Table of Contents

Page
Letter of Transmittal
Summary (under separate cover)
Table of Contents
Acknowledgments
Chapter One: Introduction
1.1 Perspectives 1-1
1.2 The Parks and Recreation Master Plan 1-3
1.2.1 Introduction 1-3
1.2.2 The Planning Process 1-4
1.3 Report Format 1-6
Chapter Two: The Planning Context
2.1 Introduction 2-1
2.2 Community Profile 2-1
2.2.1 The Market Area 2-1
2.2.2 Population Distribution 2-3
2.2.3 Age Characteristics 2-3
2.2.4 Family Characteristics 2-3
2.2.5 Dwelling Characteristics 2-4
2.2.6 Education 2-4
2.2.7 Ethno-cultural Characteristics 2-4
2.2.8 Income 2-4
2.3 Population Growth, Change and Distribution 2-5
2.4 How Leisure Services Are Provided 2-8
2.4.1 Introduction 2-8
2.4.2 The Providers 2-8
Parks and Recreation Master Plan, Township of King, 2004 Page 1

$ The RETHINK GROUP and Bourrie and Associates $



2.4.3 The Municipal Service Model 2-12
2.4.4 Other Key Observations and Conclusions 2-18
2.5 Leisure Programs and Events 2-21
2.6 Facility Inventory and Assessment 2-23
2.6.1 Introduction 2-23
2.6.2 Overview of Supply 2-23
2.6.3 Accessibility 2-28
2.6.4 Facilities in Surrounding Communities 2-28
2.7 Parks and Open Space Inventory and Assessment 2-31
2.7.1 Introduction 2-31
2.7.2 Definition and Functions of Open Space 2-31
2.7.3 Description of the Open Space System 2-32
2.7.4 The Providers 2-35
2.7.5 Categories/Hierarchy of Parks and Open Space 2-36
2.7.6  Analysis of Adequacy 2-37
2.8 Financial Overview 2-50
2.8.1 How Services are Currently Financed/Funded 2-50
2.8.2 Potential to Increase Resources Available for Public
Leisure Services 2-53
2.8.3 Potential for Partnerships and Strategic Alliances 2-54
2.9 Current Leisure Demand 2-58
2.9.1 Introduction 2-58
2.9.2 Integration and Conclusions re: Current Leisure Demand 2-58
2.10Trends and Implications for Future Demand 2-61
2.11Key Findings and Conclusions - The Gap Analysis 2-64
2.11.1 Introduction 2-64
2.11.2 The Leisure Delivery System 2-64
2.11.3 Top Program Priorities 2-65
2.11.4 Top Facility Deficiencies/Priorities 2-65
2.11.5 Parks and Open Space 2-67
2.11.6 Top Issues 2-68
Chapter Three: The Provision Strategy
3.1 Introduction 3-1
3.2 The Guiding Principles 3-1
3.3 The >Big Picture Look Ahead=- Vision 2015 3-3
3.4 Open Space and Leisure Facility Hierarchy 3-4
3.5 Parkland and Leisure Facility Standards/Guidelines 3-5
3.5.1 Parkland Standards 3-5
3.5.2 Facility Provision Guidelines 3-7
Chapter Four: Detailed Recommendations
4.1 Introduction 4-1
Parks and Recreation Master Plan, Township of King, 2004 Page 2

$ The RETHINK GROUP and Bourrie and Associates $



4.1.1 Time Frames for the Recommendations 4-1
4.1.2 Capital Cost Estimates 4-2
4.2 The Leisure Delivery System 4-2
4.2.1 Improve Networking Among Service Providers 4-2
4.2.2 Improve Relationships with the Education Sector 4-3
4.2.3 Improve Relationships with the Conservation Authorities 4-3
4.2.4 Maintain a Strong Relationship with the King Township
Public Library 4-4
4.2.5 Maintain a Strong Relationship the Region of York 4-4
4.2.6 Continue to Nurture Volunteer Resources 4-4
4.2.7 Continue to Improve Marketing of Leisure Opportunities 4-5
4.2.8 Establish an Older Adult Council 4-6
4.2.9 Consider the Future of the Community Centre/Hall
Boards of Management 4-6
4.2.10 Realign Municipal Staffing to Improve the Park Maintenance
and Development Functions within the Parks and Recreation
Operation 4-7
4.2.11 Establish a Separate Parks and Recreation Department 4-7
4.2.12 Consider Broadening the Scope of the Parks Advisory
Committee 4-8
4.2.13 Maintain a Strong Planning Role for the Parks and
Recreation Operation 4-8
4.3 Programs and Events 4-9
4.4 Leisure Facilities 4-11
4.4.1 Introduction 4-11
4.4.2 Curling Rink 4-11
443 Arenas 4-13
4.4.4 Aquatic Facilities 4-16
445 Medium to Large Multi-purpose Facilities/Halls 4-16
44.6 Gymnasia 4-18
4.4.7 Fitness Facilities 4-20
4.4.8 Indoor Youth Facilities 4-20
4.4.9 Older adults Centres 4-21
4.4.10 Smaller Multi-purpose Facilities and Meeting Rooms 4-23
4.4.11 Performance Space 4-24
4.4.12 Art and Handcraft Activity Space 4-25
4.4.13 The Leisure Centre 4-25
4.4.14 King Township Museum 4-27
4.4.15 Soccer Facilities 4-28
4.4.16 Ball Facilities 4-30
4.4.17 Tennis Facilities 4-32
4.4.18 Recreational Trails 4-32
4.4.19 Children=s Playgrounds 4-34
4.4.20 Outdoor Basketball Courts 4-35
4.4.21 Beach Volleyball Courts 4-35
Parks and Recreation Master Plan, Township of King, 2004 Page 3

