide and manage 
park amenities in or near their communities.  Mackenzie and Valemount act as 
contractors to the Regional District, providing some maintenance services for 
Regional Parks within or near their boundaries.  Koeneman Regional Park near 
McBride is maintained by a private contractor.  

3.4.2 Provincial Parks, Protected Areas, and Recreation Sites 
There are no national parks or historic sites, but a variety of provincial parks, 
protected areas and recreation sites exist within the Regional District. 

Provincial Parks and Protected Areas 

About 60 provincial parks and protected 
areas are found in or overlap the RDFFG 
(Figure 3).  These sites are managed by the 
Ministry of Environment through BC Parks.  
Of these, 9 are ecological reserves, 4 are 
designated as protected areas, and 47 are 
provincial parks some of which may also 
contain ecological reserves and protected 
areas.  

Provincial parks are typically larger than 
Regional Parks and many provide camping 
facilities.  While most parks attempt to protect large patches of land, some of the 
provincial parks follow waterways or trail corridors to form linear parks.  An 
example of this in the RDFFG is the Giscome Portage Trail.   

Ecological reserves and conservation lands are two subsets of provincially managed 
protected areas.  Ecological reserves are areas of ecological importance and are often 
selected to “preserve representative and special natural ecosystems, plant and 
animal species, features and phenomena” for scientific research and educational 
purposes (Ministry of Environment, 2010).   

Conservation lands, such as Wildlife Management Areas, are designated for 
conserving and managing critical habitat of significant fish and wildlife species, 
including spawning, nesting or winter feeding habitat, species migration routes and 
areas of high species diversity.  Conservation lands may also permit public access 
and offer activities such as hiking, hunting, fishing, scientific research and 
interpretive programs.   
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        Figure 3.  Overview of Regional Parks in the context of provincial parks, protected  

areas and recreation sites.  
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Giscome Portage/ Huble Homestead Regional Park  

Provincial Recreation Sites and Trails  

These sites used to be known as Forest Service recreation sites and were managed 
by the Ministry of Forests and Range.  Now they are the responsibility of the 
Ministry of Tourism, Culture and the Arts (MTCA, www.sitesandtrailsbc.ca).  There 
are numerous recreation sites and trails in the RDFFG; the MTCA’s website lists 
some 111 sites in the Prince George-Mackenzie and Headwater Districts, which 
roughly overlap the RDFFG boundaries. 

These sites are public sites, campgrounds and trails on Crown land typically located 
in the backcountry.  The land surrounding recreation sites is managed for a variety 
of uses, such as forestry, ranching, recreation, resource exploration, or wildlife 
management.  Through the MTCA, applications can be made to manage and 
develop recreation sites and trails.  Examples of recreation sites in the RDFFG 
include Summit Lake and the Alexander Mackenzie Heritage Trail parking area. 

3.4.3 Other Agencies & Organizations 
Community organizations have a limited but important role managing and 
maintaining parks and special sites within the Regional District.  The Giscome 
Portage Heritage Society is an example of an organization that has contractual 
arrangements with the RDFFG to operate and manage the Huble Homestead at 
Giscome Portage Regional Park.  The McBride Chamber of Commerce originally 
developed Horseshoe Lake Park, and a variety of other community and recreational 
organizations have been working on developing trails and interpretive sites in 
provincial recreation sites and other Crown lands. Several of these initiatives are 
highlighted in chapter 6. 
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4.0   Regional Park Management Goals and Policies 
The following presents general management goals and policies that apply to all 
parks and trails in the Regional system.  It updates and builds upon the goals and 
policies stated in the Official Regional Parks Plan Designation Bylaw no. 724 (1986).   

4.1.   The Vision 
Building from the 1986 Regional Parks Plan and public input, the vision for  the 
RDFFG’s Regional Parks for the next 10 years is a system that: 

 Secures, protects and stewards lands and water features of recreational,  
environmental and historic value to the Region and its communities; 

 Provides day-use facilities for rewarding outdoor recreational opportunities; 

 Preserves the environmental and heritage values represented in the parks; 

 Moves toward an interlinked system of public trails and open spaces in 
coordination with other park and trail systems in the Region; 

 Fosters understanding and appreciation of the Region’s natural values;  

 Incorporates the RDFFG’s climate change targets; and 

 Enhances the way of life of current and future residents of the Region. 

4.2.   Management Goals 
1. To provide residents of (and visitors to) the region with a range of outdoor 

recreation opportunities within developed park areas which are designed 
primarily for day use, and which are representative of the region’s natural 
environment, recreation and heritage resources.  

2. To create and/or complete trail-based linkages among regional, provincial and 
municipal park and trail systems. 

4.3.   Management Objectives 
1. To relate the amount, location and level of Regional Park development to: 

a. the needs and desires of the populations being served. 

b. the specific features being represented in the park system and their capacity 
to support recreation use and park development. 

c. to other existing and planned outdoor recreation areas and facilities. 

2. To provide Regional Parks on a reasonably balanced geographic basis 
throughout the Regional District, recognizing that the majority of the population 
is concentrated in the Prince George area and, to a lesser extent, in Mackenzie 
and McBride-Valemount areas. 
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3. To identify, reserve and preserve land which may be required for future 
Regional Park development. 

4. To develop and operate Regional Parks in a cost-efficient manner such that the 
cost to the taxpayer is affordable. 

5. To maintain the natural environment within Regional Parks as much as practical 
within the objective of providing for safe and enjoyable recreation use. 

6. To consider the RDFFG’s Corporate Climate Change Action Plan in planning 
and implementing regional park projects and activities. 

4.4.   Management Policies 

4.4.1 Regional Parks and Trails within an Outdoor Recreation System 
1. Regional Parks are one part of the overall system of outdoor recreation 

opportunities in the region, and development plans and activities will be 
prepared in this context. 

2. Regional Parks will not be developed where they would duplicate facilities 
provided by another agency, or where another agency has developed a park 
which serves the same role as a Regional Park. 

3. The Regional District will provide a level of development within Regional Parks 
that allows safe and convenient use and basic required facilities, without 
providing the highest development standards unless the type of park or amount 
of use justifies higher standards. 

4.  Consideration of the region’s heritage will be an important and valid part of 
defining programs and priorities for the Regional Parks function, where the 
protection and presentation of heritage resources can be combined with good 
opportunities for outdoor recreation. 

5. The Regional District recognizes the growing public interest in outdoor 
activities, particularly walking and hiking, and the health benefits and 
community development opportunities that they can generate.  Accordingly, 
over the next 10 years particular attention will be paid to opportunities to 
develop and link “front country” trails – trails that are readily accessible to both 
residents and tourists – in the region. 

6. Where trails are being considered to connect within and between Regional 
Parks, the Regional District will strive to provide for multiple uses wherever 
possible.  Multiple uses include walking and hiking, cycling, horseback riding, 
and outdoor recreation vehicles (all-terrain vehicles (ATVs), backroad 
motorcycles, snowmobiles).  The Regional District recognizes that terrain, 
environmental sensitivities and use conflicts may limit or preclude certain uses 
on designated trails. 
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4.4.2 Defining the Need for Regional Parks 
1. Population growth will be monitored, and Regional Park development 

programs will be related to growth trends in a general way, while retaining 
flexibility to be able to adjust these programs as conditions warrant. 

2. The Regional Parks function will be focused on the Prince George area on the 
basis that as the area with the greatest population, it is generally the area of 
highest need.   

3. However, the function is regional in nature and the Regional District will also 
take account of park needs in the Mackenzie and Robson Valley-Canoe areas. In 
so doing, the Regional District will consider the park needs of both 
municipalities (Valemount, McBride and Mackenzie) as well as unincorporated 
rural communities in defining its Regional Park programs. 

4.4.3 Park Uses 
1. Regional Parks shall be for day use only, except where special approvals may be 

given for organized group camping. 

2. The Regional District may permit organized community events or use by 
community groups, including occasional overnight use, provided that the park 
facilities are suitable for the use.  Such activities shall require permits and 
approval in accordance with the Regional Parks Regulation Bylaw No. 793. 

3. Occasional commercial concessions to serve park visitors for specific events may 
be permitted, with procedures and regulations to obtain specific permission set 
out in the Regional Parks Regulation Bylaw No. 793. 

4. More permanent concessions in Regional Parks are generally not encouraged.  A 
long-term concession will only be considered where the service provided is 
essential to the overall operation and concept of the Regional Park in which it is 
located, and only then with a lease or rental adopted by bylaw by the Regional 
Board. 

5. The use of motorized recreational vehicles (all-terrain vehicles, motorcycles, 
snowmobiles, etc.) is generally not permitted in Regional Parks.  However, 
where a Regional Park is adjacent to areas identified for legal use of motorized 
recreational vehicles, the Regional District may allow their use in certain areas of 
a Park under specific regulations.  For example, motorized recreational vehicles 
may be allowed to be transported to and/ or parked in a Regional Park parking 
lot where portions of the parking lot have been designated for this purpose.  If 
such uses are requested, each Regional Park will be assessed on a case-by-case 
basis and may include consultation with the surrounding community.   

6. Where a part of a Regional Park is not used or intended to be used or developed 
as part of the park, the Regional District may make an agreement with a local 
community organization for the use and development of the land for general 
community recreation use. 
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7. In general, admission fees to Regional Parks will not be charged.  However, 
where an agreement has been made to pass control of a specific facility or 
building within a park on to a community group, then that group may be given 
the authority to charge admission. 

8. Where the Regional District has acquired land for future Regional Park 
development, then all or part of that land may be declared by resolution of the 
Regional Board to be not dedicated for public use and enjoyment. 

9. The Regional District may also consider the establishment and maintenance of 
designated public accesses to lakes as Regional Parks, where there are specific 
conditions which the Board feels warrants such action, but this is not a policy or 
commitment to assume responsibility for public accesses to lakes generally. 

4.4.4 Park Planning 
1. The Regional District will review and update this Regional Parks Plan at least 

every 10 years, and more frequently if changes in the park system or population 
needs warrant. 

2. The Regional District will prepare management plans for individual Regional 
Parks as needed, based on the complexity of park goals and need to coordinate 
management activities with partnering agencies and organizations.  This Plan 
indicates where management plans should be prepared over the next 10 years 
for existing parks (chapter 5) and for potential future park sites (chapter 6). 

3. The Regional District will develop its plans, programs and specific development 
proposals with full involvement and consultation from the public, interested 
groups and government agencies. 

4. Recognizing the need to take a system-wide approach to Regional Parks and the 
fact that developing the regional park system requires a focus on partnerships 
with many other agencies and organizations, the Regional District will examine 
the potential for creating a dedicated Regional Parks Planner position on a part-
time or full time basis. 

4.4.5 Park Operations, Management and Standards 
1. The Regional District will regulate uses and activities within Regional Parks 

through the Regional Parks Regulation Bylaw No. 793 and any subsequent 
amendments or replacement of this bylaw.  This Bylaw will continue to provide 
flexibility by allowing different regulations for different parks, where needed. 

2. The operation, management and maintenance of Regional Parks will generally 
be administered directly by the Regional District. However, an agreement may 
be made with a community organization or a municipality to pass on the 
responsibility for control and development of a Regional Park, provided no 
authority beyond that of the Regional Parks function is assumed. 

3. Mountain Pine Beetle Management:  The Regional District recognizes that 
mountain pine beetle outbreaks increases the risks of fire, erosion, hazard trees 
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and debris in Regional Parks.  The Regional District will endeavor to assess 
these risks in each of its Regional Parks, and minimize these risks through 
appropriate management measures that include (but are not limited to) removal 
of forest fuels (standing or fallen dead trees and debris) and hazard trees, and 
bank stabilization through applicable revegetation with native species. 

4.4.6 Climate Change Mitigation and Adaptation 
1. The Regional District will endeavor to reduce the greenhouse gas emissions 

associated with regional park operations and maintenance; e.g., through more 
efficient use of park vehicles, equipment and maintenance scheduling.  

2. The Regional District will also take the potential impacts of climate change into 
account in planning regional park projects and activities; e.g., planting more 
trees in regional parks as a carbon sequestration measure, and planting drought 
and pest-resistant species.  

4.4.7 Park Facilities and Improvements 
1. The Regional District will develop a park designs standards document that 

addresses typical improvements in Regional Parks and trails. This document 
will provide guidance to staff, contractors and volunteers on consistent 
standards to be met for such things as: trails and footpaths, bridges, parking, 
picnic tables, pit toilets, campfire control structures, boat launching facilities, 
landscape modifications, etc.  In developing this document, the Regional District 
will refer to the standards developed by the Province and other local 
government jurisdictions. 

2. Regional Park services and facilities will be developed to minimize impacts on 
the environment and with low-maintenance objectives in mind.   Some methods 
for meeting these objectives include:  

 designing trails that respond to user desire lines. 

 developing facilities that are robust and vandal proof. 

 using plant material and vegetation plans that complement the 
ecology of the surrounding natural area. 

 design to work with natural drainage patterns, taking stormwater 
management needs into account. 

4.4.8 Barrier-free Access 
1. Barrier-free access refers to facilities being useable safely by people with 

physical disabilities.  The Regional District will endeavor to provide barrier free 
access within Regional Parks in popular areas, taking into account limitations 
presented by topography, environmental and cultural sensitivity and cost. 

2. The Regional District will identify which Regional Parks contain features (trails, 
viewpoints, picnic tables, toilets, etc.) that are accessible to wheelchairs and 
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other forms of physical challenges, and the nature of those features, and publish 
this information in future brochures and website materials about the regional 
park system. 

4.4.9 Public Information and Education 
1. Public awareness and appreciation of the region’s outdoor recreation 

opportunities and the natural environment in Regional Parks will be supported 
through information and interpretive brochures and publications, including 
those prepared by other agencies and community groups. 

2. The Regional District will allocate budget resources to improving the 
information about Regional Parks and their connections to other park and trail 
systems. The allocation of these resources will focus on improved signage and 
better maps and descriptive information in paper and on-line formats. 

4.4.10 Acquisition and Disposition 
1. The majority of land proposed for future Regional Park and Regional Trail 

development is Crown land, and the Regional District will work with the 
Province to identify and designate these Crown lands for future Regional Park 
status.  

2. Where a Regional Park or Regional Trail proposal involves the acquisition of 
private property, whether full purchase or establishment of easements, all 
decisions relating to initiation and finalization of negotiations with a property 
owner shall be made by the Regional Board.  

3. Sites proposed for future Regional Parks will be assessed using the acquisition 
criteria set forth in chapter 6. 

4. The Regional District may take advantage of unexpected and unplanned 
opportunities to acquire land with high recreation values which is suitable for 
Regional Park use, even if that land is not identified as a proposed or future 
Regional Park in this plan. 

5. The designation of an area as a Regional Park does not commit the Regional 
District to any future action with regard to that area. Specifically, the 
designation does not commit the Regional District: 

a. where an area is not held by the Regional District, to future 
acquisition of that area; or 

b. where an area is held by the Regional District, to future development 
of that area. 

6. The Regional District may consider sale or other disposal (including the return 
of leased Crown land to the Province) of land in designated Regional Parks 
considered surplus to Park needs. 
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4.4.11 Donations and Memorials 
1. The Regional District will develop a program for accepting financial and in-kind 

donations towards Regional Park and trail projects and infrastructure.  The 
Regional District will examine the creation of an Endowment Fund specifically 
for this purpose, and will promote the fact that it can issue tax receipts for 
donations towards Regional Parks and trails.   

2. The Regional District will work with community groups and volunteers to 
encourage donations to fund specific projects such as trail and bridge 
construction. 

3. The Regional District will examine the establishment of a Commemorative 
Giving program to support specific infrastructure and facilities in Regional 
Parks.  It will examine programs that exist in other local government 
jurisdictions as potential models. 

4.4.12 Partnerships and Volunteers 
1. The Regional District will seek to work cooperatively with the Province and 

forest companies in continuing to develop a region-wide system of parks, trails 
and protected areas. 

2. The Regional District will continue to work with the member municipalities of 
the Region to develop continuity among regional and municipal trail networks, 
and to partner on the development of Regional Parks that lie within or adjacent 
to municipalities. 

3. The Regional District will also seek to work with its neighboring Regional 
Districts to provide continuity among their respective parks and trails systems 
and to explore opportunities for co-management of contiguous park areas. 

4. The Regional District is committed to working with First Nations in the 
Regional District to promote an understanding of First Nations culture through 
appropriate interpretation within the regional park system and to find common 
goals in securing lands for Regional Parks and trails where the interests of the 
First Nations and the Regional District coincide.   

5. The Regional District will continue to work with its existing and future 
community and user group partners in the planning and management of 
Regional Parks and trails. It will also endeavor to expand these partnerships to a 
wider range of organizations to meet the objectives of this Plan. See chapters 5 
and 6 for specific partnerships and their related actions. 

4.4.13 Financing Regional Parks & Trails 
1. In general, this Official Regional Parks Plan will be implemented through 

annual decisions made by the Regional District on budget allocations and 
definition of work programs. 

2. The Regional Park Development Reserve Fund will be maintained at as high a 
level as possible to accrue significant interest, and generally to not have the fund 



Regional District of Fraser-Fort George 

 20 

fall below a level of about $100 - $125,000 so that this amount is potentially 
available as a reserve to cover unforeseen development costs or acquisition 
opportunities. 

3. Whenever possible, Regional Park development funds will be raised from 
sources such as grants and private industry, with full recognition of such 
sources. 

4. The Regional Parks function will be supported by an operational budget 
sufficient to ensure a satisfactory level of service and maintenance is provided in 
the developed parks. 
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5.0   Existing Regional Parks – Priorities for 2010-2020 
 

This chapter reviews the current status and future development plans for the 
existing Regional Parks in the RDFFG. 

5.1.   Current Status 
Currently, there are 11 Regional Parks in the RDFFG totaling approximately 330 
hectares, of which about 260 ha is developed for public use.  The most recent 
regional park acquisition occurred in 2003.  

The Regional Parks are either owned by the RDFFG or the land is leased from the 
provincial Crown.  In some circumstances, particularly in the parks that are farther 
away from Prince George, the RDFFG contracts out some operation and 
maintenance duties to member municipalities or, in the case of Giscome Portage 
Regional Park, a non-profit organization.   

Some of the parks have undergone recent upgrades, such as new picnic shelters, or 
site-specific management tasks such as clearing for pine beetle kill.  In the absence 
of an updated Regional Parks Plan, the majority of recent improvements have been 
undertaken on an individual park basis as required for safety, as a facility upgrade, 
or as requested by the public. 

The main features and facilities in the 11 Regional Parks are summarized in Table 2.  
The most common facilities in RDFFG parks include picnic areas and pit toilets.  
Four of the Regional Parks have picnic shelters, which was a recent addition in most 
cases.  While there are currently no stand-alone regional trails, several of the parks 
include trails for short walks or hikes.  Only four parks have highway/main road 
directional signage. 
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Table 2. Existing 11 Regional Parks in Fraser-Fort George. Regional Park Facilities 

Park (Electoral Area) 
 Size (ha) Year 
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Berman Lake (Area C) 38 1976 Crown lease - ● ●  ● ● c ● ●      ● 

Cedarside (Area H) 18.5 1993 Crown lease Village of Valemount  ●  ● ●  ●      ●  

George Hicks (Area H) 2.5 1984 
RD owned; MoT 
right-of-way at 

bridge 
Village of Valemount  ●   ●    ●    ● ● 

Giscome Portage (Huble 
Homestead Historic Site) 
(Area G) 

22 1989 RD owned 
Giscome Portage 
Heritage Society 

    ●     ●  ●   

Harold Mann (Eaglet Lake) 
(Area F) 

13 1984 RD owned - ● ●  ● ●  ● ●     ●  

John Dahl (located within 
District of Mackenzie 
boundary) 

1.8 1990 Mackenzie lease District of Mackenzie ● ●   ●    ●  ●    

Koeneman (Area H) 4.5 1981 RD owned -  ● ● ● ● c    ●     

Kristian Winther (Area A) 28 2003 RD owned - ● ● ● ● ●       ●   

McMillan Creek (located 
within City of Prince 
George boundary) 

60 1980's Crown lease - ●    ●    ●     ● 

Ness Lake (Area A) 
 84 (inc. 14 
developed) 

1976 Crown lease - ● ● ● ● ●  ● ●      ● 

Wilkins (Area C) 57 1976 RD owned - ● ● ● ● ● ●      ●   

Totals # of Regional Parks with Specific Facilities 

 329.3 -- 6 RD owned -- 7 9 4 7 11 1/ 2c 4 3 3 2 1 3 3 4 
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5.2.    Future Development 
This section provides a summary of the primary role and issues associated with 
each regional park (in alphabetical order), and presents proposals for their future 
development.  These proposals are based on: 

a) Input from the public consultation process of this plan;  

b) Improvements noted in the previous park plans; and, 

c) Policies outlined in Chapter 4. 