$ The RETHINK GROUP and Bourrie and Associates $



4.4.22 Skateboard Facilities 4-36
4.4.23 Pavilions/Picnic Shelters/Picnic Areas 4-36
4.4.24 General Park Upgrading/Aesthetics/Support
Facilities in Parks 4-37
4.4.25 Entrance Features 4-39
4.4.26 Recommendations Concerning Improved Access to
Facilities for Persons with Disabilities 4-39
4.5 Parks and Open Space 4-40
4.5.1 Definition of Open Space 4-40
4.5.2 Jurisdiction and Land Use 4-41
4.5.3 Open Space Hierarchy 4-41
4.5.4 Classify a Number of Township-owned Open Space
Sites as Parkland 4-41
455 Township-wide and Community-Level Parkland 4-44
4.5.6 Neighbourhood Parkland 4-47
4.5.7 Provision of Public Parkland and Associated Open Space 4-51
45.8 Park Names 4-53
4.5.9 Parkland Acquisition Reserve 4-54
4.6 The Benefits of Improved Parks, Open Space and Leisure Facilities 4-57
4.6.1 Introduction 4-57
4.6.2 Personal Benefits 4-57
4.6.3 Social Benefits 4-58
4.6.4 Economic Benefits 4-58
4.6.5 Environmental Benefits 4-59
4.6.6 Conclusion 4-59
4.7 Costing, Financing 4-59
4.7.1 Introduction 4-59
4.7.2 Flexibility and Timing 4-60
4.7.3 Co-operation and Collaboration 4-61
4.7.4 Acceptance of the Master Plan and Feasibility Study 4-62
4.7.5 Review and Modification 4-62
4.7.6 Financing and Affordability 4-63
4.7.7 Strategy for Implementation 4-67
Appendices (under separate cover)
Appendix A: Inventory of Leisure Programs and Events Available to the Community
Appendix B: Inventory and Analysis of Existing Leisure Facilities
Appendix C: Inventory of Existing Parks and Publicly Available Open Space
Appendix D: Detailed Results of the Township-wide Search Conference
Parks and Recreation Master Plan, Township of King, 2004 Page 4

$ The RETHINK GROUP and Bourrie and Associates $



Appendix E:
Appendix F:

Appendix G:

Appendix H:

Detailed Results of the Five Community Forums
Analysis of the Response to the Survey of Community Groups

Indicators of Current Unmet, Under-Serviced Demand
G-1 Introduction

G-2 The Township-wide Search Conference

G-3 The Five Community Forums

G-4 Survey of Community Groups

G-5 Submissions and Briefs

G-6 Youth Survey

G-7 Other Indicators of Under-Serviced Demand

Detailed Results of the Township-wide Community Forum

Parks and Recreation Master Plan, Township of King, 2004

$ The RETHINK GROUP and Bourrie and Associates $

Page 5



Chaeter One: Introduction

1.1 Perspectives

The Township of King will continue to grow and evolve as a community, and the leisure service system
will have to grow and evolve as well. This Parks and Recreation Master Plan provides the foundation,
framework, vision and specifics to guide the further development of leisure services in King Township,
in keeping with the priorities of the community and its ability to provide services.

Communities must continue to find effective ways to speak to their significant community issues and
King Township is no exception. Health and well being, community-building, growth management,
the environmental imperative and social concerns such as loneliness and aging have moved much
closer to centre stage on our political and community agendas. Reaction to these and other concerns
must come from many sources including new partnerships among our service providers, the private
sector and all levels of government. In particular, the Township's various service providers must tackle
these issues and needs with vigour and creativity. The municipal Parks and Recreation service has a
special contribution to make, both on its own and in concert with others.

A very significant national study on the Benefits of Parks and Recreation has made it very clear that
expenditure on recreation, parks and arts services is a wise investment that can provide huge dividends
including:

creating strong, cohesive communities;

building productive, healthy citizens;

contributing substantially to economic and social development; and

acting as a catalyst for environmental well-being.

Refer to Section 4.6 of Chapter Four for more details on these benefits.

Many important themes emerged from the >benefits= study for which parks and recreation services
are particularly well suited to address. These include:

protecting and enhancing the natural environment - community greening and involvement in
environmental issues;
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looking after young children during the working day -- an economic necessity in a society where,
for most families, both parents must work, and the number of single parent families is increasing;
combatting loneliness and the sense of separation felt by our residents, as well as those families
and children touched by crisis and divorce;

helping our cultures understand and live with each other - going beyond multiculturalism;
helping to bring the various geographic communities and interests in King Township closer
together;

active living and wellness that will help reduce rising health costs in an aging society;

creating fit and productive people - the backbone of a competitive economy;

the opportunity of leisure - nurturing a healthy self concept, and confidence in our potential;
beating the alienation and delinquency of the last decades of industrial society - particularly
important for our youth, increasingly turning to drugs, vandalism, violence and gangs for
amusement;

discovering, training and supporting leaders in a society that is thirsting for leadership (the
traditional but often neglected roles of the Y's, camps and churches);

building strong families and neighbourhoods to nurture our children - the citizens of tomorrow -
our future;

relaxation and respite from a rushed, stressful and sometimes frustrating existence; and
restoring 'joie de vivre', creativity and vitality in a tired and often bored society.

From the economic side, there is clear evidence that recreation, parks and arts services play a vital role
in improving the financial well-being of communities. Also, as residents become exposed to and
involved in leisure pursuits that are right for them, the cost of providing health, policing, and other
community services is reduced. An attractive living environment and high quality recreation, arts and
heritage opportunities are assets that business and industry also seeks when deciding on acommunity
in which to locate. These factors are closely linked with lower work force turnover and absenteeism
plus higher employee productivity.