The park project proposals are also given a priority rating of high, medium or low 
based on urgency and/or ease of implementation: 

* High priority park projects should occur within years 1-5 of this plan.   

* Medium priority park projects should occur within years 6-10 of this plan. 

* Low priority projects may occur within the 2010-2020 year period as time and 
funding permit, or may occur after 2020. 

Chapter 7 outlines the budget and timeline associated with the projects listed below. 

5.2.1 Berman Lake 

Park Role: 

Berman Lake Regional Park is located 45 km 
west of Prince George.  It is the third largest 
regional park, after McMillan and Wilkins, 
and offers a swimming beach and nature 
trails.   

The 1986 Regional Parks Plan noted the 
potential for a trail connection to Dahl Lakes 
that would require a multi-agency approach; 
however, this concept was not raised as a 
priority during the public review process for 
this Plan. 

Issues and Opportunities:  

Nearby trails just outside the park boundary are frequented by ATV and 
snowmobile users.  The public consultation process revealed interest, both for and 
against, motorized-vehicle use in or near the regional park.  The concept of a multi-
use parking area for motorized recreational vehicles emerged through discussions 
with representatives of ATV and snowmobile users who use the nearby trail system 
but would also like to access the amenities of the Park for picnicking and 
swimming. 
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Park development: 
Priority Rating: Medium  

1. ATV parking area: Consider the development of a parking and staging area 
for motorized recreational vehicles in the parking lot for Berman Lake 
Regional Park.  This process should include consultation with nearby 
residents and Berman Lake park users.  The project would entail signage 
that permits ATV/snowmobile parking in a portion of the parking lot.  
Motorized vehicles would not be permitted to be operated within the park 
boundary beyond the parking lot. 

5.2.2 Cedarside 

Park Role: 

Cedarside Regional Park is located 2.5 km 
south of Valemount and encompasses Little 
Cranberry Lake. There is a sandy beach and 
swimming area for park users. Winter use 
includes ski or snowshoe trails and a hill that is 
popular for tobogganing.  There has been 
significant tree clearing for pine beetle 
management purposes.   

The RDFFG has a maintenance contract with 
the Village of Valemount for Cedarside 
Regional Park. Under the contract, the Village undertakes regular cleaning, garbage 
pickup, etc.; the RDFFG does all project work. 

Issues and Opportunities:  

 The recent pine beetle epidemic has had a significant impact on Cedarside 
Regional Park.  RD staff have been active in clearing beetle-killed trees, but this 
has left a large clearing in the park that is subject to erosion and compaction as 
people wander through the area. There is also a significant loss of tree cover 
and shade. 

 While there is a signed trail from the south end of the parking lot to the beach, a 
steep bank at the north end is being used as an informal, more direct access. 
This is accelerating erosion of the bank as well as creating a potential hazard to 
park users. 

 Water quality concerns, such as swimmer’s itch, have been noted by park users. 

 Due to poor highway signage, the turnoff to the park is easy to miss to anyone 
who is not familiar with the area. 
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Park development: 
Priority Rating: High 

1. Fencing and reforestation: complete the installation of a fence to direct 
vehicle and pedestrian traffic around the area recently cleared for pine beetle 
kill.  Develop and implement a reforestation plan for the cleared area. Install 
an interpretive sign explaining the reforestation activities and the need to 
protect the area. 

2. Steep bank restoration: Install a barrier to prevent park users from accessing 
the beach via the steep bank. Commence restoration of the bank with 
appropriate vegetation, including irrigation to ensure plant survival for the 
first 2-3 years.  Install an interpretive sign for the barrier and restoration, and 
install more prominent signs in the parking lot directing users to the 
appropriate access trail.   

3.  Highway directional signs: Install highway signs at 200m and/or 400m 
before the park entrance. 

Priority Rating: Low 

4. Research and develop a plan for improving Cranberry Lake water quality. 

5.2.3 George Hicks 

Park Role: 

Located on the edge of Hwy 16 just west of 
Valemount, George Hicks Regional Park 
offers a picnic area, interpretive sign and a 
viewing bridge over Swift Creek, which 
supports a major salmon run.  The RD is 
currently constructing new trails to improve 
viewing opportunities in the forest adjacent to 
the creek.   

Like Cedarside Regional Park, the Village of 
Valemount holds a maintenance contract to 
perform regular cleaning and supply services at George Hicks Regional Park.  
Projects are the responsibility of the RDFFG. 

Issues and Opportunities:  

 The park is located at the gateway to Valemount near the Visitor’s Centre.  
There is an opportunity to provide a trail connection between the park and 
Visitor’s Centre, as well as extending the trail on the north side of Swift Creek. 

 Because the park sees many tourists as well as residents, there is the 
opportunity to add to the educational signage that describes the ecology of the 
creek and the adjacent forest.  
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 Currently, there is one viewing bridge over the creek, which is located near the 
highway.  The community expressed interest in the development of a second 
salmon viewing area further upstream.  

Park development: 
Priority Rating: Medium 

1. Add interpretive signage along the new trails that are currently under 
construction. 

2. Complete construction of a trail connection between the park and visitor’s 
centre, and consider extending the bridge/trail on the north side of Swift 
Creek.  

3. Construct a second salmon viewing area with interpretive signage and 
shelter. 

5.2.4 Giscome Portage (Huble Homestead Historic Site) 

Park Role: 

Located 50 km north of Prince George on the 
Fraser River, this park includes the historic 
Huble Homestead that includes a restored 1912 
dovetail log house, general store, blacksmith 
shop, barns and other heritage buildings.  The 
park is maintained and operated by the 
Giscome Portage Heritage Society on contract 
with the RDFFG. The provincially managed 
Giscome Portage Trail is an historical trail from 
the park towards Summit Lake, 10 km to the 
northwest.   

Issues and Opportunities:  

 Given the ongoing partnership with the Giscome Portage Heritage Society, 
future management of the Park would benefit from a park-specific management 
plan that defines a mutually-agreed vision for the Park as well as clarifies roles,   
responsibilities and resources needed to achieve that vision.  

 The Society and members of the public have recommended that power be 
supplied to the Huble Homestead to improve services and facilities. 

 The invasive plant, Giant Hogweed (Heracleum mantegazzianum), has been 
found in the park; Giant Hogweed can pose a serious health risk to park visitors 
as well as threaten the local ecology. 

 The 1986 Regional Parks Plan indicated interest in a connection to Summit Lake 
(currently a provincial recreation site) and the concept of a trail connection to 
Giscome Rapids. However, neither of these ideas were brought forward during 
the public consultation phase of the current plan.   
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Park development: 
Priority Rating: High 

1. Define appropriate procedures and instigate a program using Park staff and 
volunteers to remove the patch of Giant Hogweed in the park. 

2. Install highway signs at 200m and/or 400m before the park entrance. 

Priority Rating: Medium 

3. Prepare a park management plan for the park and how the RDFFG will 
work with the Giscome Portage Heritage Society and other interested 
organizations in achieving a long-term vision for the Park.  The provision of 
electrical power should be examined and resolved as part of the plan. 

5.2.5 Harold Mann (Eaglet Lake) 

Park Role: 

Harold Mann Regional Park is located on 
Eaglet Lake, 50 km northeast of Prince 
George. The park offers picnic tables and 
toilets. Fishing can occur from the shoreline, 
but no dock or boat launch is provided. An 
interpretive sign describing the fish species in 
the lake is falling into disrepair. A short trail, 
frequented by local birders, travels through 
the trees at the east end of the park around a 
low, wet area. 

Issues and Opportunities:  

 Seepage from the wetland area is surfacing in the lawn as it drains towards the 
lake.  There is an opportunity to design a natural drainage feature in the park in 
order to mitigate the wetness in the lawn area. 

 A “phase 2” development of Harold Mann was proposed in the 1986 Regional 
Parks Plan that included nature trails along the creek and bog, picnic facilities 
along the shoreline in the eastern part of the park, and additional landscaping 
and seeding of the meadow and open field.  In the 2009 public process, park 
users expressed interest in having a roofed picnic shelter installed in the park.   

 The 1986 Regional Parks Plan also suggested developing trails in the north 
portion of the park property, which is currently undeveloped.  No further 
comments have arisen in this regard; however, the RD could continue to 
explore this opportunity. 
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Park development:  
Priority Rating: High 

1. Install a picnic shelter in the Park. 

2. Install road signs at 200m and/or 400m before the park entrance. 

Priority Rating: Medium 

3. Examine opportunities to mitigate the seepage in the lawn between the 
wetland and the lakeshore by, for example, extending the wetland into the 
wet area. 

Priority Rating: Low 

4. Consider future development in the north side of the park. 

5.2.6 John Dahl 

Park Role: 

Located in the District of Mackenzie, John 
Dahl Regional Park, at 1.8 ha, is the smallest 
of the Regional Parks. It primarily serves the 
residents of Mackenzie, acting more like a 
community park than a regional park; for 
example, it is the only regional park to have a 
playground.   

The park contains the Barb Dahl and Dick 
Dauphinee trails, totaling 3.7 km.  It 
overlooks Morfee Lakes and in the winter, the 
trails are groomed by the District for cross 
country skiing.  The RDFFG contracts basic 
maintenance to the District of Mackenzie. 

Issues and Opportunities:  

 The park lacks a designated area for parking; users now park on an unused side 
road or on the grass around the playground. In the long term, this will degrade 
the park area. 

 The park is serviced with one standard pit toilet and a portable toilet, which 
diminishes the quality of the park. 

 There are two viewpoints along the trails that look out over Morfee Lakes, but 
recent tree growth is obscuring the views.   

 The park is located behind the school with little directional signage through 
town. As such, it is difficult for people visiting Mackenzie to know that the park 
is there.  
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Park development: 
Priority Rating: High 

1. A 10-20 stall parking lot should be surveyed, designed and constructed.  

2. Install a second pit toilet to replace the temporary toilet currently on site. 

Priority Rating: Medium 

3. Install road signs at 200m and/or 400m before the park entrance. 

4. Improve viewpoints along the trails with selective pruning of tree limbs. 

Priority Rating: Low 

5. At some point in the future and in consultation with the District of 
Mackenzie, the RDFFG may consider handing John Dahl over to the District 
as a community park, and looking for another regional park site in the 
Mackenzie area. 

5.2.7 Koeneman 

Park Role: 

Located on the Fraser River on the southern 
boundary of McBride, this park was donated 
to the RDFFG by the Koeneman family in 
1981.  Main amenities are an extensive grassed 
area and newly installed picnic shelter.  Users 
access the Fraser River at a ‘road end’ within 
the park for boat launching.  

The historical Koeneman House, a dovetail-
cornered log house, is located on site and was 
previously used by community groups as a 
centre for art display and to stage local plays.  While some renovations have 
occurred, local community organizations have not been able to raise funds on a 
consistent basis to support further restoration and maintenance; the building 
remains unused. 

Issues and Opportunities:  

 Riparian erosion and bank slumping is evident along the river near the area 
where people currently launch boats.  Interest was expressed in the public 
consultation process for construction of a boat launch/ramp to access the river.  
To date, concerns regarding requirements under the federal Fisheries Act to 
mitigate impacts to fish habitat have prevented further investigation of this 
possibility. 

 The RDFFG has already undertaken substantial renovations to Koeneman 
House; completion of those renovations could provide a location for 
community gatherings, events and/or office space for one or more local 
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organizations.   However, community interest in using the building and 
supporting the long-term operation and maintenance of this heritage structure 
is uncertain. 

 Public input suggested that the Park could be used more extensively by the 
travelling public as a place to stretch legs, walk dogs and even water horses.  
Lack of signage at highway approaches currently limits this use. 

 The Village of McBride is planning trails and a campground within its 
boundaries; there is the potential to link the Park and build upon that trail 
system, providing more focus on Koeneman as a community and tourism 
destination.  

Park development:  
Priority Rating: High 

1. Install highway signs at 200m and/or 400m before the park entrance. 

2. Continue consultation with the community on the fate of Koeneman House.  
Encourage the community to establish a non-profit society, similar to the 
Giscome Portage Heritage Society and possibly associated with the local 
museum, to represent the interests of the House and to spearhead its use 
and ongoing restoration.  Complete renovations to Koeneman House, once 
community support and commitment become evident. 

3. Develop and implement a plan to reinstate the river bank and riparian 
vegetation where slumping is occurring. 

Priority Rating: Medium 

4. Work with the Village of McBride in developing trail connections from the 
community to the Park. 

5. Investigate the requirements for installing a boat launch with the 
Department of Fisheries and Oceans. Based on those discussions, solicit 
support from the Village and interested sport groups for raising funds and 
resources to construct a boat launch that meets DFO’s requirements. 

5.2.8 Kristian Winther 

Park Role: 

Kristian Winther Regional Park is located on the 
south shore of the Salmon River, approximately 
30 km north of Prince George.   This is the 
newest regional park, donated to the RDFFG by 
Chris Winther in memory of his son, Kristian.  
The park features a short trail along the river, a 
2-acre lawn with picnic tables and fire pits, and a 
newly constructed picnic shelter.  
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Issues and Opportunities:  

 Riparian degradation has occurred at the north edge of the park due to 
motorized vehicles driving down the bank into the river bed.   

 The invasive plant, Giant Hogweed (Heracleum mantegazzianum), which can 
pose a risk to park visitors and local ecology, occurs in the park. 

 Lack of highway directions makes the park relatively under utilized.  

Park development: 
Priority Rating: High 

1. Riparian restoration should occur, including barriers at key sites to prevent 
ATV access to the river bed. 

2. Define appropriate procedures and instigate a program using Park staff and 
volunteers to remove the patch of Giant Hogweed in the park. 

3. Install Highway signs at 200m and/or 400m before the park entrance. 

5.2.9 McMillan Creek 

Park Role: 

McMillan Creek Regional Park is located on 
top of the Nechako River cut banks in 
northern Prince George, and is the only 
regional park within the City limits. It is the 
largest regional park and features view points 
over-looking the City and trails through the 
forest.  The north portion of the park 
(currently undeveloped) contains Bishop 
Springs for which the RD holds a water 
license.   

Issues and Opportunities:  

 The City of Prince George has expressed interest in connecting McMillan Creek 
Regional Park with its city trail network.  Specifically, the Hart Connector Trail, 
as described in the Prince George Centennial Trails Project, could pass through the 
regional park, along the cutbanks and cross the river to connect with the 
Heritage Rivers Trail.    

 The previous Regional Parks Plan and subsequent reviews identified the 
undeveloped north portion of the park as a future development priority.  

 Given its location close to a major population centre, this park in its entirety 
presents a significant opportunity to link to the City’s existing and planned trail 
system and provide facilities to serve a greater number of people. (See chapter 6 
for a discussion of future trails linking McMillan Creek to the Cranbrook Hill 
trail system and beyond.) 
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 Some localized erosion is occurring on portions of the trails through forested 
areas of the park. 

Park development:  
Priority Rating: High 

1. Assess and, where necessary, design improvements to existing trails in the 
park that address erosion issues; improvements may include bank 
stabilization measures and possibly stairs to avoid steep, eroding areas. 

Priority Rating: Medium 

2. Plan and develop trails in the undeveloped northern portion of the park, in 
collaboration with the City of Prince George. 

5.2.10 Ness Lake 

Park Role: 

Ness Lake Regional Park is located 32 km 
northwest of Prince George on Ness Lake.  It 
is a popular park for swimming, picnicking 
and walking in the summer, and cross-
country skiing in the winter.  The park is 
composed of three portions, two of which are 
undeveloped.   

Issues and Opportunities:  

 The previous plan addressed the potential 
for a trail connection from Ness Lake 
Regional Park to Eskers Provincial Park 
and possibly Vivian/Verdant Lakes.  This 
concept is addressed further in the 
following chapter. 

 The shoreline is eroding significantly in 
and at the edges of the swimming area.  
This is in part due to removal of riparian 
vegetation and over-steepening of the 
grade leading to the lake edge, in an effort 
to provide ‘terraces’ for picnic sites as 
well as a swimmable beach.  Previous 
attempts at stabilizing the shoreline have 
been only partially successful. 
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Park development:  
Priority Rating: High 

1. Assess the causes and processes behind the shoreline erosion and slumping 
and develop a shoreline stabilization plan. This will require the services of a 
professional engineer with expertise in shoreline erosion and should employ 
“soft” approaches to stabilization (e.g., vegetated reinforcement) as opposed 
to hardening the shore, in keeping with the park setting. 

5.2.11 Wilkins 

Park Role: 

Wilkins Regional Park is located at Miworth, 
about 10 km west of Prince George.  It is 
situated on the Nechako River and is very 
popular with the nearby population for 
picnicking, swimming and tubing in the 
summer and walking/dog walking year 
round. The second largest regional park, 
Wilkins is the most well-used and sees diverse 
user-groups. It is the only park with a formal 
boat launch.  

Issues and Opportunities:  

 A high number of people visit the park during the summer, including those 
seeking activities not currently supported by Regional Parks, such as 
horseback-riding and ATV use. 

 Wilkins is located on the Nechako River and has the potential to tie into the 
City of Prince George’s Cranbrook Hill Greenway and/or the Heritage Rivers 
Trail system.  Furthermore, as the City moves forward with riverfront park 
development, there will be the opportunity to travel between regional and 
municipal parks via the river. 

Park development: 
Priority Rating: High 

1. Install road signs at 200m and/or 400m before the park entrance. 
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5.3.   Existing Park Project Summary 
A total of 30 park development projects have emerged from the review of the 
existing Regional Parks; these are summarized in Table 3.  

 

Table 3. Project Summary for Existing Regional Parks in Fraser-Fort George 

  Priority: 

Park Project Summary High Medium Low 

Berman Lake ATV parking and staging area 
including appropriate consultation and 
signage 

 ●  

Cedarside Fencing around pine beetle managed 
area and a reforestation plan  

Install barrier and signs, restore steep 
bank to lakeshore 

Install highway signs 

Research Cranberry Lake water quality 
improvements 

● 
 
● 
● 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
● 

George Hicks Add interpretive signage  

Trail connection between park and 
visitor’s centre 

Install second viewing area  

 
 

● 
● 
● 

 

Giscome Portage 
(Huble 
Homestead 
Historic Site) 

Invasive plant removal  

Install highway signs 

Prepare a park management plan  -
address power supply 

● 
● 

 
 
● 

 

Harold Mann 
(Eaglet Lake) 

Install a picnic shelter  

Install road signs  

Mitigate the seepage in lawn  

Development of north side of park 

● 
● 
 

 
 
● 
 

 
 

● 
John Dahl   Install designated parking area  

Install a second pit toilet 

Install road signs  

Improve viewpoints  

Consider handover to District of 
Mackenzie 

● 
● 
 

 
 

● 
● 

 
 
 
 
 
 

● 

Koeneman Install highway signs  

Determine fate of Koeneman House 
with community 

Riparian restoration  

● 
● 

● 
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  Priority: 

Park Project Summary High Medium Low 

Work with McBride to determine 
community trail connections to park 

Investigate  boat launch  

● 

● 

Kristian Winther Riparian restoration  

Invasive plant removal  

Install highway signs  

● 
● 
● 

  

McMillan Creek Trail improvements to mitigate erosion 

Trail development in north portion of 
park. 

● 
 
 

 
● 

 
 
 

Ness Lake Mitigate lakeshore erosion  

  
● 
 

  

Wilkins Install highway signs  ●   

Totals  18 11 3 
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6.0   Proposed Regional Parks and Trails  
This chapter begins with qualitative criteria for considering acquiring sites as 
Regional Parks, and then discusses potential future park sites that were identified in 
the 1986 Regional Parks Plan and its subsequent reviews and through the public 
and stakeholder input received as part of this Plan Review.   

6.1.   Criteria for Acquisition  
The following criteria will assist in determining whether sites should be acquired as 
future Regional Parks or trails: 

Public input/demand This is gauged through the public input processes 
associated with the review of this Plan, requests from 
interest groups regarding specific sites, and other past and 
future interaction with the residents of the Region.  

Geographic coverage All electoral areas should be represented in the Regional 
Parks System, taking into consideration that the majority 
of the population, and therefore demand arises, from the 
Prince George area. 

Park and/or trail 
linkages  

The site should provide or enhance linkages among 
existing parks, trails and recreation areas of all types. 

Recreational capacity, 
experiential value 

The site already supports current recreational activities or 
has the ability to support activities that are in high 
demand; e.g.,  hiking, picnicking, fishing, etc. 

Water access Ready access to lake and river shores is generally in high 
demand throughout the Region; the type of access and 
uses would depend on the nature of the shore and water 
body. 

Environmental or 
heritage representation 

The occurrence of a representative or unique landscape or 
a regionally significant historic site may be a 
consideration, particularly if the site fills a gap in such 
representation (see Table 4). 

Existing level of 
protection (or threat) 

Sites that are already protected under provincial or 
municipal park or recreational site designations may not 
need regional park status compared to unprotected sites. 
The RDFFG wishes to complement not compete with or 
take over existing park areas. 
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Priorities from past 
plans 

These are sites identified as possible parks or recreational 
concepts in the 1986 Official Regional Parks Plan and its 
subsequent reviews. 

Accessibility The relative ease with which the public (and the RDFFG) 
could access the site is an important factor. 

Costs Acquisition cost may be a consideration if the site is 
privately owned; for the longer term, development and 
operation/maintenance costs must also be considered.  

Partnerships The potential to offset costs and stretch the RDFFG’s 
limited resources more effectively,  through the 
involvement of interest groups or other government 
agencies in acquiring, funding, developing and/or 
maintaining the site, is an important consideration. 

 

Table 4. Current landscape and heritage representation in Regional Parks. 
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Berman Lake ●    ●   

Cedarside ●       

George Hicks  ●   ●  Fish spawning 
channel 

Giscome 
Portage  ●    ● Historic Huble 

Homestead 

Harold Mann ●   ●    

John Dahl     ●   

Koeneman  ●    ● Koeneman 
House 

Kristian Winther  ●   ●   

McMillan Creek  ●   ●   

Ness Lake ●    ●   

Wilkins  ●      

Summary 

Ten of the 11 RDFFG parks include aquatic habitat (lakes, rivers or streams), 
though only 6 provide adequate areas for swimming or boat launching. None 
of the existing Regional Parks include alpine habitat, however this landscape 
is commonly protected by provincial parks in the area.  Two Regional Parks 
contain heritage features, though the Koeneman House is not functioning. 
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6.2.   Potential Future Regional Parks 
The following sites arose for consideration as future Regional Parks from the public 
input processes in the review of this Plan.  For each potential regional park site, the 
concepts from previous plans (if applicable) and the current status are summarized, 
and future directions and specific actions are presented.   

6.2.1 Tabor Mountain and Tabor Lake 
Planning Area:  Prince George – east 

Background:   

The Tabor Mountain area, located some 18 km east of Prince George, is a 
longstanding recreational area for residents of Prince George and the surrounding 
area. Tabor Mountain is identified in the provincial Prince George Land and 
Resource Management Plan (LRMP, 1999) as Special Resource Management Zone 
#28 for the purpose of “conservation of resource values such as recreation and 
scenic areas, wildlife habitat and water quality”.  The LRMP notes that much of the 
forest within this zone was burned by a large forest fire (the Grove Burn) in 1961. 
The young forest that regenerated after the Grove Burn provides good habitat for 
wildlife such as moose. Water quality within the Tabor Lake watershed is an 
important value for the people who live in the vicinity of Tabor Lake. The area has 
significant recreation values including hiking, cross-country skiing and snowmobile 
trails.  

Concepts from 1986 Plan, 1993 & 1998 Reviews:   

A “Tabor Lake Recreation System” was contemplated in previous plans that 
included Tabor Lake and the Groveburn Recreation Area (Tabor Mountain).   

Tabor Lake was seen as a popular site for Prince George residents due to its 
proximity to the city and easy access via paved road.  At that time, public access to 
the lake was inadequate with no boat launch to allow for fishing, which was 
popular on the lake.  Crown land on the east side of the lake was considered a 
priority, as it could also be developed as a staging area for the Groveburn area.  It 
was emphasized that a proposed park should not compete with existing private 
recreational operations on the lake.  

For Tabor Mountain, the RDFFG’s main role was perceived as providing a parking 
area and trails to connect to the extensive trail systems on the mountain. 

Status in 2009:   

Tabor Mountain received significant support in the public survey and public 
sessions as a potential regional park site.  In addition, the Tabor Mountain 
Recreation Society (TMRS) has approached the RDFFG requesting its support in 
developing the recreational potential of Tabor Mountain.  

The TMRS represents the interests of nine recreation and sport groups as well as 
industry with a goal “to optimize the recreational potential of Tabor Mountain to 
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best benefit the surrounding communities”.  Its mission is to “represent a unified 
voice and create a strategy for motorized and non-motorized users… {and} develop 
and maintain a trail system while preserving the environment and ecosystem of 
Tabor Mountain” (www.tabormountainrecreation.ca).  

Based on email correspondence and further discussion with a TMRS representative, 
the Society’s vision for the mountain is for a multi-use area that includes motorized 
activities. At present there are about 250 km of trails of varying degrees of difficulty; 
some have shelters and cabins.  The TMRS would like to double the trails to 500 km, 
utilizing viewpoints and elevation gain as well as developing easily accessible trails 
for family day trips.  

To date, the majority of trail work has been done by volunteers.  Trails on the north 
side of the mountain have been developed by the Sons of Norway Ski Club and 
trails on the south side are primarily old logging roads used by the Prince George 
Snowmobile Club.  However, many of the existing trails are deteriorating.  The 
TMRS will be seeking funding for trail improvement and new trail construction 
from community organizations, industry and government. 

The TMRS is also seeking resources for facilities that typically occur in parks such as 
picnic shelters, tables, outhouses, parking, etc.  They will receive some funds from 
the Ministry and are willing to seek funds from other sources, but wish to work 
with the Regional District in order to develop these facilities more quickly.  

The TMRS envisions events being held on the mountain by various sport 
organizations for cross-country skiing, mountain biking, equestrian, ATV, 
snowmobile, running, etc.  They would like to explore the opportunity for 
providing camping facilities.  There is also an intent to establish a model working 
forest on part of the mountain once the trees have sufficiently grown, using it as a 
tool to educate about sustainable forestry. 

Given its proximity to Prince George, the TMRS recognizes that the city’s residents 
will have a strong influence on how the mountain will develop.  To help deal with 
issues regarding ATV use within the City limits, there is interest in constructing an 
ATV/snowmobile trail from the City towards Tabor Mountain, but that would 
require coordination among all parties and landowners involved. 

The TMRS has begun discussions with the two First Nations in the vicinity - the 
Lheidli T’enneh Nation and the Nazko Nation, with the Lheidli T’enneh as the 
primary contact.  Two ideas have come up: a medicine trail and a village of lodges, 
with both offering educational and experiential value. 

The TMRS is also seeking office space and may approach the Giscome Portage 
Heritage Society about sharing space through an agreement with the RDFFG. 

Finally, the TMRS is currently waiting approval from the Ministry of Tourism, 
Culture and the Arts for designation of Tabor Mountain as a recreation site under 
Section 56 of the Forest and Range Practices Act.  
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Future Direction: 

Tabor Mountain has high recreational capacity and is a significant recreational 
destination for residents and visitors. These recreational values are already 
protected to some extent at the provincial level, given its current status under the 
LRMP and the fact that the mountain is being considered for provincial recreational 
site designation.  In addition, the current and future interests of the area are well 
represented by the consortium of recreational groups represented by the TMRS.  
Finally, Tabor Mountain is a very large area with extensive trails and facilities that 
would stretch the RDFFG’s limited park budget and resources. 

Given these factors, acquiring the Tabor Mountain site as a regional park is not 
recommended at this time.  The RDFFG’s resource would be better focused on 
developing one or more parks near the base of the mountain, particularly at Tabor 
Lake, which could become a local destination in itself. This would be in keeping 
with the direction of the 1986 Plan and subsequent reviews. 

Actions: 

1. In consultation with area residents, the Lheidli T’enneh and Nazko First 
Nations and the Province, identify options for a future regional park on 
Tabor Lake (e.g., at the end of Groveburn Road).  Once an appropriate parcel 
has been identified, take steps to acquire either through a Crown land lease 
or grant or, if private property, through purchase.  Define and develop 
appropriate facilities, again in consultation with First Nations and area 
residents. 

2. Consider other possible sites, such as the former Hickory Wings ski site, that 
could provide a suitable off-highway park and staging area for Tabor 
Mountain. 

3. Consider assisting the TMRS with specific projects to develop trails and 
facilities on Tabor Mountain.  

4. If requested, consider supporting, either verbally or in writing, the TMRS’s 
application to the Province for designation of Tabor Mountain as a 
recreation site under the appropriate Provincial legislation.  

 

6.2.2 Hixon Area 
Planning Area:  Prince George (south) 

Concepts from 1986 Plan, 1993 & 1998 Reviews:   

No specific properties were identified in previous plans but the desire for a park in 
the Hixon area was recognized.  Preference was for a site on the Fraser River; a park 
on Pedley Lake was also considered as a safer option, with a trail to connect to the 
Hixon townsite.  A possible park around Hixon Falls was also identified later. The 
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area was considered to be relatively well served by Forest Recreation Sites, but most 
are located south of the Regional District boundary. 

Status in 2009:   

Several potential sites were identified through the Plan review process: 

 There is a trail into Hixon Falls from the end of Hixon Creek Road, 
approximately 4 km from Hwy 97 and the north edge of Hixon. The trail follows 
Hixon Creek for 3-4 km to the falls.  The trail, along with an informal parking 
area, were constructed in the early 1990s under the Community Forest Program 
with funding, materials and labour provided by the RDFFG, Ministries of 
Forests and Transportation, the Hixon Community Association and local 
businesses.  Current maintenance of the trail is unknown. There was also a 
former trail from the Regional District transfer station on Hixon Creek Road to 
the Falls, but its status is unknown. 

 The RDFFG has been approached by the 
Hixon Women’s Institute Heritage 
Committee requesting assistance with the 
maintenance and restoration of the 
heritage St Marks Anglican Church in the 
community of Woodpecker,  about 15 km 
north of Hixon on Highway 97.  
Originally built in 1939 as the first church 
in the district, the church was turned over 
to the Institute but remains a dedicated 
Anglican church.  The site includes the 
church and a heritage cemetery on several 
acres of land on the west side of the highway. 

 During the public process of this plan, Crown land parcels adjacent to the Fraser 
River in the Stoner area were identified as possible future park candidates, 
including DL 922 and DL 4615. 

Future Direction: 

The church at Woodpecker does have heritage and possibly tourism value but 
would require significant restoration and ongoing maintenance.   Given its 
experience with the heritage building in Koeneman Park, the RDFFG is unwilling to 
adopt this site without a firm, long-term commitment by local community interests 
to take on fundraising, operation and maintenance responsibilities. 

Similarly, adopting the Hixon Falls trail in the regional park system needs to be 
more thoroughly examined with the community to gauge existing level of use and 
maintenance effort, whether the community considers the trail a local priority and is 
motivated to participate in its development and operation.  

Finally, the availability of Crown lands in the Stoner area on a lease or dedication 
basis needs to be investigated with the Province. 

St. Marks Anglican Church, 
Woodpecker 



Regional District of Fraser-Fort George 

 44 

Actions: 

1. In consultation with the Province, explore the status and potential of Crown 
parcels in the Stoner area as possible future regional parks.  

2. Examine the feasibility of a regional park at the St Marks Church or Hixon Falls 
in more detail, particularly the costs and benefits associated with each site.   

3. To gauge public support, organize a community meeting or workshop to review 
the ‘pros and cons’ of these or other sites identified by the community. 

4. Work with the Hixon Women’s Institute Heritage Committee to further define 
costs and responsibilities associated with the restoration and upkeep of the St 
Marks Anglican Church in Woodpecker. For the short term, consider assisting 
the Committee with specific restoration projects. 

 

 

6.2.3 McKirdy Road (Cranberry Marsh)  
Planning Area:  Robson Valley-Canoe (Valemount) 

Background: 

The proposed site is a former landfill, capped 
in the 1970’s, located on McKirdy Road on the 
southeast edge of the Village of Valemount.  
The site is Crown land and adjacent to a 
provincial Wildlife Management Area 
(WMA), the 345 ha Cranberry Marsh.  The 
marsh was restored in the 1970 and 1980s 
after progressive drainage activities had 
degraded the wetland habitat.  Water control 
structures and constructed nesting islands 
have re-created a highly productive habitat, 
particularly for migrating and nesting birds.  
A 6-km trail, partially on boardwalk, circum-
navigates the marsh, and already connects to 
the McKirdy Road site. 

The proposed site is bounded to the south by the WMA, to the north by McKirdy 
Road, to the west by Aspen Road, and to the east by private property.  There is an 
existing parking lot on the site.  

Concepts from 1986 Plan, 1993 & 1998 Reviews:   

This site was not addressed in previous plans. 

  Potential McKirdy Road park site    
  indicated with red arrow. 
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Status in 2009:   

The Valemount Chamber of Commerce and the Yellowhead Outdoor Recreation 
Association approached the RDFFG to have this site turned into a regional park. 
This site is already used by the local population for walking/dog walking, 
picnicking, as a canoe launch to access the nearby marsh and skating in the winter. 

This site is envisioned to serve the local population as well as draw visitors to 
Valemount by increasing opportunities for “things to do”. According to the BC 
Parks representative, the marsh complex offers world class wildlife viewing 
opportunities and the proposed park is the only viable location on the marsh to 
launch a canoe to take advantage of these opportunities.  The site is already well 
used for this purpose with apparently no negative impacts on the bird and wildlife 
populations.  If increased canoe traffic were to occur and affect nesting birds, then 
boats would not be allowed on the water during nesting season. 

The proponents envision installing several facilities including a log or frame shelter 
with wood stove, two pump-out pit toilets, bear proof garbage container, 3 – 4 
viewing benches and 6 – 8 picnic tables. The tables, benches, bear proof garbage 
container and shelter would be on concrete and all facilities would be wheelchair 
compatible. The park and facilities would be used and promoted as a base for 
picnicking, hiking, wildlife observation, canoeing, skiing, skating, interpretation 
and events such as the Valemount Bird Festival and the Valemount Winter Festival.   

According to the Chamber of Commerce representative, the COC is willing to 
partner with the Village of Valemount, Tourism Valemount, the Friends of 
Valemount and other community organizations, to raise funds for the purchase and 
installation of all related facilities. The Friends of Valemount were instrumental in 
funding and building the trail and viewpoint in the WMA.  Valemount is a Resort 
Community and funding can be allocated from the Room Tax Authority. BC Parks 
would have no formal jurisdiction over the site, but would be willing to assist with 
planning and site development with respect to facility plans, specifications and 
standards.   

Future Direction: 

The proponents are seeking regional park designation of the Crown property, and 
are willing to assist with the required seasonal and annual maintenance.  This 
appears to be a ‘win win’ situation for both the RDFFG and the community, with 
several partnering organizations willing to contribute funding and effort for 
development, operation and maintenance.  The fact that more than one organization 
is willing to participate is significant to the short and long-term success of this 
endeavor, as multiple partners can be mutually supportive as well as act as a safety 
net should one partner be unable or unwilling to continue in the future. 

Actions: 

1. Encourage the proponents of the McKirdy Road site (the Valemount 
Chamber of Commerce, Yellowhead Outdoor Recreation Association, 
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Friends of Valemount, Village of Valemount and BC Parks) to present a 
proposal to the RDFFG for a regional park at this site.  The proposal should 
outline their ideas for uses and proposed facilities at the site, and indicate 
the funds and in-kind resources that they can provide to meet their 
objectives. 

2. Should the proposal receive a positive response from the RDFFG Board, 
apply to the Province for a Crown grant or long-term lease for the property. 

3. Consider contracting with one or more of the proponents for 
operation/maintenance of the future park, similar to maintenance contract 
arrangements on other Regional Parks. 

 

6.2.4 Wilkins-McMillan Creek-Cranbrook connections 
Planning Area:  Prince George (city and area) 

Background: 

The Cranbrook Hill Greenway was developed 
and established in the late 1990s by the 
Cranbrook Hill Greenway Society under a 
License Agreement with the City and the 
RDFFG.  The Society represents over 20 local 
groups and agencies with an interest in trail 
development in the Prince George area.  The 24-
km trail extends from the Otway Cross-country 
ski area in the north, through UNBC lands to 
Blue Spruce on Highway 16 West in the south.    

Concepts from 1986 Plan, 1993 & 1998 Reviews:   

The intent was to identify connections between 
Wilkins Regional Park, Cranbrook Hill, and 
Prince George’s Riverfront trail, with possible 
additional connections to the Beaverly 
community.  Trail components would be 
acquired primarily through 5% land dedication 
on future subdivision applications.  

An additional long-term intent was to link this 
trail network to the trail into Fort George 
Canyon trail and eventually to the Fyfe Lake 
Recreation Site and West Lake Provincial Park to 
the south and west of Prince George.  It was envisioned that the RDFFG would 
provide parking and staging areas for a trail system in this region. 

 Cranbrook Hill Greenway  
(www.greenway.gis.unbc.ca ) 
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Status in 2009:   

The City of Prince George has developed 
a new bridge and pedestrian passageway 
underneath the vehicle bridge at the 
mouth of McMillan Creek. In the summer 
of 2010, the City plans to construct 
McMillan Creek Fishing Park at the 
northeast corner of the bridge connecting 
with this passageway and ultimately to 
McMillan Creek Regional Park.  The City 
is also reviewing potential connections for 
the Hart Connector Trail that could be 
aligned along the cutbanks and through 
McMillan Creek Regional Park or west of 
Hwy 97 North. (L. Kosec, Parks and Open 
Space Planner, City of Prince George: 
pers. comm.) 

Residents of the Miworth area have also 
proposed possible routes to connect their 
neighborhood to the Cranbrook Hill 
Greenway, Wilkins Regional Park and 
beyond (see Figure), and offered support 
to help construct trails in the area. 

Future Directions: 

There is the potential to extend connections from the Cranbrook Hill Greenway to 
Beaverly, Miworth and Wilkins Regional Park to the west as well as to connect 
north and east to McMillan Creek Regional Park. 

Actions: 

1. In collaboration with the City of Prince George, the Cranbrook Hill Greenway 
Society and Miworth residents, pursue a trail connection between Wilkins 
Regional Park and the Cranbrook Hill Greenway. 

2. Work with the City of Prince George in pursuing trails connecting the City’s 
trail system to McMillan Creek Regional Park, particularly with respect to new 
trails planned in the north portion of the Park. 

3. In the long term, research routes to connect this Prince George trail network to 
Eskers Provincial Park to the west and Fort George Canyon in the south.  
Connections to the west will require exploring options for crossing the Nechako 
River, which may include examining the potential of known historical crossings.  
As this will be an ambitious project, the City of Prince George and the Regional 
District of Fraser-Fort George may consider seeking support from Provincial or 
Federal sources. 
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 Horseshoe Lake  

6.2.5 Horseshoe Lake  
Planning Area:  Robson Valley-Canoe (McBride) 

Background: 

The Horseshoe Lake site is on Provincial Crown land located just outside the 
boundary of the Village of McBride.  In the early 1990s, the McBride Chamber of 
Commerce (COC) asked the RDFFG to obtain a Crown lease for lots on Horseshoe 
Lake so that the community could develop a park and viewing area. 

In 1991, the RD obtained a 10-year lease and the COC built the boardwalk, pavilion 
and parking lot that are on the site today. The RDFFG’s involvement was solely as 
lease holder; the COC maintained the site and held the insurance for public use, 
under agreement with the RDFFG. The RDFFG renewed the Crown lease in 2001. 