From the environmental perspective, the importance of urban open space and natural heritage areas
has become widely understood and cherished as a necessary part of our communities. >Environment-
first= thinking is continuing to gain support as we plan for future growth and development, and also
examine what can be done to enhance existing neighbourhoods. If we are to begin to take more of an
ecosystem approach to planning and development, where it is recognized that everything is
interconnected, then the protection and enhancement of our streams and rivers; headwaters; and
wetlands and forests become top priorities in shaping our future communities. It is not only
important to provide adequate habitat for animals, birds, fish and reptiles, but it is also critical to
protect water recharge areas, provide for storm water retention, and recognize and enhance the natural
cleansing ability of these natural areas to reduce the impact of urban development and pollution. We
have an opportunity to put natural systems back to work, in part, through our municipal parks and
open space systems.

Civic leaders as well as citizens must clearly understand the full extent of the contribution that leisure
services, parks and open spaces can make to the well-being of the total community, and then act upon
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it. This comprehensive parks and recreation plan will help initiate and direct these efforts. As King
Township's community, political and service leaders rally together around a clear vision for creating
this vibrant and vital community, it is essential that this Plan be consulted, discussed and acted upon
with the resources to make it work.

Until recently, King Township has moved slowly to expand parks, open space, arts and other leisure
services. There is much work to do to build on past achievements, catch up to today's expectations
and needs, and move ahead to meet the challenges of the next decade. The challenge has just begun,
and the benefits of this crucial service are just beginning to be tapped.

With clear commitment and action by all concerned, culture, recreation and parks services will
contribute much more to the care and nurturing of this fine community.

1.2 The Parks and Recreation Master Plan

1.2.1 Introduction

This leisure services planning work began with a feasibility study initiated by the Lions clubs of
King Township. The purpose of the feasibility study was to research the need for a multi-use
community facility, determine location, estimate capital and operating costs, and recommend an
operational model, and financing and implementation strategy.

After the feasibility study was underway for a few months, the Township of King approved this
township-wide parks and recreation master plan. This plan has been designed to research current
and future community needs for all aspects of leisure services, and examine parks and open space,
indoor and outdoor leisure facilities and programming, as well as the way leisure services are
provided in King Township. It is also intended to examine the way public leisure services are
financed and the ability of the Municipality to fund leisure services in the short and longer term.
The intent of the master plan is to include a list of phased recommendations covering the period
from 2004 to 2013, and indicate how they may be implemented and funded.

Once the township-wide master plan was approved, it became clear that it should be completed prior
to the facility-specific feasibility study. The master plan would be able to identify a number of
projects that would be suitable for a much more detailed a feasibility study. Although it was
ultimately decided that the feasibility study report would comprise a separate document, it would be
supported by the comprehensive research completed for both studies and the township-wide context
provided by the parks and recreation plan.
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1.2.2 The Planning Process
The planning process for the integrated projects has been divided into five phases.

Phase One, the Situational Analysis and Needs Assessment, has been the largest and involves all
of the research into existing conditions and community characteristics, leisure and other trends,
current and future demand, the gap analysis, and financial feasibility. A wide ranging stakeholder
and community consultation program was implemented including a township-wide search
conference, five community-specific forums, a community group survey, a call for briefs, and focus
groups workshops. Chapter Two and Appendices A to H document the research, analysis and
conclusions.

In Phase Two, The Provision Strategy, the >big picture look ahead=, and broad policy and
planning guidelines were prepared to provide the foundation and framework for both the master plan
and the feasibility study. An open space and facility hierarchy was recommended that is suitable for
King Township, along with open space and facility provision standards (targets) and planning
guidelines. Finally, twelve guiding principles have been prepared to provide the underlying
philosophy for the master plan and the feasibility study. Refer to Chapter Three.

In Phase Three, The Detailed Recommendations for the parks and recreation master plan were
prepared covering the leisure delivery system, programming and events, parks and open space,
leisure facilities, capital and operating cost estimates, and a financing and implementation strategy.
As the detailed recommendations were taking shape, a township-wide Community Forum was
hosted to present the evolving plan and solicit input to test the directions of the plan and fine-tune
the recommendations. Chapter Four contains all of the detailed recommendations.

Phase Four was devoted to the Feasibility Study. Once the comprehensive parks and recreation
plan was completed, the Lions clubs selected the proposed township-wide leisure centre as the
subject of their multi-use facility feasibility study. The concept that was outlined in the master plan
was examined in detail to determine the best approach to achieve the program and facility goals. A
conceptual plan was prepared, and capital and operating costs were estimated. To complete the
feasibility study, a financing and implementation plan was prepared. Refer to the separate feasibility
study report.

Phase Five involved completing the Draft Report for the parks and recreation master plan. Once
the feasibility study was complete, the master plan was amended to incorporate the results of this
more detailed study. Once the Draft Report was reviewed and presented to Council and the
community, the Final Report was prepared.

Refer to Figure 1-1 for a graphic overview of the planning process that has combined the parks and
recreation master plan and the feasibility study.
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Figure 1-1
Work Program
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1.3 Report Format

This document is comprised of four chapters and eight appendices.
Chapter One: Introduction

Chapter Two: The Planning Context

Chapter Three: The Provision Strategy

Chapter Four: The Detailed Recommendations

Appendix A: Inventory of Leisure Programs and Events Available to the Community
Appendix B: Inventory and Analysis of Existing Leisure Facilities

Appendix C: Inventory of Existing Parks and Publicly Available Open Space
Appendix D: Detailed Results of the Township-wide Search Conference

Appendix E: Detailed Results of the Five Community Forums

Appendix F: Analysis of the Response to the Survey of Community Groups

Appendix G:  Indicators of Current Under-Serviced Demand

Appendix H:  Detailed Results of the Township-wide Community Forum
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Chapter Two: The Planning Context

2.1 Introduction

This chapter provides the foundation for the strategic and detailed recommendations in Chapters
Three and Four, and the Feasibility Study. The community is profiled along with the projections for
population growth and change. Section 4 contains a description of how leisure services are provided
in King Township. In Section 2.5, leisure programs and events are inventoried and analyzed.
Facility and parks and open space resources are inventoried and assessed in the next two sections.
Section Eight provides a financial overview. Current demand that cannot be met by existing
facilities and services is analyzed in Section Nine. That is followed by a discussion of trends and
implications for future demand. The final section pulls all of the research and analysis together and
presents the key findings and conclusions, including the gap analysis.