In 2008, the COC could no longer afford rising insurance costs and discontinued 
maintenance of the site. As insurance is a requirement of the Crown lease, the 
RDFFG Planning Department adopted the site under its general insurance for 
RDFFG properties. 

Concepts from 1986 Plan, 1993 & 1998 Reviews:   

Horseshoe Lake was not addressed in previous plans. 

Status in 2009:   

Interest in the RDFFG adopting the site as a regional park came forward in 
discussions with Village staff and from members of the community during the 
public consultation process.  The community, represented by the Ozalenka Alpine 
Club, would also eventually like to see a new walking trail that circles the lake and 
connects to the Dominion Creek trail that runs through the Village; however, this 
would require acquisition of an easement or right-of-way across private properties.  

Future Direction: 

The Crown lease is up for renewal again in 
2011.  Although the Planning Department 
has little interest in retaining the site in its 
property portfolio, the RDFFG Parks 
Department may be willing to adopt the site 
if the community comes forward expressing 
interest and a willingness to become 
involved in its maintenance and 
development. There is some indication that 
the COC, the Community Forest 
Corporation or other community 
organizations may be willing to fundraise or 
contribute to maintenance needs. 
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Actions: 

1. To resolve the lease renewal for the Horseshoe Lake site prior to its expiry in 
2011, convene a meeting in 2010 with representatives of the Village of McBride 
and the Chamber of Commerce to: 

a. confirm that the Village and COC wish the RDFFG to take over the 
Horseshoe Lake site as a regional park (versus continuing the current 
status of a community-based park with RDFFG assistance); and 

b. determine the interest and capacity of the Village and COC to contribute 
to the upkeep and future development of the Horseshoe Lake site.   

2. Renew the lease for the site based on the outcome of step 1. 

3. If a satisfactory arrangement with local interests can be reached regarding future 
operation of the site, proceed with designating the site as a regional park.  If 
instead, the Village and COC wish to retain Horseshoe Lake as a community 
based park but seek some assistance from the RDFFG, consider assisting them 
with specific projects at the site as they arise.  

4. Coordinate with the Ozalenka Alpine Club and the Village in planning trail 
connections from the community to the park. 

 

6.2.6 Ancient Forest  
Planning Area:  Prince George (east), with interest also expressed from Robson 
Valley-Canoe. 

Background:  

The Ancient Forest is located on Crown Land 
(Block 486) about 200 km east of Prince 
George, on the south side of Highway 16.  
Situated in the toe slopes of the Driscoll 
Ridge, the 137 ha site is a rare old growth 
stand of inland rainforest, representing the 
interior cedar hemlock biogeoclimatic zone.  
Preservation of these remnant stands has 
been the subject of intense interest in the 
Prince George/Robson Valley over the last 
two decades.2  

In 2005, the Caledonia Ramblers, in 
cooperation with the Dome Creek Forest 
Information Committee, received permission 

                                                      
2 See: Connell, David. J. 2010. Socio-economic Benefits of Non-timber Uses of BC’s Inland Rainforest: 
Research Bulletin January 2010.  School of Environmental Planning, UNBC. 
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from the Ministry of Tourism, Culture and the Arts to build a trail on Crown lands 
up to the Driscoll Ridge and another trail into the Ancient Forest.  Both trails were 
open to the public in September 2006.   

In 2008, the trails were legally designated under Section 56 of the Forest and Range 
Practices Act; Driscoll Ridge as a recreational trail and the Ancient Forest and trail as 
an interpretive site because of the special characteristics and unique biodiversity of 
the area.  This designation includes insurance for the site and a 5-year management 
agreement with the Caledonia Ramblers and its partners, up for renewal in 2013.  In 
February 2009, the Province established a 57 hectare Old Growth Management Area 
that includes the Ancient Forest trail, to further protect its old growth features. 

Concepts from 1986 Plan, 1993 & 1998 Reviews:  

Previous plans did not address this site. 

Status in 2009:   

The Ancient Forest was highly rated as a potential regional park through the public 
consultation process.  Further discussions with representatives from the Caledonia 
Ramblers indicated that their long term vision is for the site to become a UNESCO 
World Heritage Site.  In the short-term, the Ramblers are seeking funds to extend a 
boardwalk along the entire length of the Ancient Forest trail, as well as to build a 
trail that is accessible to people in wheelchairs.  The Ramblers have installed a 
donation box at the trailhead and have applied to several government agencies (the 
RDFFG, Ministry of Housing and Social Development Job Creation Partnership 
Program), and non-government agencies (e.g. Prince George Community 
Foundation) for funding support. Activities in the Ancient Forest have also been 
supported by the McBride Community Forest Corp, UNBC and the Dome Creek 
Forest Information Committee.  

Future Direction: 

Considering the Ancient Forest site as a possible future regional park has taken the 
following factors into account: 

 Existing protection: the site already has a fairly high level of protection under 
provincial legislation.  Given the level of provincial involvement and the 
provincial significance of this site, the Ancient Forest may be a suitable candidate 
for provincial park status.   

 Resources: given its provincial profile, the site’s proponents have been successful 
in obtaining provincial funding for trails, interpretive signage and other 
infrastructure.  As a regional park, the RDFFG would not be able to match this 
level of funding, and the ability to continue to access provincial sources is 
uncertain.  

 Recreational capacity:  The ecological significance and sensitivity of this site 
limits its development for recreational use, and would likely require different 
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Verdant Lake access 

trail construction and maintenance ‘standards’ than those used to date in 
Regional Parks.  

Given these factors, acquiring the Ancient Forest as a regional park is not 
recommended at this time.   

Actions: 

1. Work with the Caledonia Ramblers and their partnering organizations to have 
the Ancient Forest designated a World Heritage Site. 

2. Consider assisting the Caledonia Ramblers and partners with specific projects in 
the Ancient Forest. 

3. Support the Ancient Forest initiative by promoting the site as part of a Region-
wide system of parks and trails. 

 

6.2.7 Ness Lake/ Vivian & Verdant Lakes area 
Planning Area:  Prince George (west) 

Background: 

Verdant and Vivian Lakes are located about 50 
km west of Prince George, off the Ness Lake 
Road.  In 1986, UREP reserve land near Verdant 
Lake was available for a potential regional 
park, but it required a road access.  Verdant 
Lake was popular for fishing, and a trail was 
constructed by a local service club from Vivian 
Lake Road on a road allowance to the northeast 
side of the lake. A trail connecting to Eskers 
Provincial Park existed or was contemplated. 

Concepts from 1986 Plan, 1993 & 1998 Reviews:   

Trails were proposed to connect Ness Lake Regional Park to Verdant Lake and 
Eskers Provincial Park. It was envisioned that the RDFFG would develop the Ness 
Lake “north” reserve with a few day-use facilities, canoe launch and trail to Eskers.   
A major trail would be constructed between Eskers Park and Ness Lake Road west 
of the Chief Lake Road intersection; the RDFFG would build and maintain the 
parking area at the Ness Lake Road end.  Another park would be developed on the 
north side of Verdant Lake.  

Status in 2009:   

There is an informal parking area and narrow 0.5 km trail leading to Verdant Lake 
from Vivian Lake Road, likely the trail built originally by a service club in the 1980s.  
A trail system concept in this area has not been championed by any public or 
private interests. 
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Future Direction: 

Whether to adopt and formalize the trail into Verdant Lake under the regional park 
system, as well as determining the feasibility of connecting trails to Ness Lake 
and/or nearby Eskers Provincial Park, needs further investigation. Refer to section 
6.2.4 regarding future connections between Eskers Provincial Park and the Prince 
George trail system. 

 

6.2.8 Fort George Canyon  
Planning Area:  Prince George south 

Background 

Fort George Canyon Provincial Park was 
established in 2000 approximately 20 km 
south of Prince George.  The 178-ha park 
consists of two parcels on either side of 
the Fraser River.  The park commemorates 
the history of the site.  Until 1914, the 
Fraser River was the highway in and out 
of this part of BC.  With its jagged rocks, 
rapids and whirlpools, Fort George 
Canyon was one of the obstacles that 
sternwheelers had to navigate.  The park 
protects the historic winch site used by 
sternwheelers and the related portage, a 
native fishing site and popular hiking 
trail.  

Concepts from 1986 Plan, 1993 & 1998 
Reviews: 

The heritage and recreation values of this 
area were recognized, and establishing a 
park south of Prince George was 
considered a priority. However, no specific sites were identified. 

Status in 2009:   

The Provincial Park is day-use, and accessible only from the west side via a 4.8 km 
trail starting from West Lake Road, 24.5 km south of Prince George. The trailhead 
and first part of the trail remain under Ministry of Forests' jurisdiction; from the 
edge of the plateau down to the river, the trail is in the park. The east side of the 
park is not road or trail accessible. 

 
Fort George Canyon Provincial Park 
(www.env.gov.bc.ca/bcparks/) 
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Future Direction: 

The regional park survey and public sessions revealed community interest in 
establishing a regional park south of Prince George that would provide access to the 
Fraser River.  Stoner, West Red Rock Road and Cale Creek were noted as possible 
areas to consider, but no specific sites were identified. 

West Red Rock Road runs close to the east portion of Fort George Canyon 
Provincial Park. Potentially a right of way could be negotiated with landowners 
between the road and the park boundary to provide public access and development 
of the east portion of the Provincial Park as a river viewpoint. Rather than seeking a 
separate site for a regional park, it may be more efficient to see if there is interest in 
BC Parks in developing the east side of the existing provincial park. 

Actions: 

1. Encourage BC Parks to investigate and develop an access to the east portion of 
Fort George Canyon Provincial Park from West Red Rock Road, to provide a 
public park amenity for the east side of the Fraser River. 

 

6.2.9 Willow River Access 
Planning Area:  Prince George - east 

Background: 

The Willow River, a tributary of the Fraser River, flows north across Highway 16 
about 20 km east of Prince George. On the south side of the Highway, the Willow is 
a popular stretch of water for canoeing and kayaking. North of Highway 16, the 
river becomes dangerous for all but the most expert whitewater kayakers and 
should be avoided by watercraft (Prince George Land and Resource Management 
Plan, 1999, Chapter 2.3.3).  The River corridor is also popular for fishing, hunting, 
camping, hiking and picnicking. 

Concepts from 1986 Plan, 1993 & 1998 Reviews:    

Past plans did not address this site.  

Status in 2009:   

In 2009, a representative of the Northwest Brigade Paddling Club (NBPC) and 
Backwater Paddling (a kayaking business in Prince George) submitted a proposal to 
the RDFFG for developing a park site on the Willow River.  Currently, the upper 
part of the river is accessed from a gravel pit on the south side of Highway 16, but 
this access point has safety and conflicting use issues.  The NBPC’s proposal 
suggests an alternate site from a spur road leading from England Creek Road that 
ends near the river’s edge. The proposed site would apparently provide a safer 
entry to and exit from the river for boaters, and there is room for facilities such as 
parking, picnic tables, outhouse, etc.  In the long term, there may be potential for a 
trail along the west side of the river. 
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The NBPC representative committed to discussing opportunities within the 
organization to raise funds or provide resources for developing the site.   He also 
noted that the Tabor Mountain Recreation Society may have an interest in this site 
and that the two organizations could possibly work together with the RDFFG.  

Future Direction: 

An access to Willow River appears to represent high recreational values, but it 
needs further investigation regarding acquisition options, safety issues and general 
community support.  Acquiring a site also needs to be considered in the context of 
other parks and trails in the area; Harold Mann Regional Park already exists in this 
electoral area, and there are provincial recreational sites and rest stops in the 
vicinity.  Given the other park and trail priorities in this Plan, a site along the 
Willow River is not a high priority at this time. 

Actions: 

1. Revisit a possible site along the Willow River for accessibility, types and 
level of recreational use, and whether it complements existing parks and 
trails in the surrounding area as part of the next 10 year (2020-2030) regional 
parks plan. 

 

6.2.10 Giscome Portage – Summit Lake Recreation System 
Planning Area:  Prince George north 

Concepts from 1986 Plan, 1993 & 1998 Reviews: 

The 8.5 km Giscome Portage Trail from Highway 97 to Huble Homestead (Giscome 
Portage Regional Park) was opened in the 1980s. Previous plans proposed 
extending the Trail northwest to Summit Lake, ending at the old Hudson Bay Co. 
boathouse or in DL 11604.   A small parking lot and outhouses could also be 
constructed where the Portage Trail crosses North Fraser Forest Road, in association 
with a potential demonstration forest formerly proposed by Northwood Pulp in 
TFL 30. Also, a 4 km trail along the Fraser River to Giscome Rapids, through the 
community pasture, was also considered.   

Status in 2009:   

No action has been taken and no interest was expressed through the public 
consultation process in this concept. 

Future Direction:   

At this point, no further action is being considered. 
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6.2.11 Spittal Creek 
Planning Area:  Robson Valley-Canoe  

Background 

Spittal Creek is a Provincial Recreation 
Site located directly off Hwy 16, west of 
the Tete Jaune junction in the Robson 
Valley.  The gateway to the site is 
currently maintained by the Caledonia 
Ramblers who have received funding 
from the Ministry of Tourism, Culture 
and the Arts in the past.  However, trail 
maintenance beyond the bridge over the 
creek is limited at this time.   

Concepts from 1986 Plan, 1993 & 1998 
Reviews: 

This site was not considered in previous 
plans. 

Status in 2009:   

Facilities at the site include picnic tables, an outhouse, interpretive signage and 
trails.  Representatives from the Caledonia Ramblers and McBride Community 
Forest Corp. raised it as a potential future regional park given its visibility and 
proximity to the highway.   

Future Direction: 

While it provides an accessible ‘front-country’ option for residents and visitors, the 
Spittal Creek site is already protected and supported under its designation as a 
provincial recreation site.  From a regional park distribution perspective, it does not 
lie close to any communities and the Robson Valley is already well represented by 
existing and new proposed Regional Parks described in this plan. 

Actions: 

1. Consider assisting the Caledonia Ramblers and partnering organizations with 
specific projects at the Spittal Creek site. 

2. Revisit the site’s feasibility as a regional park in the next 10 year (2020-2030) 
regional parks plan as population demographics and demand change. 

 

 
The Spittal Creek site displays 
interpretive & historic information. 
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6.2.12 Lost Lake  
Planning Area:  Prince George 

Background 

The Lost Lake area, as defined by the Lost 
Lake Trails Committee (LLTC), is located on 
the western edge of the City of Prince 
George, in Electoral Area C.  It comprises 
approximately 320 acres of Crown land.  
Located outside and above the floodplain of 
the Chilako River, the site contains many 
wetland complexes.  

Concepts from 1986 Plan, 1993 & 1998 
Reviews: 

This site was not considered in previous 
plans. 

Status in 2009:   

The RDFFG was informed of the site and the efforts of the LLTC during the second 
public session held in Prince George.   Over the past few years, the LLTC has 
worked with other organizations to prepare a draft Lost Lake Habitat and 
Recreation Management Plan.  The Draft Management Plan, dated August 2009, 
addresses the ecological values of the site and seeks to ensure that the community 
has the opportunity to enjoy the site in perpetuity.  The LLTC has corresponded 
with the Province of BC with respect to the protection of the Crown land parcels.  

Future Direction: 

The main goal of the LLTC and its draft Management Plan appears to be to protect 
the ecological values and wildlife habitat in the Lost Lake area.  Considering a 
regional park designation could compromise this goal, given the recreational 
mandate of the regional park system.  In addition, while the site is enjoyed by 
residents of the Beaverly area, accessibility to the general public is limited by the 
nature of the local roads and inadequate space for parking.   

However, should park status be considered in the future, the site is situated such 
that it could potentially be connected to other trails and parks in the area.   

Actions: 

1. Consider assisting the Lost Lake Trails Committee and partnering organizations 
with specific projects in the Lost Lake Management Area. 

2. Revisit the site’s feasibility as a regional park in the next 10 year (2020-2030) 
regional parks plan. 

 
Lost Lake Area, provided by the Lost 
Lake Trails Committee. 
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6.3.   Summary of Priorities for Future Regional Parks 
 

Site/Area Actions - Prioritized 

 HIGH MEDIUM LOW 

Tabor Mountain 
and Tabor Lake 

In consultation with area residents, 
the Lheidli T’enneh and Nazko First 
Nations and the Province, identify 
options for a future regional park on 
Tabor Lake (e.g., at the end of 
Groveburn Road).  Once an 
appropriate parcel has been identified, 
take steps to acquire either through a 
Crown land lease or grant or, if 
private property, through purchase.  
Define and develop appropriate 
facilities, again in consultation with 
First Nations and area residents. 

If requested, support the TMRS’s 
application to the Province for 
designation of Tabor Mountain as a 
provincial recreation site.  

 
Consider assisting the TMRS with 
specific projects to develop trails and 
facilities on Tabor Mountain.  

Consider other possible sites, such 
as the former Hickory Wings ski 
site, that could provide a suitable 
off-highway park and staging area 
for Tabor Mountain. 

 

Hixon Area In consultation with the Province, 
explore status and potential of Crown 
parcels in the Stoner area as possible 
future regional parks.  Examine the 
feasibility of a regional park at the St 
Marks Church or Hixon Falls.   

Work with the Hixon Women’s 
Institute Heritage Committee to define 
costs and responsibilities associated 
with the restoration and upkeep of the 
St Marks Anglican Church in 
Woodpecker. Consider assisting the 
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Site/Area Actions - Prioritized 

 HIGH MEDIUM LOW 
To gauge public support, organize a 
community meeting or workshop to 
review the ‘pros and cons’ of these or 
another sites identified by the 
community. 

Committee with specific restoration 
projects. 

McKirdy Road Encourage the proponents to present a 
proposal to the RDFFG for a regional 
park at this site.  The proposal should 
outline their ideas for uses and 
proposed facilities at the site, and 
indicate the funds and in-kind 
resources that they can provide to 
meet their objectives. 

Should the proposal receive a positive 
response from the RDFFG Board, 
apply to the Province for a Crown 
grant or long-term lease for the 
property. 

Consider contracting with one or more 
of the proponents for operation/ 
maintenance of the future park, similar 
to contract arrangements on other 
Regional Parks. 

 

 

 

Wilkins – McMillan – 
Cranbrook 
Connections 

In collaboration with the City of 
Prince George, the Cranbrook Hill 
Greenway Society and Miworth 
residents, pursue a trail connection 
between Wilkins Regional Park and 
the Cranbrook Hill Greenway. 

 

Work with the City of Prince George in 
pursuing trails connecting the City’s 
trail system to McMillan Creek 
Regional Park, particularly with respect 
to new trails planned in the north 
portion of the Park. 

In the long term, research routes to 
connect this PG trail network to 
Eskers Provincial Park and Fort 
George Canyon.  Connections to 
the west will require exploring 
options for crossing the Nechako 
River.  Consider seeking provincial 
or federal support. 
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Site/Area Actions - Prioritized 

 HIGH MEDIUM LOW 

Horseshoe Lake To resolve the lease renewal for the 
Horseshoe Lake site prior to its expiry 
in 2011, convene a meeting in 2010 
with representatives of the Village of 
McBride and the Chamber of 
Commerce to: 
‐ confirm that the Village and COC 

wish the RDFFG to take over the 
Horseshoe Lake site as a regional 
park (versus continuing the 
current status of a community-
based park with RDFFG 
assistance); and 

‐ determine the interest and 
capacity of the Village and COC 
to contribute to the upkeep and 
future development of the 
Horseshoe Lake site.   

Renew the lease for the site based on 
the outcome of the above. 
 

If a satisfactory arrangement with local 
interests can be reached regarding 
future operation of the site, proceed 
with designating the site as a regional 
park.  If instead, the Village and COC 
wish to retain Horseshoe Lake as a 
community based park but seek some 
assistance from the RDFFG, consider 
assisting them with specific projects as 
they arise.  

 

Coordinate with the Ozalenka 
Alpine Club and the Village in 
planning trail connections from the 
community to the park. 

 

Ancient Forest Work with the Caledonia Ramblers 
and partnering organizations to have 
the Ancient Forest designated a World 
Heritage Site. 

 

Consider assisting the Caledonia 
Ramblers and partnering organizations 
with specific projects in the Ancient 
Forest. 

Support the Ancient Forest 
initiative by promoting the site as 
part of a Region-wide system of 
parks and trails. 
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Site/Area Actions - Prioritized 

 HIGH MEDIUM LOW 

Ness Lake/ Vivian 
& Verdant Lakes  

  No actions proposed at this time; 
possible future trail connections 
need further investigation. 

Fort George 
Canyon 

 Encourage BC Parks to investigate and 
develop an access to the east portion of 
Fort George Canyon Provincial Park 
from West Red Rock Road, to provide a 
public park amenity for the east side of 
the Fraser River. 

 

Willow River   Revisit a possible site along the 
Willow River for accessibility, 
types and level of use, and whether 
it complements existing parks and 
trails in the area as part of the next 
(2020-2030) regional parks plan. 

Giscome Portage – 
Summit Lake 
Recreation System 

  No actions proposed at this time. 

Spittal Creek  Consider assisting the Caledonia 
Ramblers and partnering organizations 
with specific projects at the Spittal 
Creek site. 

Revisit the site’s feasibility as a 
regional park in the next 10 year 
(2020-2030) regional parks plan as 
population demographics and 
demand changes. 
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Site/Area Actions - Prioritized 

 HIGH MEDIUM LOW 

Lost Lake  Consider assisting the Lost Lake Trails 
Committee and partnering 
organizations with specific projects in 
the Lost Lake Management Area. 

Revisit the site’s feasibility as a 
regional park in the next 10 year 
(2020-2030) regional parks plan. 
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7.0    Implementation & Financing 
Chapters 5 and 6 outline the proposed projects for existing and potential future 
parks respectively. The priorities assigned to each project indicate broad timeframes 
for their completion:  

 High – to be completed in years 1 – 5. 

 Medium - to be completed in years 6 – 10, but can overlap with High priority 
projects where resources and budget allow. 

 Low – may occur within the 10-year timeframe of this plan, or may wait until 
after 2020, depending on time and resources. 

The allocation of RDFFG budget to implement these projects is the subject of this 
chapter.  It addresses operational and capital budgets, and is supported by an 
interactive spreadsheet that addresses each of the projects described in this plan (see 
Appendix C).  The spreadsheet incorporates a 2% construction inflation rate over 
the life of this plan.  It also assumes some level of contributions from grants, 
donations, in-kind labour and materials, etc. for certain individual projects, to 
generate a "net" RDFFG capital budget after these contributions.  Item or “unit” 
costs (2009 cost basis) are provided, with the provision that these unit costs are 
suitable for general budgeting only; any specific project should be subject to a 
detailed budget estimate prior to being undertaken. 

Overall, the Capital and Operational Budget and Timeline provided in Appendix C 
is intended only as a general guideline of expenditures over the next 10 years; none 
of the project estimates, annual budgets or their distribution are 'written in stone'.   
Opportunities may arise or RDFFG budget priorities may change that require 
significant divergence from this budget projection.  However, the spreadsheet is 
constructed to allow for changes in assumptions, unit costs, project components or 
any other parameter that may change over time. 

7.1.   Operational Budget 
Operations and maintenance are assumed to have two main components: 

 Park maintenance contracts:  This includes existing contracts as well as contracts 
for proposed future parks starting in 2015.   

 Park maintenance (conducted by RDFFG):  This includes painting, lawn care, 
trail maintenance, vandalism repair, pine beetle/pest management, and invasive 
plant management.   

With inflation, the total operations and maintenance budget is estimated at about 
$840,000 over the 10 year life of this plan.   
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A “communications” component of under $8,000 (over 10 years) is also added to the 
budget to provide some outside sourcing for website development, upgrades 
and/or brochure design and printing.   

7.2.   Capital Budget 
Capital budgets for both existing and proposed parks, as described in this plan, are 
presented in this section as the net Regional District capital budget after contributions 
by affiliated organizations (refer to Column #4 on page 1 of Appendix C).   

7.2.1 Projects for Existing Parks 
Ten-year budgets for completing the capital projects for each of the 11 existing 
Regional Parks are provided.  The 10-year budget for all existing parks after 
inflation is on the order of $289,000.   

A park management plan for Giscome Portage Regional Park is assumed to be 
funded under the Regional Park Development Reserve Fund (see below). 

7.2.2 Proposed Parks 
Capital projects for setting up proposed parks and/or trails at Tabor Lake, Hixon 
area, McKirdy Road, Wilkins-McMillan-Cranbrook connections and Horseshoe 
Lake total approximately $374,000 over the 10 year life of the plan.  This does not 
include any land acquisition costs should they arise; these are assumed to be 
covered under the Regional Park Development Reserve Fund (see below). 

The total 10-year budget, including inflation, to implement this plan is estimated at 
approximately $1.5 million. 

7.3.   Regional Park Development Reserve Fund 
This fund was created in the 1980s to provide the Regional District with a source of 
contingency funding to cover unexpected expenses, special one-time projects and 
acquisition opportunities as they arise.  The Regional District’s policy is to maintain 
$100,000 to $125,000 in this fund for these purposes.  

To date, the sole source of money has been surplus operational funds – i.e., any 
‘leftovers’ from the annual operational budget for Regional Parks.  Given the desire 
to gradually expand the Regional Parks and trails system over time, such surpluses 
may become scant in coming years and may be insufficient to allow the regional 
park system to meet the needs of the Region.  

7.3.1 Additional Revenue Sources for the Reserve Fund 
 Supplementary sources of funds are desirable, and could include the following: 
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 Profits from a proposed Commemorative Giving program (see Policy 
4.3.10.3).  A small percentage of the cost of providing, installing and 
maintaining memorial trees, benches, etc. could be added to the fee for 
this service, with the surplus designated to this fund. 

 While fee for service is not considered desirable or practical from an 
operational perspective, the Regional District could install locked 
donation boxes at key, high-use parks, to promote a sense of park value 
among users as well as to supplement revenues. 

 Consider combining this fund with the proposed Endowment Fund 
designed to encourage and receive donations to the Regional Park system 
(see Policy 4.3.10.1). 

 Consider establishing a regional park fund “service” and “service area” 
that would allow the Regional District to charge a parcel tax or property 
value tax to support Regional Parks. Under the Local Government Act (s. 
801(3)), a Regional District can  establish this type of service by 
referendum, by consent by board members and municipal councils on 
behalf of the electors, or some other approval process.  Several other 
Regional Districts in the province have established such funds with 
participation of some or all of their member municipalities and electoral 
areas, and in some cases, in partnership with local conservation 
organizations – e.g., Capital Regional District, Regional District of 
Nanaimo, Regional District of East Kootenay, and Cowichan Valley 
Regional District.3 

7.3.2 Other Funding Sources 
Grant programs are another possible source of funds to support park and trail 
development. Recent examples of such programs include the following (note that 
grant programs typically have a finite lifespan);  

 Infrastructure Canada manages several programs which provide funding for 
environmental and local transportation infrastructure projects in municipalities 
across Canada. Typically, the Federal government contributes one-third of the 
cost of municipal infrastructure projects.  Provincial and municipal governments 
contribute the remaining funds, and in some instances, there may be private 
sector investment as well. 

 Green Municipal Funds.  The Federation of Canadian Municipalities manages 
the Green Municipal Fund, with a total allocation of $550 million.  This fund is 

                                                      
3 For examples, see: M. Carmody, 2009, “Regional District Conservation Fund in British 
Columbia: Three Case Studies”. Environmental Law Centre, University of Victoria. 15 p. 
http://www.elc.uvic.ca/publications/index.htm 
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intended to support municipal government efforts to reduce pollution, reduce 
greenhouse gas emissions and improve quality of life.  The expectation is that 
knowledge and experience gained in best practices and innovative 
environmental projects will be applied to national infrastructure projects. 

 Rural Infrastructure Fund. The Canada/BC Municipal Rural Infrastructure 
Fund is a grant program for infrastructure in communities with populations less 
than 250,000. Its purpose is improving municipal and rural infrastructure to 
ensure that communities are sustainable, competitive and healthy centres of 
economic growth. 

 Other federal programs. At any given time, there are usually one or more 
Federal grant programs for which trails and trail facilities would be eligible.  As 
an example, in the past, Environment Canada provided grants through the 
Environmental Partners Fund for bicycle-related projects which demonstrated a 
benefit to the environment and which formed partnerships with the community.  
It is important to note that eligibility for some Federal programs is limited to 
not-for-profit organizations.  By forming partnerships with local not-for-profit 
organizations, the District may be able to access a number of alternative funding 
sources and grant programs for park and trail projects.  It is important to note 
that because the primary applicant for funds is the not-for-profit group, they are 
nominally in charge of the project. 

 Private sector grant programs such as the TD Friends of the Environment 
Foundation, which sponsors community projects on a regional chapter basis 
(www.fef.td.com).  

 

 



Regional Parks Plan  

  67 

 

8.0   References 
City of Prince George (2008). Prince George Parks & Open Space Master Plan. 

City of Prince George (1998). Prince George City Wide Trail System Master Plan. 

Community Futures (2008). Regional District of Fraser-Fort George. The Economic 
Climate.  http://cfdc.bc.ca/uploads/File/Economic%20Outlook.pdf 

Kosec, L., Parks and Open Space Planner, City of Prince George (2010).  Personal 
Communication via email. 

Lost Lake Trails Committee (2009). Lost Lake Habitat and Recreation Management 
Plan (Draft for Technical Review). 

Ministry of Education (April, 2009). Projection Report for Public School Headcount 
Enrolments 2008/09.  District and Provincial Report. 
http://www.bced.gov.bc.ca/capitalplanning/resources/databasesreports/enrolme
nt/1558a-2008.pdf 

Ministry of Education (February, 2009). Summary of Key Information 2008/09. 
http://www.bced.gov.bc.ca/keyinfo/pdfs/ski09.pdf 

Ministry of Environment (2010). BC Parks. Conservation. 
http://www.env.gov.bc.ca/bcparks/conservation/ 

Ministry of Forests and Range (2009a). Forest Regions and Districts Websites. 
http://www.for.gov.bc.ca/mof/regdis.htm 

Ministry of Forests and Range (May, 2009b).  Beetle Facts.  
http://www.for.gov.bc.ca/hfp/mountain_pine_beetle/facts.htm#factors 

Integrated Land Management Bureau. 2009.  GIS data. 
https://apps.gov.bc.ca/pub/geometadata/metadataDetail.do?recordUID=51178&r
ecordSet=ISO19115 

Prince George Trails Task Force (2008). The Prince George Centennial Trails Project 
– A Five-Year Implementation Plan. 

Tourism BC (2007). McBride tourism Plan Final. Community Tourism Foundations 
Program. 

Regional District of Fraser-Fort George (2006). Strategic Priorities. 
http://www.rdffg.bc.ca/Report_Library/SP.pdf  



Regional District of Fraser-Fort George 

68  

 

 

 

Blank page inserted for double sided printing 



Regional Parks Plan  

  69 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 

 

APPENDICES 



Regional District of Fraser-Fort George 

70  

 

Times Visited

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140

Berman Lake

Cedarside

George Hicks

Giscome Portage

Harold Mann

John Dahl

Koeneman

Kristian Winther

McMillan Creek

Ness Lake

Wilkins

# Responses

1
2-10
+10

APPENDIX A: Phase 2 Public Consultation Results 
The intent of the first round of public consultation was to gather information about 
public use of the RDFFG’s Regional Parks as well as opinions and suggestions for 
the future regional park system. The consultation process had two components.   

1. A public survey was designed and mailed to key stakeholder organizations, 
posted on the RDFFG’s website, provided at a variety of public front 
counters, and was available at the public sessions.  Survey responses were 
collected from October 15 to November 21, 2009.   

2. Public sessions were also held to inform residents about the process to 
update the Regional Parks Plan and to gather ideas and opinions about 
current and future Regional Parks and trails.  These sessions occurred in 
Valemount (Nov 18 afternoon), McBride (Nov 18 evening), Prince George 
(Nov 19 evening) and Mackenzie (Nov 20 evening). 

The following sections summarize the results from this first round of public input. 

A.1. Public Survey  
A total of 202 surveys were completed, of which 159 (79%) were done online. 
Respondents did not necessarily answer all questions. 

 

Q1: Which of the following 
Regional Parks have you or 
other members of your 
household visited in the past 
two years? Please check the box 
that corresponds to the number 
of visits to each park. 
 
Wilkins Regional Park was the 
most visited park, followed by 
Giscome-Portage and then other 
parks in or near Prince George 
(Berman Lake, McMillan Creek 
and Ness Lake).  This reflects 
generally the proximity to 
population, with the possible 
exception of Giscome Portage 
Regional Park, which can be 
considered a popular 
‘destination’ park. 
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Q2: Regional Parks can play 
many roles within the entire 
system of national, provincial, 
regional and municipal parks 
and trails. Please rate the 
following potential roles of 
Regional Parks in the 
RDFGG.  
 
Providing outdoor recreation 
was considered the highest 
priority among respondents, 
followed closely by protecting 
wildlife habitat and ESAs, 
historic/heritage sites and 
representative landscapes.  
Attracting tourists and 
providing linkages among 
parks were rated a lower 
priority, though the latter 
conflicts with responses in later 
questions (e.g., #3 & 4) that 
emphasize the need to improve 
linkages among parks. 
 
 
Q3: Are there improvements to 
the RDFFG’s Regional Parks 
that you would like to see? 
Please rate which of the 
following improvements you 
think are needed. 
 
Improving information about 
Regional Parks received the 
highest overall rating, 
followed by improving 
signage to the parks and 
preserving and restoring 
natural features.  Enhancing 
linkages among parks and 
improving maintenance to 
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parks also ranked highly when 
considering only the strong and 
very strong need for 
improvement categories. 
 
 
Q4. Over the next 10 years, we 
can focus our resources on 
increasing the quantity or the 
quality of Regional Parks and 
trails. Which do you think 
should be the priority?  
 
Improving existing parks and 
trails was rated highest priority, 
followed by developing more 
trails – both within and between 
parks.  
 
 
Q5. If additions to the regional 
park system were to be 
considered, what should be the 
priority? Please indicate your 
support for the following types 
of parks/trails.  
 
Preference was slightly higher 
for waterfront parks over 
mountain/alpine areas and 
trails/linkages, but all 3 types 
received attention. Waterfront 
access was the most frequent 
topic in the additional 
comments, followed by trail 
connections to and among parks 
and nature appreciation. 
 

Question 6 addresses specific locations that people would like to see become 
Regional Parks.  The results of Question 6 are presented in Chapter 6 of this plan in 
concert with a review of potential park sites identified in the 1986 Parks Plan.  
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Q7. Would you support 
additional public investment 
in Regional Parks? and 
Q8. If you answered “yes”, 
please tell us which sources of 
additional funding you would 
support.  
 
Of the 182 people who 
answered this question, 
almost 88% supported 
additional public investment 
in Regional Parks.  The most 
favoured source of 
additional resources was 
“support for volunteers,” 
followed by commercial 
sponsorship and fundraising 
by supporters. Many 
commented on the need to 
capitalize on grants from senior 
governments and “lottery 
funds” as well as encouraging 
donations.  As expected, user 
fees were the least preferred 
option. 

 

Q9. Do you have any other comments or suggestions about Regional Parks in the 
RDFFG? 

General themes from the responses to this survey question are summarized below 
(Table 1).  Park-specific comments are summarized in Table 3. 

Table 1:  Themes from survey comments Figure 5  

THEME  Count 

No motorized vehicles (ATVs mentioned most frequently but also dirt bikes, 
snowmobiles); assign designated areas;  better enforcement re trail use; 
prevent, restore damage 

16 

Positive comments about  Regional Parks, their facilities, operation and 
maintenance 

10 
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THEME  Count 

Better maps, general and web information (photos), publicity 7 

Better signage in parks – trails, interpretive, viewing areas 5 

Environmental/wilderness/naturalness protection 5 

More trails/linkages generally 5 

Better education re. park use; enforcement re alcohol, parties, vehicles, etc. 
(mostly Wilkins) 

4 

Volunteers (1 comment about need for insurance coverage by clubs) 3 

More horse trails  3 

Parks with non-motorized boating only (e.g., Eaglet Lake) 2 

Accessibility for physically challenged 2 

No user fees; support sponsorship (commercial, community organization; 
make parks smoke free; provide camping; acquire parks through better 
planning/zoning/OCP/subdivision requirements; greater cooperation 
among government agencies (provincial, regional, municipal) and user 
groups/societies/clubs 

1 each 

 

Establish new park only where there is the population to support it (i.e. Tabor 
Mountain) – if the users aren’t there, put the funds towards existing parks 
instead. 

1 

 
 
Q10. Survey 
respondents’ location 
of residence:  
 
55.5% of survey 
respondents live in the 
City of Prince George 
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Q11 & Q12. Gender & Age:  
 
There was an approximately even 
distribution of men (48.5%) and 
women (51.5%) who responded to 
the survey. 
 
The majority of survey 
respondents were between the 
ages of 40-64, followed by those 
25-39 years of age. 
 
 
Q13. Please indicate which 
activities you typically seek in 
a public park, trail or open 
space – check all boxes that 
apply. 
 
Walking & hiking are the most 
common activity that people 
seek in a public park.  
This is followed by other 
passive activities such as 
picnicking, swimming 
and photography.  
Motorized activities and 
horseback riding were 
the least common 
activities.   Other 
activities noted in the 
comments included 
camping, canoeing, dog 
walking, berry picking, 
mountaineering and 
rock/ice climbing. 
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A.2. Public Sessions 
A combined total of 26 people attended the public sessions in Valemount and 
McBride to cover the Robson Valley-Canoe Park Planning area.  39 people signed in 
at the public session in Prince George.  Despite the best efforts to advertise the 
event, no members of the public arrived at the Mackenzie public session.  

Along with providing an opportunity to fill out a public survey, attendees were 
asked to annotate large maps of the Planning Areas with comments about existing 
Regional Parks or future sites that could be part of the Regional Parks and trails 
system.  48 comments were received from the maps in all the public sessions   
Comments about future potential park sites are summarized in Table 3 (in Chapter 
6).  Comments about existing Regional Parks from the public sessions as wells as the 
survey are summarized in Table 2 below. 

 

Table 2: Summary of comments regarding existing parks from public sessions and 
survey. 

Regional Park Comments 

Berman Lake No motorized vehicles on land (ATVs etc.) or water (motor boats, 
etc.) 

Cedarside  Aerator for fish (Brook Trout) 

Cold shower for duck itch.   

Reforest with mixed species.   

Wharf. 

Leeches/water quality are a problem 

Access road and parking lot need to be cleaned up – high potential 
for flat tires. 

George Hicks Interpretive signage and planting more species of trees; bird viewing 
– nests?  

Trail connection to the Swift Creek trail along creek. 

Need another viewing bridge downstream (west) 

Giscome Portage More facilities at Huble Homestead. 

Power supply to Huble Homestead 

Giscome Portage is a designated horse trail but needs horse trailer 
parking at the trailhead. 
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Regional Park Comments 

No motorized vehicle, no horses – the trail is too humid, trails cannot 
withstand weight. 

Harold Mann Boat launch needed (2). 

Eaglet Lake needs better boat launch but NOT at Harold Mann. 

Could Eaglet Lake be non-motorized boating only 

Very important for naturalists and birding 

Viewing tower for bird watching; trail improved to the northeast - I 
miss the bridge! 

John Dahl Shortage of signs within park – incomplete information on new 
overview sign, does not show provincial tenured trails such as sled 
trail connector – confusing to users new to park 

Koeneman Boat launch needed (5) 

Artificial lake 

Kristian Winther No highway sign 

McMillan Creek Many people are curious as to the source of the Creek – could any 
trails actually go farther north along the creek? 

Could not find access to viewing area under new bridge…? 

Ness Lake Beach erosion 

Wilkins Dog off-leash and under control area; more bag dispensers (2) 

Recent beetle kill logging has left a network of chipped trails.  If some 
were connected they would provide increased trails especially good 
for walking and horse trails. 

Prevent/restore damage by motorized recreation vehicles (2) 

More monitoring needed regarding alcohol, speeding -  particularly 
for parties, floating down Nechako (2) 

Large cottonwoods felled for human safety but no plan for managing 
these trees in the long term the park 

Roads and parking lots have been upgraded but not enough 
restoration of impacts of these activities 

Improve dust control 
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A.3. Stakeholder Contact & Discussions 
The following agencies and organizations were contacted in regards to the Fraser-
Fort George Regional Parks Plan Update.  All of the contacts listed received a letter, 
including an invitation to the first round of public sessions, the survey, and a 
backgrounder to the project. 