2.2 Community Profile

2.2.1 The Market Area

The market area for the master plan (and the feasibility study) has been established as the Township of
King. The Township includes the urban centres of King City, Nobleton, and Schomberg as well as
several hamlets and an extensive rural land area. The Township is part of the Regional Municipality
of York. Refer to Map 2-1 on Page 2-2.

In recognition that recreation and leisure use patterns do not always reflect political boundaries, the
studies acknowledge that facilities, programs and services offered in neighbouring communities attract
King Township residents. The corollary is that the largest facilities in King Township draw some
participants from outside of the Township. As such, the northern part of the City of Vaughan, the
eastern part of the Town of Caledon, the western part of the Town of Aurora and the Town of
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Newmarket, and the southern part of Simcoe County are defined as communities of influence for the
market area.
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Map 1
Township of King and Regional Context
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2.2.2 Population Distribution

The 2001 population of the Township was reported by Statistics Canada to be 18,533. Distribution
is approximately as follows: (See Map 2 on page 2-7 for 2001 population by Traffic Zones defined in
the 1997 Township of King Growth Management Study. The Township study projected the 2001
population to be 19,210, as the following figures reflect.)

King Cityand Traffic Zone area

(922)

5,437

Nobleton and Traffic Zone area (927) 3,396
Schomberg and Traffic Zone area (924) 1,697
Lloydtown and Traffic Zone/northwest rural area (925) 920
Pottageville and Traffic Zone/rural area (923)

2,417

Ansnorveldt and Traffic Zone/rural area (919) 1,557
Kettleby and Traffic Zone/rural area (920) 1,182
Snowball and Traffic Zone/rural area (921) 1,078
Laskay and traffic Zone/rural area (928) 442
Black Creek Traffic Zone/rural area (southwest area) (926) 1,084

2.2.3 Age Characteristics

From the 2001 Census, the following are the key age characteristics of the residents of King Township.

The population is slightly older than the provincial average with a smaller percentage of pre-school
children and adults age 20-44 and 75+, and a larger percentage of youth, and middle age and older
adults (age 55-74). The median age of King Township residents in 2001 was 39.4 compared to the
provincial figure of 37.2. See below for the comparison to provincial averages.

0-4 age group- slightly below (5.2% compared to 5.8%)
5-14 age group- well above

(15% compared to 13.6%)

15-19 age group- slightly ahove

(7% compared to 6.7%)

20-24 age group- considerably below

(5.3% compared to 6.7%)

25-44 age group- considerably below

(27.9% compared to 30.8%)

45-54 age group - well above

(16.3% compared to 14.3%)

55-64 age group- well above

(11% compared to 9.3%)

55+ age group- well above
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(23.1% compared to 21.9%)

65+ age group- a little below
(12% compared to 12.9%)
75+ age group- considerably below

(4.3% compared to 5.7%)

2.2.4 Family Characteristics

In 2001, there were 4,930 married or common law families in King Township averaging 3.0 persons
per family. There were 435 lone parent families, averaging 2.4 persons per family. These averages are
about the same as the provincial statistics.

In King Township, there is an above average proportion of families with children age 5-19 and adults
age 45-54, compared to the provincial average.

2.2.5 Dwelling Characteristics

There were 6,050 dwellings in the Township of King in 2001. The person per unit (ppu) calculation is
3.06, which is higher than the provincial average of 2.7 ppu. 85% were owned dwellings, which is
significantly higher than the provincial figure of 69%. In the ten years between 1991 and 2001, 525
dwellings were constructed. In 2001, the average value per dwelling unit in the Township was
$386,416, compared to the provincial average of $199,884.

2.2.6 Education

King Township residents have attained higher education levels than the provincial average. For the
20-34 and 35-44 age groups, it was reported that a lower percentage of King Township residents
failed to complete high school, and the percentages were higher in all other categories except college
certificate or diploma. The 45-64 age group of Township residents reported higher percentages in
all categories except Aless than a high school graduation certificate@.

2.2.7 Ethno-cultural Characteristics
King Township is not as ethno-culturally diverse as the province as a whole.
For mother tongue, 20.5% indicated a language other than English or French. English was reported

by 77.56% of the population, followed by Italian (9.6%), German (3.22%), Dutch (1.54%), French
(1.0%). Polish (0.89%), and Croatian (0.68%). For languages first learned and still understood,
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21.4% of the Township population reported languages other than English and French. That
compared to the Ontario average of 24.8%.

In 2001, three percent of the population was identified as visible minorities. This compares to the
provincial average of approximate 19% of the population identified as a visible minority.

2.2.8 Income

King Township is considered a wealthy community. Income and employment statistics are
significantly higher than the provincial average. The 2001 workforce participation rate was 72.4%
compared to the provincial average of 67.3%. Average total personal income for persons working full
time in King Township was $72,819 in 2001, 1.68 times the provincial average of $43,298. However,
it must be noted that there are families and individuals in King Township living on limited resources.

2.3 Population Growth, Change and Distribution

King Township is part of the Regional Municipality of York, the fastest growing area in Canada. The
Region=s population is expected to grow to 1.26 million people by 2026. All nine of the area
municipalities within the Region are assumed to experience population and employment growth in
this time frame.