Government & First Nations 

Ministry of Environment 

Ministry of Forests and Range 

Ministry of Tourism, Culture and the 
Arts 

Lheidli T’enneh First Nation 

Tsekani First Nation 

Community Interest –Heritage, Tourism & Education  

Homestead-Giscome Portage Heritage 
Society 

Tourism Prince George 

McBride Tourism 

Mackenzie Tourism 

Valemount Tourism 

Mackenzie Chamber of Commerce 

University of Northern British Columbia 

School District 57  

College of New Caledonia 

 

Community Interest – Outdoor Recreation & Environment 

Caledonia Ramblers Hiking Club 

Cranbrook Hill Greenway Society 

Alpine Club of Canada – Prince George 
Section 

Caledonia Nordic Ski Club (Otway) 

Prince George Backcountry Recreation 
Society 

Prince George ATV Club 

Ridge Riders ATV Club 

Tabor Mountain Recreation Society 

Prince George Snowmobile Club 

Valemount and Area Recreation 
Development Association 

Mackenzie Nordiques Ski Club 

Prince George Cycling Club 

Prince George Rod & Gun Club 

UNBC Outdoors Club 

Northern BC Caving Club 

Prince George Horse Society 

Prince George Naturalists Club 

Mackenzie Nature Observatory 

Spruce City Wildlife Association 
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Rock Mountain Riders 

McBride Big Country Snowmobile 
Association 

Timberline Snow Goers Club 

Ducks Unlimited 

Nechako Watershed Council 

REAPS 

 

Community Associations & Other 

Blackburn Community Association 

Carney Hill Neighbourhood Centre 

College Heights Community Association 

Hart Highway Community Association  

Northern Development Initiative Trust 

 

Interviews 

Following the public sessions, discussions were conducted over the phone and/or 
by email with the stakeholders listed below: 

 Northwest Brigade Paddling Club & Backwater Paddling: Rick Brine 

 Valemount Chamber of Commerce & BC Parks: Wayne Van Velzen 

 Village of McBride: Eliana Clements, CAO 

 Caledonia Ramblers Hiking Club: Darryl Polyk & Nowell Senior 

 Tabor Mountain Recreation Society: Steven Dubas (President), Bob Bullock 
(Treasurer), Bruce Edson (Executive Director) 

 Prince George ATV Club & Snowmobile Club:  Jeff Mohr 

 Art Kaehn, Director for Electoral Area E (Hixon-Woodpecker).   
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APPENDIX B: Phase 3 Public Consultation Results 
The intent of the second round of public consultation was to share the draft plan 
with the public and seek feedback on the recommendations and policies outlined in 
the plan. The consultation process had two components.   

1) A public survey was designed and posted on the RDFFG’s website and was 
available at the public sessions.  Survey responses were collected from  
May 1 to June 18, 2010.   

2) Public sessions were also held to acquire input on the Draft Regional Parks 
Plan.  These sessions occurred in Valemount (June 2, afternoon), McBride 
(June 1, evening), and Prince George (May 31, evening).  In lieu of a public 
session in Mackenzie, the Draft Plan and survey were provided to Council 
for review and input. 

 

This report summarizes the results from this second round of public input. 

 

B.1. Public Survey 
A total of 48 surveys were completed, of which 23 (48%) were done online. 
Respondents did not necessarily answer all questions. 

 

Q1. VISION STATEMENT: Building from the 1986 Regional Parks Plan and 
public input, the vision for the RDFFG’s Regional Parks for the next 10 years is a 
system that:  

 Secures, protects and stewards lands and water features of recreational, 
environmental and historic value to the Region and its communities; 

 Provides day-use facilities for rewarding outdoor recreational opportunities;  

 Preserves the environmental and heritage values represented in the parks; 

 Moves toward an interlinked system of public trails and open spaces in 
coordination with other park and trail systems in the Region;  

 Fosters understanding and appreciation of the Region’s natural values; and  

 Enhances the way of life of current and future residents of the Region.  
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Do you agree with the Vision Statement? 

Fourty-two (88%) of the 
respondents agreed with the 
Vision Statement and no one 
disagreed with it.  

Two comments specific to 
this questions were provided 
– both focused on trail 
development and to ensure 
that new trails are 
established to minimize 
impacts on the environment 
(i.e. wildlife), landowners 
and heritage values. 

 

Q2. POLICIES (Chapter 4): Chapter 4 of the Draft Regional Parks Plan presents 48 
policies under the following 12 topics to guide Regional Park planning over the 
next 10 years.  
 
In general, do you agree with the policies described under each of the 12 topics?  

On average, 80% of respondents agreed with the policies outlined in the Draft Plan, 
with the majority in favour of policies related to Defining the Need for Regional 
Parks.  Few respondents disagreed with the policies, however there was some 
disagreement in relation to the policies on Barrier-Free Access.   

Regional Parks Plan Vision Statement 

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45

Neutral

Agree

# Respondents

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100
%

12. Financing Regional Parks & Trails (4) 

11. Partnerships and Volunteers (5) 

10. Donations and Memorials (3) 

9. Acquisition and Disposition (6) 

8. Public Information and Education (2) 

7. Barrier-free Access (2) 

6. Park Facilities and Improvements (2) 

5. Park Operations, Management and Standards (3) 

4. Park Planning (4) 

3. Park Uses (9) 

2. Defining the Need for Regional Parks (3)

1. Regional Parks within an Outdoor Recreation System (5) 

Agree

Neutral

Disagree
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Only one comment was provided in response to this question and it focused on 
ensuring that vehicular traffic does not impede the enjoyment of park facilities by 
others.  It is possible that Barrier-Free access was misinterpreted; however the 
wording in the plan is quite explicit.  No clear explanation can be gleaned as to why 
there was disagreement with the barrier-free policies.  

 

Q3. EXISTING REGIONAL PARK SITES (Chapter 5):  Chapter 5 of the Draft 
Regional Parks Plan presents park improvement projects for existing regional 
parks and prioritizes them over the next 10 years.  
 
Please let us know if you agree with the proposed improvements to the existing 
parks summarized below and described in Chapter 5.  

Proposed 
improvements to 
Cedarside, George 
Hicks, McMillan 
Creek, Kristian 
Winther, and 
Giscome Portage 
Regional Parks were 
received with the 
most approval by the 
community. 

Proposed 
improvements to 
Berman Lake 
received 
approximately 60% 
support.  This result 
enhances the need for local community engagement with respect to potential 
projects in this park prior to any action taking place.  

 

A summary of the comments to Question 3 follow.  Only the parks that received 
comments are included: 

Regional Park Comments 

John Dahl ‐ John Dahl Park should remain in the RD inventory.  

Koeneman ‐ Boat launch should be developed elsewhere and additional consultation 
should occur with the community regarding the heritage value of 

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

WILKINS

NESS LAKE 

McMILLAN CREEK 

KRISTIAN WINTHER 

KOENEMAN 

JOHN DAHL 

HAROLD MANN 

GISCOME PORTAGE

GEORGE HICKS

CEDARSIDE 

BERMAN LAKE

Agree

Neutral

Disagree
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Regional Park Comments 

Koeneman House. 

‐ Koeneman House - renovate and restore to pioneer home status and 
furnish it in pioneer fashion. It could then be open on special occasion for 
touring. It could be used by tour group or groups to demonstrate 
homestead style living etc. 

‐ Yes to river bank and signs. Redesign House to open area, picnic. 
Remove house. 

‐ The Valley Museum Archives will be discussing the idea of restoration of 
the interior of Koeneman House and furnishing it. This would be open to 
the public on special occasions. This is only an idea at this point, but it is 
felt that the house has possibilities for illustration of 1930's life. 

Wilkins -       Wilkins does not need more promotion 

 

 

Q4. POTENTIAL REGIONAL PARK SITES & OTHER ACTIONS (Chapter 6): 
 
Overall, 10 areas of interest were explored based on recommendations from the 
previous park plan and input received through the public sessions in the fall of 
2009. Each site was considered based on how it contributes to the overall vision 
and coincides with the park acquisition criteria presented in Chapter 6.  
 
Do you agree with the 
following sites as 
potential future 
regional park sites?   

The majority of 
respondents felt that 
the McKirdy Road site 
was a priority for 
locating a new park, 
followed by the Hixon 
area, which is 
currently lacking a 
Regional Park. 

 

 

 

Comments to Question 4 follow. 

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

McKirdy Road (near
Valemount) 

Horseshoe Lake
(near McBride) 

Hixon Area (south of
Prince-George) 

Tabor Lake (Greater
Prince-George) 

Agree

Neutral

Disagree
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Potential Regional 
Park 

Comments 

Tabor Lake ‐ Swimming beach at Tabor Lake.  

Hixon Area ‐ Hixon Falls is beautiful but not very well advertised. Signage would be 
an asset. 

‐ Hixon has discussed the need for a RD park for decades. They should 
have one! 

Horseshoe Lake ‐ Take over Horseshoe Lake Gazebo/bird observatory property & ensure 
trail development and ATV parking respect the site. 

‐ Explore hiking trail around Horseshoe Lake developed in partnership 
with the adjacent land owners or local group. 

‐ Horseshoe Lake is a very popular local site also enjoyed by many 
visitors. It is a short walk from McBride and great for bird watching. 

McKirdy Road None. 

General All good choices. Horseshoe Lake and Tabor Lake should be prioritized. 

 

Q5. POTENTIAL REGIONAL PARK SITES & OTHER ACTIONS (Chapter 6): 
Actions are also proposed for the other areas of interest that were considered:  

 Ancient Forest  

 Willow River  

 Fort George Canyon  

 Wilkins/McMillan/Cranberry Corridor  

 Ness Lake/Vivian & Verdant Lakes Area  

Please refer to Chapter 6 and let us know if you have any comments about the 
above areas of interest and their proposed actions over the next 10 years. 

Comments in response to Question 5 follow. 

Other Actions Comments 

Ancient Forest Overall, comments about the Ancient Forest were for its continued protection 
and support by the RD. 

‐ The Ancient Forest is an extraordinary site that deserves a higher profile. 

‐ The Regional District should look after the Ancient Forest. 

‐ Ancient Forest - Full support. 

‐ PLEASE take over the Ancient Forest and protect it against future 
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Other Actions Comments 

logging activity. 

‐ The Ancient Forest needs protection whether provincial or regional is the 
question. It fulfils the requirement for provincial status as a unique 
environment.  

‐ Regional District should support ongoing development initiated by 
volunteer clubs. 

‐ No Ancient Forest. 

Willow River Comments focus on public safety and First Nations engagement: 

‐ Willow River too dangerous to encourage use. 

‐ Requires close consultation with First Nations and Paddling Clubs.  

Fort George Canyon Overall positive comments in regards to improving access to FGC Park: 

‐ Fort George Canyon should be exploited as a park, promoted by signage 
and trails improved. 

‐ Access off Hwy #97 is more accessible for tourists. 

Wilkins/McMillan/ 
Cranberry Corridor 

Agree with the general direction, but do think that the corridor development 
between Wilkins/McMillan and Cranberry Hill be bumped up in priority. 

Ness Lake/Vivian & 
Verdant Lakes Area 

None. 

New Park Sites Lost Lake Area west of Beaverly is a priority for the local community. Paved 
trail linking the city of Prince George to the Miworth area is needed for 
safety. 

 

 

Q6. GENERAL COMMENTS: Do you have any other comments that you would 
like to share about the Draft Regional Parks Plan? 

Theme Comments 

Improve Existing 
Parks 

‐ It would be nice to increase Regional Parks. However, focusing on 
improvements on current parks should be higher priority. 

Enhancing the 
Overall System 

‐ Please improve the parks system, make our natural areas more 
accessible, and exploit the rich heritage of the Mackenzie, Thompson and 
Fraser expeditions. There is so much undiscovered or under-developed 
history experiences available here. 

‐ Interconnection of trails is a great idea and would improve the outdoor 
options. 
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Theme Comments 

Passive Recreation 
& Environmental 
Protection 

‐ Don't lose the importance of outdoor space for quiet enjoyment in the 
enthusiasm for active recreation. Public space provides many different 
needs and should be available to do so. 

‐ Our beautiful areas are under-signed and under protected from natural 
erosion.  

General Satisfaction 
with the Plan 

‐ I am pleased to know of all the potential areas for the people of Prince 
George and out lying areas that are being looked at for the present and 
the future. We have an incredible resource of tourism and great beauty 
around us.  

‐ Thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback. Parks are clean and 
well maintained. 

 

Q7 and Q8. GENDER & AGE: 

More women (60%) responded to the survey than men (40%) the survey.  As with 
the first round of public sessions, the majority of respondents were between the 
ages of 40-64 years (70%), followed by 25-39 years (20%), 65 years and older (6%) 
and 24 years and younger (4%). 

 

Q9. Survey respondents’ location of residence:  

The majority of 
survey 
respondents live in 
the Village of 
Valemount (37%), 
followed by 22% of 
respondents from 
the City of Prince 
George.   
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B.2. Public Sessions  
A combined total of 24 people attended the public sessions in Valemount and 
McBride to cover the Robson Valley-Canoe Park Planning area.  9 people signed in 
at the public session in Prince George.   

These public sessions focused on presenting the Draft Regional Parks Plan and 
acquiring feedback on it.  In addition to the comments received via the 
questionnaire (summarized above), the following notes summarize input received 
at the three public sessions: 

City of Prince George, May 31, 2010 

‐ A new potential park site, “Lost Lake, ” was raised by resident from the 
area, who provided information to the Planning Department.  This site to be 
examined for consideration in the Regional Park Plan?  

‐ Interest in RDFFG support of the “Ancient Forest” being considered a world 
heritage site. 

‐ Consider erosion control standards (provincial standards, BC Parks 
guidelines) in Regional Parks. 

‐ Include First Nations included in the process, for Tabor Lake and the Willow 
River. 

‐ Coordinate with the City’s Trails Task Force, and consider collaborative 
approaches to receive funding for Parks projects (RDFFG and interest 
groups). 

‐ Were horse trails considered within the City’s trails connector vision? 

McBride, June 1, 2010 

‐ Interest in Horseshoe Lake and a trail connector.  Coordination with the 
Alpine Club, who has put substantial effort into trail establishment in the 
area, should be included.  In addition to addressing the potential park site in 
the plan, the community could request to make a presentation to the 
Regional Board.  Also concern for invasive plant management in Horseshoe 
Lake. 

‐ There were numerous comments with respect to the Koeneman House, with 
an overall agreement that the future of the building should be a community 
decision - establishing a non-profit society similar to Huble Homestead 
would be an asset. 

‐ Could other Park uses be considered for example dog/horse walk area at 
Koeneman Park? 
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‐ A new potential park site was raised: Spittal Creek – current Forest Rec Site 
with the interpretive trails managed by the McBride Community Forest.   

 
Valemount, June 2, 2010 

‐ Focus was on McKirdy Road and how to advance the process of its 
designation as a Regional Park. 
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Budget Total 

Net % RD 
capital after 
contributions
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Capital 
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y Annual 
Capital 
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Annual 
Capital 
Budget

Annual 
Capital 
Budget

Annual 
Capital 
Budget

Annual 
Capital 
Budget

Annual 
Capital 
Budget

Annual 
Capital 
Budget

Annual 
Capital 
Budget

Annual 
Capital 
Budget

Annual 
Capital 
Budget

Remaining 
Capital 
Budget

Capital Budget 
Total w/ 
Inflation

CAPITAL PROJECTS - EXISTING PARKS

Berman Lake $3,155 100% $3,155 8 8 1 11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3660 0 0 0 $3,660
Cedarside $119,251 72% $85,938 1 5 5 7 17531 17875 18219 18563 18906 0 0 0 0 0 0 $91,094
George Hicks $17,131 100% $17,131 6 10 5 10 0 0 0 0 0 3837 3906 3974 4043 4111 0 $19,872
Giscome Portage $3,155 100% $3,155 1 1 1 4 3218 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 $3,218
Harold Mann $19,958 63% $12,570 1 2 2 2 6411 6537 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 $12,948
John Dahl (Mackenzie) $19,899 100% $19,899 2 10 9 9 0 2299 2344 2388 2432 2476 2521 2565 2609 2653 0 $22,287
Koeneman $92,920 52% $48,038 1 10 10 6 4900 4996 5092 5188 5284 5380 5476 5572 5668 5765 0 $53,322
Kristian Winther $16,480 60% $9,818 1 2 2 5 5007 5105 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 $10,112
McMillan $52,904 100% $52,904 2 9 8 8 0 6877 7010 7142 7274 7406 7539 7671 7803 0 0 $58,723
Ness Lake $19,988 50% $9,994 1 4 4 3 2548 2598 2648 2698 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 $10,493
Wilkins $3,155 100% $3,155 1 1 1 1 3218 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 $3,218

Subtotal Capital - Existing Parks $367,995 $265,757 $288,948

CAPITAL PROJECTS - PROPOSED PARKS

Tabor Lake (Proposed) $69,210 100% $69,210 2 8 7 1 0 10283 10480 10678 10876 11074 11271 11469 0 0 0 $76,131
Hixon Area (Proposed) $66,077 100% $66,077 3 10 8 2 0 0 8755 8920 9086 9251 9416 9581 9746 9912 0 $74,667
McKirdy Road (Proposed) $126,694 76% $96,485 3 10 8 3 0 0 12784 13026 13267 13508 13749 13990 14232 14473 0 $109,029
RD & City Connections (Proposed) $168,228 50% $84,114 4 10 7 4 0 0 0 12978 13218 13458 13699 13939 14179 14420 0 $95,890
Horseshoe Lake (Proposed) $16,297 100% $16,297 3 7 5 5 0 0 3455 3520 3585 3651 3716 0 0 0 0 $17,927

Subtotal Capital - Proposed Parks $446,506 $332,183 $373,643

Subtotal Capital Budget $814,501 $597,940 $42,834 $56,571 $70,787 $85,101 $83,928 $70,041 $71,292 $72,422 $58,281 $51,333 $0 $662,591

COMMUNICATIONS PROJECTS
Website Development/Upgrades $4,350 $4,350 2 3 2 0 2262 2306 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 $4,568
Brochure Design & Printing $2,900 $2,900 3 4 2 0 0 1537 1566 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 $3,103

Subtotal Communications Budget $7,250 $7,250 $0 $2,262 $3,843 $1,566 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $7,671

OPERATIONS & MAINTENANCE
Park Operations

Park Attendant / Contract Existing Parks $475,000 $475,000 1 10 10 48450 49400 50350 51300 52250 53200 54150 55100 56050 57000 0 $527,250

Park Attendant / Contract Proposed Parks $90,000 $90,000 2 10 9 0 10400 10600 10800 11000 11200 11400 11600 11800 12000 0 $100,800

Park Maintenance $186,000 $186,000 1 10 10 18972 19344 19716 20088 20460 20832 21204 21576 21948 22320 0 $206,460
(painting, lawn care, invasive plant removal, etc.)

Subtotal O&M Budget $751,000 $751,000 $67,422 $79,144 $80,666 $82,188 $83,710 $85,232 $86,754 $88,276 $89,798 $91,320 $0 $834,510

GRAND TOTALS $1,572,751 $1,356,190 $110,256 $137,977 $155,296 $168,855 $167,638 $155,273 $158,046 $160,698 $148,079 $142,653 $0 $1,504,771
Cost of Inflation $148,581

SPECIAL PROJECTS

Giscome Portage Park Management Plan $25,000 100% $25,000 2 3 2 0 13000 13250 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 $26,250



Berman Lake
General Note: Unit Costs indicated are suitable for general budgeting only, and are accurate only to
30% (Class D estimate)

Cost Estimate Unit Quantity Budget / Unit
Calculated 

Budget

% Donated 
Labour / 

Materials (max 
100%)

Net % RD 
Capital 
Budget

$$ RD Capital 
Budget

Added O&M 
(% of 

Calculated 
Budget)

$$ Annual 
Additional 

O&M Budget

Total Park Area sq.m. 380000

Total Park Perimeter l.m.
Note

CAPITAL PROJECT(S)
New Boat Launch each 0 $45,500 $0 100% $0 $0
Parking Area (gravel) stall 0 $1,352 $0 100% $0 $0
Lookout (with wood handrail) sq.m. 0 $1,470 $0 100% $0 $0
Outhouse/Composting Toilet each 0 $3,120 $0 100% $0 $0
Picnic Shelter each 0 $10,140 $0 100% $0 $0
Bench, Table or Bike Rack on Concrete Pad Each 0 $3,294 $0 100% $0 $0
Fence l.m. 0 $183 $0 100% $0 $0
Concrete Barrier l.m. 0 $325 $0 100% $0 $0
Litter Receptacle on Concrete Pad each 0 $1,736 $0 100% $0 $0
Fire Ring each 0 $46 $0 100% $0 $0
Local Trail (2m Gravel Surface) l.m. 0 $33 $0 100% $0 $0
Nature Trail (1.2m Gravel Surface) l.m. 0 $20 $0 100% $0 $0
Wood Stair (1.2m wide with handrail) riser 0 $749 $0 100% $0 $0
Park Interpretive Signs & Shelter each 0 $12,505 $0 100% $0 $0
Park Entrance Sign each 0 $3,434 $0 100% $0 $0
Park/Highway Signs & Markers each 2 $1,578 $3,155 100% $3,155 $0
Selective Pruning / Dangerous Tree Clearing sq.m. 0 $5 $0 100% $0 $0
Lakeshore / Riparian Restoration sq.m. 0 $133 $0 100% $0 $0
Historic Restoration each 0 $20,800 $0 100% $0 $0
Property Acquisition ha 0 $0 $0 100% $0 $0

Subtotals for CAPITAL Project $3,155 100% $3,155 $0

Park Attendant / Contract each 10 $3,500 $35,000 100% $35,000 $0

10-YEAR SUBTOTAL FOR PARK $38,155 $38,155 $0



Cedarside
General Note: Unit Costs indicated are suitable for general budgeting only, and are accurate only to
30% (Class D estimate)

Cost Estimate Unit Quantity Budget / Unit
Calculated 

Budget

% Donated 
Labour / 

Materials (max 
100%)

Net % RD 
Capital 
Budget

$$ RD Capital 
Budget

Added O&M 
(% of 

Calculated 
Budget)

$$ Annual 
Additional 

O&M Budget

Total Park Area sq.m. 185000

Total Park Perimeter l.m.
Note

CAPITAL PROJECT(S)
New Boat Launch each 0 $45,500 $0 100% $0 $0
Parking Area (gravel) stall 0 $1,352 $0 100% $0 $0
Lookout (with wood handrail) sq.m. 0 $1,470 $0 100% $0 $0
Outhouse/Composting Toilet each 0 $3,120 $0 100% $0 $0
Picnic Shelter each 0 $10,140 $0 100% $0 $0
Bench, Table or Bike Rack on Concrete Pad Each 0 $3,294 $0 100% $0 $0
Fence l.m. 200 $183 $36,660 100% $36,660 $0
Concrete Barrier l.m. 20 $325 $6,500 100% $6,500 $0
Litter Receptacle on Concrete Pad each 0 $1,736 $0 100% $0 $0
Fire Ring each 0 $46 $0 100% $0 $0
Local Trail (2m Gravel Surface) l.m. 0 $33 $0 100% $0 $0
Nature Trail (1.2m Gravel Surface) l.m. 0 $20 $0 100% $0 $0
Wood Stair (1.2m wide with handrail) riser 0 $749 $0 100% $0 $0
Park Interpretive Signs & Shelter each 0 $12,505 $0 100% $0 $0
Park Entrance Sign each 0 $3,434 $0 100% $0 $0
Park/Highway Signs & Markers each 6 $1,578 $9,466 100% $9,466 $0
Selective Pruning / Dangerous Tree Clearing sq.m. 0 $5 $0 100% $0 $0
Lakeshore / Riparian Restoration sq.m. 500 $133 $66,625 50 50% $33,313 $0
Historic Restoration each 0 $20,800 $0 100% $0 $0
Property Acquisition ha 0 $0 $0 100% $0 $0

Subtotals for CAPITAL Project $119,251 72% $85,938 $0

Park Attendant / Contract each 10 $4,500 $45,000 100% $45,000 $0

10-YEAR SUBTOTAL FOR PARK $164,251 $130,938 $0



George Hicks
General Note: Unit Costs indicated are suitable for general budgeting only, and are accurate only to
30% (Class D estimate)

Cost Estimate Unit Quantity Budget / Unit
Calculated 

Budget

% Donated 
Labour / 

Materials (max 
100%)

Net % RD 
Capital 
Budget

$$ RD Capital 
Budget

Added O&M 
(% of 

Calculated 
Budget)

$$ Annual 
Additional 

O&M Budget

Total Park Area sq.m. 25000

Total Park Perimeter l.m.
Note

CAPITAL PROJECT(S)
New Boat Launch each 0 $45,500 $0 100% $0 $0
Parking Area (gravel) stall 0 $1,352 $0 100% $0 $0
Lookout (with wood handrail) sq.m. 1 $1,470 $1,470 100% $1,470 $0
Outhouse/Composting Toilet each 0 $3,120 $0 100% $0 $0
Picnic Shelter each 0 $10,140 $0 100% $0 $0
Bench, Table or Bike Rack on Concrete Pad Each 0 $3,294 $0 100% $0 $0
Fence l.m. 0 $183 $0 100% $0 $0
Concrete Barrier l.m. 0 $325 $0 100% $0 $0
Litter Receptacle on Concrete Pad each 0 $1,736 $0 100% $0 $0
Fire Ring each 0 $46 $0 100% $0 $0
Local Trail (2m Gravel Surface) l.m. 0 $33 $0 100% $0 $0
Nature Trail (1.2m Gravel Surface) l.m. 0 $20 $0 100% $0 $0
Wood Stair (1.2m wide with handrail) riser 0 $749 $0 100% $0 $0
Park Interpretive Signs & Shelter each 1 $12,505 $12,505 100% $12,505 $0
Park Entrance Sign each 0 $3,434 $0 100% $0 $0
Park/Highway Signs & Markers each 2 $1,578 $3,155 100% $3,155 $0
Selective Pruning / Dangerous Tree Clearing sq.m. 0 $5 $0 100% $0 $0
Lakeshore / Riparian Restoration sq.m. 0 $133 $0 100% $0 $0
Historic Restoration each 0 $20,800 $0 100% $0 $0
Property Acquisition ha 0 $0 $0 100% $0 $0

Subtotals for CAPITAL Project $17,131 100% $17,131 $0

Park Attendant / Contract each 10 $4,500 $45,000 100% $45,000 $0

10-YEAR SUBTOTAL FOR PARK $62,131 $62,131 $0



Giscome Portage
General Note: Unit Costs indicated are suitable for general budgeting only, and are accurate only to
30% (Class D estimate)

Cost Estimate Unit Quantity Budget / Unit
Calculated 

Budget

% Donated 
Labour / 

Materials (max 
100%)

Net % RD 
Capital 
Budget

$$ RD Capital 
Budget

Added O&M 
(% of 

Calculated 
Budget)

$$ Annual 
Additional 

O&M Budget

Total Park Area sq.m. 220000

Total Park Perimeter l.m.
Note

CAPITAL PROJECT(S)
New Boat Launch each 0 $45,500 $0 100% $0 $0
Parking Area (gravel) stall 0 $1,352 $0 100% $0 $0
Lookout (with wood handrail) sq.m. 0 $1,470 $0 100% $0 $0
Outhouse/Composting Toilet each 0 $3,120 $0 100% $0 $0
Picnic Shelter each 0 $10,140 $0 100% $0 $0
Bench, Table or Bike Rack on Concrete Pad Each 0 $3,294 $0 100% $0 $0
Fence l.m. 0 $183 $0 100% $0 $0
Concrete Barrier l.m. 0 $325 $0 100% $0 $0
Litter Receptacle on Concrete Pad each 0 $1,736 $0 100% $0 $0
Fire Ring each 0 $46 $0 100% $0 $0
Local Trail (2m Gravel Surface) l.m. 0 $33 $0 100% $0 $0
Nature Trail (1.2m Gravel Surface) l.m. 0 $20 $0 100% $0 $0
Wood Stair (1.2m wide with handrail) riser 0 $749 $0 100% $0 $0
Park Interpretive Signs & Shelter each 0 $12,505 $0 100% $0 $0
Park Entrance Sign each 0 $3,434 $0 100% $0 $0
Park/Highway Signs & Markers each 2 $1,578 $3,155 100% $3,155 $0
Selective Pruning / Dangerous Tree Clearing sq.m. 0 $5 $0 100% $0 $0
Lakeshore / Riparian Restoration sq.m. 0 $133 $0 100% $0 $0
Historic Restoration each 0 $20,800 $0 100% $0 $0
Property Acquisition ha 0 $0 $0 100% $0 $0

Subtotals for CAPITAL Project $3,155 100% $3,155 $0

Park Attendant / Contract each 10 $0 $0 100% $0 $0
Giscome Portage Park Management Plan each 1 $25,000.00 $25,000 100% $25,000

Subtotal Other $25,000 100% $25,000

10-YEAR SUBTOTAL FOR PARK $28,155 $28,155 $0



Harold Mann
General Note: Unit Costs indicated are suitable for general budgeting only, and are accurate only to
30% (Class D estimate)

Cost Estimate Unit Quantity Budget / Unit
Calculated 

Budget

% Donated 
Labour / 

Materials (max 
100%)

Net % RD 
Capital 
Budget

$$ RD Capital 
Budget

Added O&M 
(% of 

Calculated 
Budget)

$$ Annual 
Additional 

O&M Budget

Total Park Area sq.m. 130000

Total Park Perimeter l.m.
Note

CAPITAL PROJECT(S)
New Boat Launch each 0 $45,500 $0 100% $0 $0
Parking Area (gravel) stall 0 $1,352 $0 100% $0 $0
Lookout (with wood handrail) sq.m. 0 $1,470 $0 100% $0 $0
Outhouse/Composting Toilet each 0 $3,120 $0 100% $0 $0
Picnic Shelter each 1 $10,140 $10,140 40 60% $6,084 $0
Bench, Table or Bike Rack on Concrete Pad Each 0 $3,294 $0 100% $0 $0
Fence l.m. 0 $183 $0 100% $0 $0
Concrete Barrier l.m. 0 $325 $0 100% $0 $0
Litter Receptacle on Concrete Pad each 0 $1,736 $0 100% $0 $0
Fire Ring each 0 $46 $0 100% $0 $0
Local Trail (2m Gravel Surface) l.m. 0 $33 $0 100% $0 $0
Nature Trail (1.2m Gravel Surface) l.m. 0 $20 $0 100% $0 $0
Wood Stair (1.2m wide with handrail) riser 0 $749 $0 100% $0 $0
Park Interpretive Signs & Shelter each 0 $12,505 $0 100% $0 $0
Park Entrance Sign each 0 $3,434 $0 100% $0 $0
Park/Highway Signs & Markers each 2 $1,578 $3,155 100% $3,155 $0
Selective Pruning / Dangerous Tree Clearing sq.m. 0 $5 $0 100% $0 $0
Lakeshore / Riparian Restoration sq.m. 50 $133 $6,663 50 50% $3,331 $0
Historic Restoration each 0 $20,800 $0 100% $0 $0
Property Acquisition ha 0 $0 $0 100% $0 $0

Subtotals for CAPITAL Project $19,958 63% $12,570 $0

Park Attendant / Contract each 10 $3,500 $35,000 100% $35,000 $0

10-YEAR SUBTOTAL FOR PARK $54,958 $47,570 $0

This requires projecting all needs for next 10 years - budget gets spread over 10 years in "timeline" spreadsheet.
It does not allow creating/manipulating a 10-year budget per park.
Also required unit cost estimates for "new" items, items that are at a much more rural standard than assumed in existing unit costs, and/or cost estimates for "repair" (maintenance) items.



John Dahl (Mackenzie)
General Note: Unit Costs indicated are suitable for general budgeting only, and are accurate only to
30% (Class D estimate)

Cost Estimate Unit Quantity Budget / Unit
Calculated 

Budget

% Donated 
Labour / 

Materials (max 
100%)

Net % RD 
Capital 
Budget

$$ RD Capital 
Budget

Added O&M 
(% of 

Calculated 
Budget)

$$ Annual 
Additional 

O&M Budget

Total Park Area sq.m. 18000

Total Park Perimeter l.m.
Note

CAPITAL PROJECT(S)
New Boat Launch each 0 $45,500 $0 100% $0 $0
Parking Area (gravel) stall 10 $1,352 $13,520 100% $13,520 $0
Lookout (with wood handrail) sq.m. 0 $1,470 $0 100% $0 $0
Outhouse/Composting Toilet each 1 $3,120 $3,120 100% $3,120 $0
Picnic Shelter each 0 $10,140 $0 100% $0 $0
Bench, Table or Bike Rack on Concrete Pad Each 0 $3,294 $0 100% $0 $0
Fence l.m. 0 $183 $0 100% $0 $0
Concrete Barrier l.m. 0 $325 $0 100% $0 $0
Litter Receptacle on Concrete Pad each 0 $1,736 $0 100% $0 $0
Fire Ring each 0 $46 $0 100% $0 $0
Local Trail (2m Gravel Surface) l.m. 0 $33 $0 100% $0 $0
Nature Trail (1.2m Gravel Surface) l.m. 0 $20 $0 100% $0 $0
Wood Stair (1.2m wide with handrail) riser 0 $749 $0 100% $0 $0
Park Interpretive Signs & Shelter each 0 $12,505 $0 100% $0 $0
Park Entrance Sign each 0 $3,434 $0 100% $0 $0
Park/Highway Signs & Markers each 2 $1,578 $3,155 100% $3,155 $0
Selective Pruning / Dangerous Tree Clearing sq.m. 20 $5 $104 100% $104 $0
Lakeshore / Riparian Restoration sq.m. 0 $133 $0 100% $0 $0
Historic Restoration each 0 $20,800 $0 100% $0 $0
Property Acquisition ha 0 $0 $0 100% $0 $0

Subtotals for CAPITAL Project $19,899 100% $19,899 $0

Park Attendant / Contract each 10 $4,000 $40,000 100% $40,000 $0

10-YEAR SUBTOTAL FOR PARK $59,899 $59,899 $0



Koeneman
General Note: Unit Costs indicated are suitable for general budgeting only, and are accurate only to
30% (Class D estimate)

Cost Estimate Unit Quantity Budget / Unit
Calculated 

Budget

% Donated 
Labour / 

Materials (max 
100%)

Net % RD 
Capital 
Budget

$$ RD Capital 
Budget

Added O&M 
(% of 

Calculated 
Budget)

$$ Annual 
Additional 

O&M Budget

Total Park Area sq.m. 45000

Total Park Perimeter l.m.
Note

CAPITAL PROJECT(S)
New Boat Launch each 1 $45,500 $45,500 50 50% $22,750 $0
Parking Area (gravel) stall 0 $1,352 $0 100% $0 $0
Lookout (with wood handrail) sq.m. 0 $1,470 $0 100% $0 $0
Outhouse/Composting Toilet each 0 $3,120 $0 100% $0 $0
Picnic Shelter each 0 $10,140 $0 100% $0 $0
Bench, Table or Bike Rack on Concrete Pad Each 0 $3,294 $0 100% $0 $0
Fence l.m. 0 $183 $0 100% $0 $0
Concrete Barrier l.m. 0 $325 $0 100% $0 $0
Litter Receptacle on Concrete Pad each 0 $1,736 $0 100% $0 $0
Fire Ring each 0 $46 $0 100% $0 $0
Local Trail (2m Gravel Surface) l.m. 0 $33 $0 100% $0 $0
Nature Trail (1.2m Gravel Surface) l.m. 500 $20 $10,140 50 50% $5,070 $0
Wood Stair (1.2m wide with handrail) riser 0 $749 $0 100% $0 $0
Park Interpretive Signs & Shelter each 0 $12,505 $0 100% $0 $0
Park Entrance Sign each 0 $3,434 $0 100% $0 $0
Park/Highway Signs & Markers each 2 $1,578 $3,155 100% $3,155 $0
Selective Pruning / Dangerous Tree Clearing sq.m. 0 $5 $0 100% $0 $0
Lakeshore / Riparian Restoration sq.m. 100 $133 $13,325 50 50% $6,663 $0
Historic Restoration each 1 $20,800 $20,800 50 50% $10,400 $0
Property Acquisition ha 0 $0 $0 100% $0 $0

Subtotals for CAPITAL Project $92,920 52% $48,038 $0

Park Attendant / Contract each 10 $6,000 $60,000 100% $60,000 $0

10-YEAR SUBTOTAL FOR PARK $152,920 $108,038 $0



Kristian Winther
General Note: Unit Costs indicated are suitable for general budgeting only, and are accurate only to
30% (Class D estimate)

Cost Estimate Unit Quantity Budget / Unit
Calculated 

Budget

% Donated 
Labour / 

Materials (max 
100%)

Net % RD 
Capital 
Budget

$$ RD Capital 
Budget

Added O&M 
(% of 

Calculated 
Budget)

$$ Annual 
Additional 

O&M Budget

Total Park Area sq.m. 283000

Total Park Perimeter l.m.
Note

CAPITAL PROJECT(S)
New Boat Launch each 0 $45,500 $0 100% $0 $0
Parking Area (gravel) stall 0 $1,352 $0 100% $0 $0
Lookout (with wood handrail) sq.m. 0 $1,470 $0 100% $0 $0
Outhouse/Composting Toilet each 0 $3,120 $0 100% $0 $0
Picnic Shelter each 0 $10,140 $0 100% $0 $0
Bench, Table or Bike Rack on Concrete Pad Each 0 $3,294 $0 100% $0 $0
Fence l.m. 0 $183 $0 100% $0 $0
Concrete Barrier l.m. 0 $325 $0 100% $0 $0
Litter Receptacle on Concrete Pad each 0 $1,736 $0 100% $0 $0
Fire Ring each 0 $46 $0 100% $0 $0
Local Trail (2m Gravel Surface) l.m. 0 $33 $0 100% $0 $0
Nature Trail (1.2m Gravel Surface) l.m. 0 $20 $0 100% $0 $0
Wood Stair (1.2m wide with handrail) riser 0 $749 $0 100% $0 $0
Park Interpretive Signs & Shelter each 0 $12,505 $0 100% $0 $0
Park Entrance Sign each 0 $3,434 $0 100% $0 $0
Park/Highway Signs & Markers each 2 $1,578 $3,155 100% $3,155 $0
Selective Pruning / Dangerous Tree Clearing sq.m. 0 $5 $0 100% $0 $0
Lakeshore / Riparian Restoration sq.m. 100 $133 $13,325 50 50% $6,663 $0
Historic Restoration each 0 $20,800 $0 100% $0 $0
Property Acquisition ha 0 $0 $0 100% $0 $0

Subtotals for CAPITAL Project $16,480 60% $9,818 $0

Park Attendant / Contract each 10 $5,500 $55,000 100% $55,000 $0

10-YEAR SUBTOTAL FOR PARK $71,480 $64,818 $0



McMillan
General Note: Unit Costs indicated are suitable for general budgeting only, and are accurate only to
30% (Class D estimate)

Cost Estimate Unit Quantity Budget / Unit
Calculated 

Budget

% Donated 
Labour / 

Materials (max 
100%)