Policies within the Regional Official Plan and the King Township Official Plan outline a land use
structure and growth management approach that impacts on population growth and change within
the community. Several key policies include:

the protection of agricultural, rural and resource areas,

the establishment of urban envelops to accommodate most of the projected growth,

servicing for King City will be via the York-Durham trunk system, and

servicing for Nobleton will be via a local sewage treatment and collection system.

King Township is characterized by:
dispersed settlement areas,
some servicing constraints,
generally medium employment activity rates,
lower historical population growth rates, and
improving access to several major transportation corridors.

These characteristics form part of the foundation for the forecast that King Township is expected to
grow at a rate slower than the southern municipalities - the 1997 Township of King Growth
Management Study projected an annual growth rate of 2.2% which would generate a 2011 population
of 23,080, a 2021 population of 31,031 and a 2026 population of 35,000. For the purposes of this
plan, the 2013 population has been estimated at 25,000.
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However, even at that rate of growth, that would represent a near doubling of the current population
over the next 23 years. The full build-out population for King City and Traffic Zone area is projected
to be 12,069, while for the Nobleton Traffic Zone and area, it is projected to be 7,060. Build-out
projections for the other parts of the Township are noted below. See Map 2 which illustrates the
distribution of the 2001 and projected 2021 population by Traffic Zones defined in the 1997
Township of King Growth Management Study. The Township study projected the 2001 population
to be 19,210, compared to the Statistics Canada figure of 18,533.

Pottageville and Traffic Zone/rural area (923) 2,585
Schomberg and Traffic Zone/area (924) 2,500
Kettleby and Traffic Zone/rural area (920) 1,412
Ansnoveldt and Traffic Zone/rural area (919) 1,300
Snowball and Traffic Zone/rural area (921) 1,255
Black Creek Traffic Zone/southwest rural area (926) 600
Lloydtown and Traffic Zone/northwest rural area (925) 880
Lasky and Traffic Zone/rural area (928) 770

The implications of this anticipated growth are that the King City and Nobleton urban areas could
each more than double in population, the Schomberg/Lloydtown area could experience a 30%
increase and the Pottageville area could increase by 7%. If this happens, the Schomberg-Lloydtown-
Pottageville area would become a service area of around 6,000. The Ansnorveldt traffic zone is
anticipated to loose about 250 people. The Black Creek traffic zone is also expected to loose
population (from 1084 to 900), as is the Lloydtown traffic zone (929 to 880). The Snowball traffic
zone is projected to increase by 177, as is the Kettleby traffic zone (1,182 to 1,255).

Along with the rest of Ontario, the population of King Township is expected to continue to age. The
proportion of the population between age 45 and 75 is likely to be higher than the provincial average
while those aged 75+ are projected to be lower than the provincial average. This is due in part to an
anticipated out-migration of older seniors to enhanced medical and housing resources that are more
available in larger centres.

The child population has been fairly consistent over the last 15 years and this may continue. The pre-
school population may continue a slight decline. The 20-44 population has experienced decline and
this is expected to continue. Itis anticipated that many of the new residents to the Township will be
seeking their second or third home and thus will be over age 35. New families moving to the
Township are more likely to have older children and teenagers than young and pre-school age
children.

The manufacturing and construction industries (22.7%) and service industries (55.9%) represented
the main employer categories in 2001. Agriculture was lowest at 5.0%.

The activity rate indicates the percentage of the total population that is employed. The activity rate in
King Township continues to increase from .252 in 1981 to .305 in 1991 and is projected to be .40 by
2021,
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Many working residents commute daily to Toronto and southern York Region municipalities and this
trend is likely to continue.

King City, Schomberg and Nobleton are noted as having additional employment potential. Issues
related to wastewater servicing limitations will influence this potential.
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Map 2
Population Projection and Distribution
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2.4 How Leisure Services are Provided

2.4.1 Introduction

This section describes how leisure services are provided in the Township, with particular emphasis on
the Municipality.

2.4.2 The Providers

In the Township of King, there are eleven jurisdictions and sectors involved to varying degrees in the
provision of leisure services to the community. They include:

the Township of King Parks and Recreation operation,

the community/volunteer sector (including the eight community centre/hall management

boards),

York Region District School Board,

York Catholic District School Board,

King Township Public Library,

Seneca College - King Campus,

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority,

Lake Simcoe Region Conservation Authority,

the commercial recreation/tourism sector, and

others.

Contributions are in many forms including: land, facilities, programs and services. Most entities
provide at least two of these fundamentals of service; several provide all four. For some, the leisure
service role is secondary or even lower in their mandate. For others, it is their main or only mandate.

Open Space
The principal suppliers of public and publicly accessible open space include:
Township of King (parks and other recreation/nature-oriented municipal open spaces that have
not been classified as parkland),
York Region District School Board,
York Catholic District School Board,
Seneca College - King Campus,
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority,
Lake Simcoe Region Conservation Authority,
Region of York,
the commercial recreation/tourism sector, and
others (non-profit, other education, other institutional).
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Leisure Facilities
The main providers of public and publicly accessible indoor and outdoor leisure facilities are:
the Township of King Parks and Recreation operation,
Township of King Community Centre/Hall Boards of Management (management only),
York Region District School Board,
York Catholic District School Board,
Seneca College - King Campus,
Toronto and Region Conservation Authority,
Lake Simcoe Region Conservation Authority, and
the commercial recreation/tourism sector.

Leisure Programs

Three jurisdictions/sectors provide most of the programming:
the Township of King Parks and Recreation operation,
the community/volunteer sector, and
Seneca College - King Campus.