Net % RD 
Capital 
Budget

$$ RD Capital 
Budget

Added O&M 
(% of 

Calculated 
Budget)

$$ Annual 
Additional 

O&M Budget

Total Park Area sq.m. 600000

Total Park Perimeter l.m.
Note

CAPITAL PROJECT(S)
New Boat Launch each 0 $45,500 $0 100% $0 $0
Parking Area (gravel) stall 0 $1,352 $0 100% $0 $0
Lookout (with wood handrail) sq.m. 0 $1,470 $0 100% $0 $0
Outhouse/Composting Toilet each 0 $3,120 $0 100% $0 $0
Picnic Shelter each 0 $10,140 $0 100% $0 $0
Bench, Table or Bike Rack on Concrete Pad Each 0 $3,294 $0 100% $0 $0
Fence l.m. 0 $183 $0 100% $0 $0
Concrete Barrier l.m. 0 $325 $0 100% $0 $0
Litter Receptacle on Concrete Pad each 0 $1,736 $0 100% $0 $0
Fire Ring each 0 $46 $0 100% $0 $0
Local Trail (2m Gravel Surface) l.m. 0 $33 $0 100% $0 $0
Nature Trail (1.2m Gravel Surface) l.m. 1500 $20 $30,420 100% $30,420 $0
Wood Stair (1.2m wide with handrail) riser 30 $749 $22,484 100% $22,484 $0
Park Interpretive Signs & Shelter each 0 $12,505 $0 100% $0 $0
Park Entrance Sign each 0 $3,434 $0 100% $0 $0
Park/Highway Signs & Markers each 0 $1,578 $0 100% $0 $0
Selective Pruning / Dangerous Tree Clearing sq.m. 0 $5 $0 100% $0 $0
Lakeshore / Riparian Restoration sq.m. 0 $133 $0 100% $0 $0
Historic Restoration each 0 $20,800 $0 100% $0 $0
Property Acquisition ha 0 $0 $0 100% $0 $0

Subtotals for CAPITAL Project $52,904 100% $52,904 $0

Park Attendant / Contract each 10 $0 $0 100% $0 $0

10-YEAR SUBTOTAL FOR PARK $52,904 $52,904 $0



Ness Lake
General Note: Unit Costs indicated are suitable for general budgeting only, and are accurate only to
30% (Class D estimate)

Cost Estimate Unit Quantity Budget / Unit
Calculated 

Budget

% Donated 
Labour / 

Materials (max 
100%)

Net % RD 
Capital 
Budget

$$ RD Capital 
Budget

Added O&M 
(% of 

Calculated 
Budget)

$$ Annual 
Additional 

O&M Budget

Total Park Area sq.m. 840000

Total Park Perimeter l.m.
Note

CAPITAL PROJECT(S)
New Boat Launch each 0 $45,500 $0 100% $0 $0
Parking Area (gravel) stall 0 $1,352 $0 100% $0 $0
Lookout (with wood handrail) sq.m. 0 $1,470 $0 100% $0 $0
Outhouse/Composting Toilet each 0 $3,120 $0 100% $0 $0
Picnic Shelter each 0 $10,140 $0 100% $0 $0
Bench, Table or Bike Rack on Concrete Pad Each 0 $3,294 $0 100% $0 $0
Fence l.m. 0 $183 $0 100% $0 $0
Concrete Barrier l.m. 0 $325 $0 100% $0 $0
Litter Receptacle on Concrete Pad each 0 $1,736 $0 100% $0 $0
Fire Ring each 0 $46 $0 100% $0 $0
Local Trail (2m Gravel Surface) l.m. 0 $33 $0 100% $0 $0
Nature Trail (1.2m Gravel Surface) l.m. 0 $20 $0 100% $0 $0
Wood Stair (1.2m wide with handrail) riser 0 $749 $0 100% $0 $0
Park Interpretive Signs & Shelter each 0 $12,505 $0 100% $0 $0
Park Entrance Sign each 0 $3,434 $0 100% $0 $0
Park/Highway Signs & Markers each 0 $1,578 $0 100% $0 $0
Selective Pruning / Dangerous Tree Clearing sq.m. 0 $5 $0 100% $0 $0
Lakeshore / Riparian Restoration sq.m. 150 $133 $19,988 50 50% $9,994 $0
Historic Restoration each 0 $20,800 $0 100% $0 $0
Property Acquisition ha 0 $0 $0 100% $0 $0

Subtotals for CAPITAL Project $19,988 50% $9,994 $0

Park Attendant / Contract each 10 $7,500 $75,000 100% $75,000 $0

10-YEAR SUBTOTAL FOR PARK $94,988 $84,994 $0



Wilkins
General Note: Unit Costs indicated are suitable for general budgeting only, and are accurate only to
30% (Class D estimate)

Cost Estimate Unit Quantity Budget / Unit
Calculated 

Budget

% Donated 
Labour / 

Materials (max 
100%)

Net % RD 
Capital 
Budget

$$ RD Capital 
Budget

Added O&M 
(% of 

Calculated 
Budget)

$$ Annual 
Additional 

O&M Budget

Total Park Area sq.m. 570000

Total Park Perimeter l.m.
Note

CAPITAL PROJECT(S)
New Boat Launch each 0 $45,500 $0 100% $0 $0
Parking Area (gravel) stall 0 $1,352 $0 100% $0 $0
Lookout (with wood handrail) sq.m. 0 $1,470 $0 100% $0 $0
Outhouse/Composting Toilet each 0 $3,120 $0 100% $0 $0
Picnic Shelter each 0 $10,140 $0 100% $0 $0
Bench, Table or Bike Rack on Concrete Pad Each 0 $3,294 $0 100% $0 $0
Fence l.m. 0 $183 $0 100% $0 $0
Concrete Barrier l.m. 0 $325 $0 100% $0 $0
Litter Receptacle on Concrete Pad each 0 $1,736 $0 100% $0 $0
Fire Ring each 0 $46 $0 100% $0 $0
Local Trail (2m Gravel Surface) l.m. 0 $33 $0 100% $0 $0
Nature Trail (1.2m Gravel Surface) l.m. 0 $20 $0 100% $0 $0
Wood Stair (1.2m wide with handrail) riser 0 $749 $0 100% $0 $0
Park Interpretive Signs & Shelter each 0 $12,505 $0 100% $0 $0
Park Entrance Sign each 0 $3,434 $0 100% $0 $0
Park/Highway Signs & Markers each 2 $1,578 $3,155 100% $3,155 $0
Selective Pruning / Dangerous Tree Clearing sq.m. 0 $5 $0 100% $0 $0
Lakeshore / Riparian Restoration sq.m. 0 $133 $0 100% $0 $0
Historic Restoration each 0 $20,800 $0 100% $0 $0
Property Acquisition ha 0 $0 $0 100% $0 $0

Subtotals for CAPITAL Project $3,155 100% $3,155 $0

Park Attendant / Contract each 10 $8,500 $85,000 100% $85,000 $0

10-YEAR SUBTOTAL FOR PARK $88,155 $88,155 $0



Tabor Lake (Proposed)
General Note: Unit Costs indicated are suitable for general budgeting only, and are accurate only to
30% (Class D estimate)

Cost Estimate Unit Quantity Budget / Unit
Calculated 

Budget

% Donated 
Labour / 

Materials (max 
100%)

Net % RD 
Capital 
Budget

$$ RD Capital 
Budget

Added O&M 
(% of 

Calculated 
Budget)

$$ Annual 
Additional 

O&M Budget

Total Park Area sq.m. 1

Total Park Perimeter l.m.
Note

CAPITAL PROJECT(S)
New Boat Launch each 0 $45,500 $0 100% $0 $0
Parking Area (gravel) stall 15 $1,352 $20,280 100% $20,280 $0
Lookout (with wood handrail) sq.m. 0 $1,470 $0 100% $0 $0
Outhouse/Composting Toilet each 2 $3,120 $6,240 100% $6,240 $0
Picnic Shelter each 1 $10,140 $10,140 100% $10,140 $0
Bench, Table or Bike Rack on Concrete Pad Each 5 $3,294 $16,471 100% $16,471 $0
Fence l.m. 0 $183 $0 100% $0 $0
Concrete Barrier l.m. 0 $325 $0 100% $0 $0
Litter Receptacle on Concrete Pad each 3 $1,736 $5,207 100% $5,207 $0
Fire Ring each 5 $46 $228 100% $228 $0
Local Trail (2m Gravel Surface) l.m. 0 $33 $0 100% $0 $0
Nature Trail (1.2m Gravel Surface) l.m. 200 $20 $4,056 100% $4,056 $0
Wood Stair (1.2m wide with handrail) riser 0 $749 $0 100% $0 $0
Park Interpretive Signs & Shelter each 0 $12,505 $0 100% $0 $0
Park Entrance Sign each 1 $3,434 $3,434 100% $3,434 $0
Park/Highway Signs & Markers each 2 $1,578 $3,155 100% $3,155 $0
Selective Pruning / Dangerous Tree Clearing sq.m. 0 $5 $0 100% $0 $0
Lakeshore / Riparian Restoration sq.m. 0 $133 $0 100% $0 $0
Historic Restoration each 0 $20,800 $0 100% $0 $0
Property Acquisition ha 1 $0 $0 100% $0 $0

Subtotals for CAPITAL Project $69,210 100% $69,210 $0

Park Attendant / Contract each 0 $0 $0 100% $0 $0

10-YEAR SUBTOTAL FOR PARK $69,210 $69,210 $0



Hixon Area (Proposed)
General Note: Unit Costs indicated are suitable for general budgeting only, and are accurate only to
30% (Class D estimate)

Cost Estimate Unit Quantity Budget / Unit
Calculated 

Budget

% Donated 
Labour / 

Materials (max 
100%)

Net % RD 
Capital 
Budget

$$ RD Capital 
Budget

Added O&M 
(% of 

Calculated 
Budget)

$$ Annual 
Additional 

O&M Budget

Total Park Area sq.m. 1

Total Park Perimeter l.m.
Note

CAPITAL PROJECT(S)
New Boat Launch each 0 $45,500 $0 100% $0 $0
Parking Area (gravel) stall 15 $1,352 $20,280 100% $20,280 $0
Lookout (with wood handrail) sq.m. 0 $1,470 $0 100% $0 $0
Outhouse/Composting Toilet each 2 $3,120 $6,240 100% $6,240 $0
Picnic Shelter each 1 $10,140 $10,140 100% $10,140 $0
Bench, Table or Bike Rack on Concrete Pad Each 5 $3,294 $16,471 100% $16,471 $0
Fence l.m. 0 $183 $0 100% $0 $0
Concrete Barrier l.m. 0 $325 $0 100% $0 $0
Litter Receptacle on Concrete Pad each 3 $1,736 $5,207 100% $5,207 $0
Fire Ring each 3 $46 $137 100% $137 $0
Local Trail (2m Gravel Surface) l.m. 0 $33 $0 100% $0 $0
Nature Trail (1.2m Gravel Surface) l.m. 50 $20 $1,014 100% $1,014 $0
Wood Stair (1.2m wide with handrail) riser 0 $749 $0 100% $0 $0
Park Interpretive Signs & Shelter each 0 $12,505 $0 100% $0 $0
Park Entrance Sign each 1 $3,434 $3,434 100% $3,434 $0
Park/Highway Signs & Markers each 2 $1,578 $3,155 100% $3,155 $0
Selective Pruning / Dangerous Tree Clearing sq.m. 0 $5 $0 100% $0 $0
Lakeshore / Riparian Restoration sq.m. 0 $133 $0 100% $0 $0
Historic Restoration each 0 $20,800 $0 100% $0 $0
Property Acquisition ha 1 $0 $0 100% $0 $0

Subtotals for CAPITAL Project $66,077 100% $66,077 $0

Park Attendant / Contract each 0 $0 $0 100% $0 $0

10-YEAR SUBTOTAL FOR PARK $66,077 $66,077 $0



McKirdy Road (Proposed)
General Note: Unit Costs indicated are suitable for general budgeting only, and are accurate only to
30% (Class D estimate)

Cost Estimate Unit Quantity Budget / Unit
Calculated 

Budget

% Donated 
Labour / 

Materials (max 
100%)

Net % RD 
Capital 
Budget

$$ RD Capital 
Budget

Added O&M 
(% of 

Calculated 
Budget)

$$ Annual 
Additional 

O&M Budget

Total Park Area sq.m. 1

Total Park Perimeter l.m.
Note

CAPITAL PROJECT(S)
New Boat Launch each 0 $45,500 $0 100% $0 $0
Parking Area (gravel) stall 20 $1,352 $27,040 100% $27,040 $0
Lookout (with wood handrail) sq.m. 25 $1,470 $36,758 50 50% $18,379 $0
Outhouse/Composting Toilet each 2 $3,120 $6,240 100% $6,240 $0
Picnic Shelter each 1 $10,140 $10,140 50 50% $5,070 $0
Bench, Table or Bike Rack on Concrete Pad Each 6 $3,294 $19,765 100% $19,765 $0
Fence l.m. 0 $183 $0 100% $0 $0
Concrete Barrier l.m. 4 $325 $1,300 100% $1,300 $0
Litter Receptacle on Concrete Pad each 3 $1,736 $5,207 100% $5,207 $0
Fire Ring each 3 $46 $137 100% $137 $0
Local Trail (2m Gravel Surface) l.m. 0 $33 $0 100% $0 $0
Nature Trail (1.2m Gravel Surface) l.m. 50 $20 $1,014 50 50% $507 $0
Wood Stair (1.2m wide with handrail) riser 0 $749 $0 100% $0 $0
Park Interpretive Signs & Shelter each 1 $12,505 $12,505 50 50% $6,253 $0
Park Entrance Sign each 1 $3,434 $3,434 100% $3,434 $0
Park/Highway Signs & Markers each 2 $1,578 $3,155 100% $3,155 $0
Selective Pruning / Dangerous Tree Clearing sq.m. 0 $5 $0 100% $0 $0
Lakeshore / Riparian Restoration sq.m. 0 $133 $0 100% $0 $0
Historic Restoration each 0 $20,800 $0 100% $0 $0
Property Acquisition ha 1 $0 $0 100% $0 $0

Subtotals for CAPITAL Project $126,694 76% $96,485 $0

Park Attendant / Contract each 10 $4,500 $45,000 100% $45,000 $0

10-YEAR SUBTOTAL FOR PARK $171,694 $141,485 $0



RD & City Connections (Proposed)
General Note: Unit Costs indicated are suitable for general budgeting only, and are accurate only to
30% (Class D estimate)

Cost Estimate Unit Quantity Budget / Unit
Calculated 

Budget

% Donated 
Labour / 

Materials (max 
100%)

Net % RD 
Capital 
Budget

$$ RD Capital 
Budget

Added O&M 
(% of 

Calculated 
Budget)

$$ Annual 
Additional 

O&M Budget

Total Park Area sq.m. 1

Total Park Perimeter l.m.
Note

CAPITAL PROJECT(S)
New Boat Launch each 0 $45,500 $0 100% $0 $0
Parking Area (gravel) stall 10 $1,352 $13,520 50 50% $6,760 $0
Lookout (with wood handrail) sq.m. 0 $1,470 $0 0 100% $0 $0
Outhouse/Composting Toilet each 4 $3,120 $12,480 50 50% $6,240 $0
Picnic Shelter each 0 $10,140 $0 100% $0 $0
Bench, Table or Bike Rack on Concrete Pad Each 4 $3,294 $13,177 50 50% $6,588 $0
Fence l.m. 0 $183 $0 100% $0 $0
Concrete Barrier l.m. 0 $325 $0 100% $0 $0
Litter Receptacle on Concrete Pad each 6 $1,736 $10,413 50 50% $5,207 $0
Fire Ring each 0 $46 $0 100% $0 $0
Local Trail (2m Gravel Surface) l.m. 0 $33 $0 0 100% $0 $0
Nature Trail (1.2m Gravel Surface) l.m. 5000 $20 $101,400 50 50% $50,700 $0
Wood Stair (1.2m wide with handrail) riser 0 $749 $0 100% $0 $0
Park Interpretive Signs & Shelter each 1 $12,505 $12,505 50 50% $6,253 $0
Park Entrance Sign each 0 $3,434 $0 100% $0 $0
Park/Highway Signs & Markers each 3 $1,578 $4,733 50 50% $2,366 $0
Selective Pruning / Dangerous Tree Clearing sq.m. 0 $5 $0 100% $0 $0
Lakeshore / Riparian Restoration sq.m. 0 $133 $0 100% $0 $0
Historic Restoration each 0 $20,800 $0 100% $0 $0
Property Acquisition ha 1 $0 $0 100% $0 $0

Subtotals for CAPITAL Project $168,228 50% $84,114 $0

Park Attendant / Contract each $4,500 $0 100% $0 $0

10-YEAR SUBTOTAL FOR PARK $168,228 $84,114 $0

Note:  Net Regional District Capital Budget for proposed "RD & City 
Connections" assumes a 50-50 contribution arrangement between the 
Regional District of Fraser-Fort George and the City of Prince George. 



Horseshoe Lake (Proposed)
General Note: Unit Costs indicated are suitable for general budgeting only, and are accurate only to
30% (Class D estimate)

Cost Estimate Unit Quantity Budget / Unit
Calculated 

Budget

% Donated 
Labour / 

Materials (max 
100%)

Net % RD 
Capital 
Budget

$$ RD Capital 
Budget

Added O&M 
(% of 

Calculated 
Budget)

$$ Annual 
Additional 

O&M Budget

Total Park Area sq.m. 1

Total Park Perimeter l.m.
Note

CAPITAL PROJECT(S)
New Boat Launch each 0 $45,500 $0 100% $0 $0
Parking Area (gravel) stall 0 $1,352 $0 100% $0 $0
Lookout (with wood handrail) sq.m. 0 $1,470 $0 100% $0 $0
Outhouse/Composting Toilet each 1 $3,120 $3,120 100% $3,120 $0
Picnic Shelter each 0 $10,140 $0 100% $0 $0
Bench, Table or Bike Rack on Concrete Pad Each 2 $3,294 $6,588 100% $6,588 $0
Fence l.m. 0 $183 $0 100% $0 $0
Concrete Barrier l.m. 0 $325 $0 100% $0 $0
Litter Receptacle on Concrete Pad each 0 $1,736 $0 100% $0 $0
Fire Ring each 0 $46 $0 100% $0 $0
Local Trail (2m Gravel Surface) l.m. 0 $33 $0 100% $0 $0
Nature Trail (1.2m Gravel Surface) l.m. 0 $20 $0 100% $0 $0
Wood Stair (1.2m wide with handrail) riser 0 $749 $0 100% $0 $0
Park Interpretive Signs & Shelter each 0 $12,505 $0 100% $0 $0
Park Entrance Sign each 1 $3,434 $3,434 100% $3,434 $0
Park/Highway Signs & Markers each 2 $1,578 $3,155 100% $3,155 $0
Selective Pruning / Dangerous Tree Clearing sq.m. 0 $5 $0 100% $0 $0
Lakeshore / Riparian Restoration sq.m. 0 $133 $0 100% $0 $0
Historic Restoration each 0 $20,800 $0 100% $0 $0
Property Acquisition ha 1 $0 $0 100% $0 $0

Subtotals for CAPITAL Project $16,297 100% $16,297 $0

Park Attendant / Contract each 10 $4,500 $45,000 100% $45,000 $0

10-YEAR SUBTOTAL FOR PARK $61,297 $61,297 $0



Communications
General Note: Unit Costs indicated are suitable for general budgeting only, and are accurate only to
30% (Class D estimate)

Cost Estimate Unit Quantity Budget / Unit
Calculated 

Budget

% Donated 
Labour / 

Materials (max 
100%)

Net % RD 
Capital 
Budget

$$ RD Capital 
Budget

Added O&M 
(% of 

Calculated 
Budget)

$$ Annual 
Additional 

O&M Budget

Website Development/Upgrades each 1 $4,350.00 $4,350 100% $4,350 0 $0
Brochure Design & Printing each 1000 $2.90 $2,900 100% $2,900 0 $0

Subtotals for Project $7,250 $7,250 $0

NOTE: For an assumed total of 10 parks (future and existing requiring 
highway signs) 20 highway signs will be needed (2 per park - one from 
each direction).  
Four existing parks currently have 1 sign (@200 or 400m).  



O&M Budget
General Note: Unit Costs indicated are suitable for general budgeting only, and are accurate only to
30% (Class D estimate)

Cost Estimate Budget / Year
# times over 10 

Years

Calculated 
Budget for 10-

Year Plan

Park Maintenance

Top dress and seed $3,000.00 3 $9,000
Vandalism repair $12,000.00 10 $120,000
Trail Maintenance $1,000.00 10 $10,000
Lawn Maintenance (Optional) $1,000.00 10 $10,000
Pest/Pine Beetle Management $2,000.00 10 $20,000
Invasive Plant Management $500.00 10 $5,000
Painting $1,200.00 10 $12,000

Park Maintenance Subtotals $20,700.00 $186,000.00

Note: Operations Items (Park Attendants) are noted on individual park sheets.