The Township of King Parks and Recreation Division

A major player in the local system is the Township of King through the Parks and Recreation Division
of the Operations Department. Although the overall extent of involvement is a little below the norm
for most communities of the size of King Township, the role has been increasing significantly in recent
years. The Municipality should be proud of the strides that have been taken in recent years. Through
the Parks and Recreation Division, the Township provides parkland and other municipal open spaces,
facilities and programs directly, as well as encouraging and assisting others to play significant roles.
The Township also works with the community centre/hall boards of management who manage eight
indoor facilities, including the three largest. For more detail see Section 2.4.3 below.

The Community/Volunteer Sector

This sector is a crucial provider of leisure services. Some groups operate on their own and many are
supported to varying degrees by the Parks and Recreation Division. It is estimated that over a hundred
groups fall into this category. They range from direct providers of programs such as sports and arts
groups, Scouts and seniors organizations, to support groups such as service clubs and churches.
Support comes in the form of land, facilities, direct program provision, maintenance, leadership,
assistance with programming; and direct and indirect financial assistance.

The York Region District School Board

The main contributions of the public school board to leisure services in King Township are land and
facilities. The Board has one secondary and six elementary schools in the Township, comprising 88.74
acres (35.94 hectares) of land. The schools provide one double and seven single gymnasia, along with
four ball diamonds, 17 playing fields of various sizes, one running track, outdoor basketball facilities,
multi-purpose hard surfaced areas, and other indoor programmable spaces such as libraries, cafeteria

Parks and Recreation Master Plan, Township of King, 2004 Page 2-11

$ The RETHINK GROUP and Bourrie and Associates $



and classrooms. As with other school boards across the Province, this Board has increased rental rates
for facilities and equipment and well as imposed insurance requirements, which has made it
increasingly difficult for community-based groups to afford to use school facilities to continue to offer
affordable programming.

The Board does not provide any General Interest Continuing Education programming at any school in
the Township. The closest locations are Dr. G. W. Williams Secondary School in Aurora and Huron
Heights Secondary School in Newmarket.

Any future increase in the number of elementary schools within the Township is dependant upon
population growth in the Municipality. Two possible new sites are designated for King City and one
for Nobleton. No renovations are planned for any of the existing schools. The Board is open to
proposals for joint ventures for new and/or improved facilities on existing and future school sites.

The York Catholic District School Board

As with the public board, the catholic board contributes land and facilities to the leisure system in
King Township. The Board has three elementary schools in the Township, comprising 28.02 acres
(11.34 hectares) of land. The schools support three single gymnasia, along with one ball diamond,
three playing fields, and other indoor programmable spaces such as libraries and classrooms. Facility
and equipment rental rates, and insurance requirements are similar to the public board.

This Board also does not provide any General Interest Continuing Education programming at any
school in the Township. The closest locations for programs are at Cardinal Carter Secondary School
and the Education Centre in Aurora. Other program locations are in Thornhill and Woodbridge.

The Board has no new school sites designated for King Township, although if population growth
warrants, Holy Name and St. Patrick=s schools may require some expansion. The Catholic Board is
also open to proposals for facility joint ventures, and has entered into several in surrounding
communities.

The King Township Public Library

There are four library branches in King Township, located in King City, Nobleton, Schomberg and
Ansnorveldt. The Ansnorveldt facility is very small and is located within the Township park in the
community. The King City branch is considered the main library, with administration offices and the
Township archives located there. Each facility has a community/meeting room, although the one in
the Ansnorveldt branch is very small and accommodates only about 20 people. The other three have a
capacity of around 50 people. The principal mandate of the Library Board is information and
education, although many would argue that most reading is >leisure=. Some reading and arts
programs are offered directly by the Library Board. Together, the programs span all age groups.
Community use of the multi-purpose rooms is often for leisure programming offered either by the
library or others in the community.

Although library facilities and services are widely appreciated by the community, the public
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consultation conducted for this study identified size and physical deficiencies in all of the branches.
Refer to Section 2.6 (Facility Inventory and Assessment) for more about library facilities.

Seneca College - King Campus

Seneca College operates out of numerous locations throughout the Greater Toronto Area and York
Region, including a major facility at the King Campus in King Township. Other nearby locations
include Buttonville Airport, Newmarket, Richmond Hill and York University. The 696 acre (282
hectare) King Campus encompasses wooded areas, lakes and fields, and comprises the second largest
institutional open space site in the Township (after Mary Lake Monastery at 781 acres). The College is
home to many indoor and outdoor recreational facilities including Lady Eaton Hall Inn and
Conference Centre, a gymnasia, the indoor pavilion, the fitness area, the outdoor multi-purpose arena,
meeting spaces, recreational/fitness trails, the outdoor centre, and the indoor and outdoor rock
climbing walls. The College is a major provider of programming, offering a wide array of sports,
recreation, arts and self-improvement programs that are available to the community (See Figure A-1in
Appendix A and Section 2.5).

The College has expressed strong interest in partnership opportunities with the Township and others.

Toronto and Region Conservation Authority and the Lake Simcoe Region Conservation Authority
Conservation authorities have had to reduce their recreation role in recent years, due to financial cut-
backs. As a result, their role as owner and manager of natural heritage and hazard lands in
municipalities and the provider of quality outdoor recreation and education facilities and experiences
has been greatly diminished. Consequently, significant upgrades to existing assets and new outdoor
recreation-oriented projects happen much less often.

The TRCA owns 1,087 acres (440.24 hectares) of land in King Township, comprising seven sites that
are mostly in the south west corner of the Municipality. Two of the sites (Cold Creek Conservation
Area and Humber Trails Conservation Area) have been named and the Authority encourages public
use of these sites.

The LSCA owns 573.41 acres (232.27 hectares) of land in the Township, comprising nine sites, most
located in the north central part of the Municipality. One site, located on the 19™ Sideroad, east of
Dufferin Street has been named Thornton Bales Conservation Area. This 49 acre steep and rugged
site within the Oak Ridges Moraine is also known as the A99 Steps@. It is an >Area of Natural and
Scientific Interest= (ANSI) and contains picturesque woodland hiking trails. One small site known as
Tyrwhitt Park is located in Kettleby. The community uses the site as if it is a Township park.

Refer to Figure C-1 in Appendix C for more information on the conservation authority sites.
The Commercial Recreation/Tourism Sector

In King Township, leisure opportunities provided by this sector are comprised mostly of the five golf
course operations, several banquet facilities, the specialized Curves for Women fitness facility, and
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Glen Echo Nudist Camp. The only other significant commercial operation is the Kingsbridge Centre
conference facility. Typically, this sector would also comprise movie theatres, bowling alleys, full
service fitness clubs, tennis/racquet clubs, curling facilities, etc. A contributing factor to this
difference in King Township is likely the widely disbursed nature of the population into small sub-
markets, each too small to support facilities of these types. Competition from similar facilities near
the out-of-town workplaces of many King Township residents could also be a factor. Therefore, if
some of these types of facilities are to be provided in the Township, the public sector may have to play
a larger role.

Other Providers

As noted below, a few others provide open space sites and leisure resources within the Township that
are available to the public in varying degrees and usually through some sort of membership, tuition or
fee. In most cases, the key benefit to most residents of these properties is the open space relief they
provide in urban settings or the contribution they make to the openness of the rural landscape.

Key sites include:
Montessori School (Nobleton);
Montessori School (King City);
County Day School (King City north) - private school with significant outdoor and indoor
leisure facilities;
St. Thomas of Villanova College School (King City north);
Mary Lake Monastery (extensive open space lands);
YMCA lands (formerly Cedar Glen Conference Centre);
Schomberg Fairgrounds;
Hunt Club;
Joker Hill (University of Toronto);
King Bible Church;
Holland Marsh District Christian School in Ansnorveldt (that contains outdoor and indoor
facilities available to the community);
Holland Marsh District Christian School; and
Kingbridge Conference Centre.

2.4.3 The Municipal Service Model

Before there were municipal staff involved in the provision of parks and recreation services or a
distinctive municipal parks and recreation operation in King Township, there was a Committee of
Council that focused on parks and recreation matters, and volunteers who provided recreation
programs. Parks and facilities were managed by non-profit boards of management. Some of the
facilities were owned by groups such as service clubs. As an example, the Pottageville/Kettleby
Community Hall was built by the local Lions Club and later, the ownership was transferred to the
Township. However, this hall is still managed and booked by the Pottageville/Kettleby Community
Hall Board. Until recently, there was a parks committee in each community and management boards
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for some parks such as Pottageville Community Park.

Over time, the role of the Township has increased in the areas of park and facility development, park
and facility maintenance, direct programming, special events, volunteer development, and Township-
wide planning for parks and recreation.

Today, the Township provides leisure resources and services directly through the Parks and Recreation
Division of the Operations Department (which includes the King Township Museum) and to a lesser
extent, through the Public Library system. Resources and services provided directly by the
Municipality include:

i) municipal parkland;

i) indoor (ownership only) and outdoor recreation facilities (ownership and management);

iii) the museum site, buildings and programs;

iv) programs provided directly by the Parks and Recreation Division; and

v) library sites, facilities, collections, programs and other services.

The Township, through the Parks and Recreation Division and the Public Library also work with and
encourage others to provide open space lands, as well as sport, recreation and cultural facilities,
programs and services to the community. >Others= include:

i) public and private education providers;

i) the two conservation authorities;

iii) the Region of York;

iv) service clubs;

V) sports groups and associations;

vi) other community, recreation, cultural/arts, and environmental groups and associations;

vii) the eight facility boards of management;

viii) churches and church groups; and

iX) commercial sports, recreation and arts enterprises.

More specifically, this indirect Township role involves:

1) working with others (e.g., Lions clubs) to upgrade and expand outdoor leisure facilities, and
build new indoor and outdoor leisure facilities on Township lands;

i) working with others (e.g., Lions clubs, King City Seniors, other facility boards of management)
to maintain, upgrade and expand Township-owned indoor leisure facilities;

iii) encouraging the two school boards to provide and maintain indoor and outdoor leisure facilities
on school board lands that will also be available to the community;

iv) encouraging the two school boards to provide general interest/leisure programming to the
community (none are currently provided);

V) encouraging the conservation authorities to acquire natural heritage and hazard lands and to
build and maintain public facilities (e.g., picnic area, scenic lookouts, trails, nature reserves,
staging and parking areas);

vi) encouraging groups like the Oak Ridges Moraine Land Trust to acquire and maintain lands
within the Oak Ridges Moraine; and

vii) encouraging the provision a wide range of leisure programs and events for all ages by
community volunteer groups and commercial enterprises (e.g.,dance, soccer, minor hockey,
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figure skating, volleyball, theatre).

More specifically, the direct Township role involves:
viii) acquiring, developing/enhancing and maintaining parkland and other Township-owned sites for
outdoor leisure pursuits and general aesthetic and nature-oriented appreciation;

iX) maintaining and developing/enhancing a few of the indoor and all of the outdoor leisure
facilities on Township lands;

x) directly providing leisure programs and special events (e.g., chidrens=
summer/Christmas/March Break camps, public swim, swimming lessons, Victoria Day
celebrations, Communities in Bloom);

xi) administering use permits for all park facilities;

xii) promoting the availability of programs to the community, and to a lesser extent, leisure
facilities;

xiii) providing and enhancing library facilities, the collections, programs and services;

xiv) maintaining and enhancing the Township museum, its collection and programs;

xv) planning for parks and leisure facilities, and programs; and

xvi) developing and maintaining ongoing relationships and partnerships with various groups and
agencies (e.g., the Community Centre/Hall Boards of Management, the Parks Advisory
Committee, the Senior Games Committee, the School Age Recreation Focus Group, the
Special Needs Committee, the Human Services Strategy Committee, and the Accessibility
Advisory Committee).

Community Centre/Hall Boards of Management

These independent, volunteer-based community centre/hall boards manage the operation of eight
indoor Township-owned facilities. Each board perceives the facility they manage to be >their=
facility. They plan and fund raise for improvements and expansion to >their= facilities; staff and
operate each facility; set individual rental rates; market each individual facility; finance the ongoing
maintenance and some of the capital projects; and set individual criteria and handle
scheduling/decide who uses >their=facility. The Manager of Parks and Recreation attends all board
of management meetings. There is also political representation on each of the boards.

The eight facilities under management include:
King City Community Centre and Arena,
Nobleton Community Centre and Arena,
Schomberg Agricultural Community Centre and Arena,
Laskey Hall,
Kettley-Pottageville Community Hall,
Schomberg Community Hall,
Nobleton Hall, and
King City Seniors Centre.

Until 2003, Nobleton , Schomberg, Pottageville and Ansnorveldt also had parks boards of
management.
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The three community centre/arenas provide a detailed annual financial statement to the Municipality.
See Section 2.8 (Financial Overview) for information on budgets.

Regular maintenance and minor repairs are funded by the management boards out of revenue.
Larger capital repairs, upgrades and expansion projects are negotiated through Township Council

and funded in co-operation with the Municipality and with the assistance of provincial grants, where
possible.

Staffing of the community centre/arenas and other community facilities is as follows:
King City Community Centre and Arena (2 full time, 4 part time, full time secretary)
Nobleton Community Centre and Arena (4 full time, 2 part time)
Schomberg Community Centre and Agricultural Arena (2 full time, 5 part time)
Laskey Hall (part time clearners)
Kettleby-Pottageville Community Hall (1 part time who is paid a commission on rental)
Schomberg Community Hall (1 part time who is paid a commission on rental)
King City Seniors Centre (part time cleaners, equivalent of approximately 1 full time staff) - all
board members volunteer and operate/rent the facility
Nobleton Hall (1 part time who is paid a fixed fee to co-ordinate bookings)

As noted earlier, there has been a long and positive history of volunteer management boards for both

facilities and parks in King Township. Their efforts have been focused on the development,
maintenance and operation of indoor and outdoor recreation facilities in each of the communities of
the Township. Their role was particularly crucial before the Municipality began to pursue a direct
parks and recreation role. There was healthy competition among the communities around each of
their facilities as well as their sports teams and other activities. Over the years, the management
boards have been able to attract community volunteers to assist with management and maintenance,
as well as being able to focus fund raising efforts toward specific projects in each of the facilities. A
strong sense of pride and ownership has prevailed for these facilities, even though the facilities are
now all owned by the Township.

However, a few issues and trends have been emerging more recently as Provincial requirements and
community leisure service expectations continue to increase and change, and the Municipal role in
leisure services increases and matures, along with the Municipality. Some of the following issues
have been discussed at Township Council and were reported through the community consultation for
this project. Others have been reported by user groups to Municipal staff and observed by the
consulting team through the analysis of facility utilization and operation, as well as while examining
how leisure services are provided across the Township.

xxxiii) The roles of the boards have been changing, as have the requirements for the provision of
public recreation (changing provincial and municipal policies, - e.g., compliance, training
requirements and standards, reporting and recording of incidents, use of log books,
Ammonia and other chemical information and handling); increasing requirements for staff
training; increasing liability exposure for volunteer boards and the Municipality (e.g., Bill C-
45); increasing expectations of residents; increasing Township-wide use of each facility; and
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the increasing role of the Township as a provider of leisure services).

xxxiv) Given the additional responsibilities and liability exposure, the boards may find it
increasingly difficult to attract volunteers in future.

xxxV) Inconsistency in scheduling polices and rates as each board set their own rates annually.
Some groups are excluded or given low priority due to scheduling preferences.

xxxvi) There is inconsistency in facility quality and character.

xxxvii) There is inconsistency in qualifications and staff training and, staff qualifications are
minimum at best, with no recent training upgrades.

xxxviii) There isa lack of crucial Township-wide co-ordination of marketing, programming, facility
utilization and scheduling due to the individuality of each board and operation.

xxxix) Some Municipal programs cannot be offered in every community due to high facility rental
costs that would make the programs too expensive and therefore, uncompetitive.

xl) Cost efficiencies through multi-facility management cannot be realized.

xli) With the three main boards and the Parks and Recreation Division, there are, in effect, four
public recreation entities competing for a slice of the recreation market and available public
resources.

xlii) Township-wide planning for facilities is made more difficult by the individuality and
competitiveness of each board, and their very community-centred views.

xliii)  Until recently, there has been a lack of Township-wide policy concerning arena operation,
safety and safety procedures, qualifications and requirements for ongoing staff training.

These facility operations represent a large proportion of the overall public parks and recreation
operation. As will be discussed in Section 2.8, the largest expenditure category in the Township
parks and recreation budget is for community centres and halls under the control of the eight
management boards (58% or $1,247,573 in 2002, not including the share of general administration
and financial services that should be allocated to all facility operations).

In conclusion, the overall effectiveness, efficiency and safety of the public leisure delivery system
will continue to be undermined by the continuation of the management boards, particularly in their
current role.

The Township of King Parks Advisory Committee
In 2003, a single parks committee was established to replace the individual parks committees that
had existed in each community. The purpose of this new committee is to Aact as an advisory body
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and resource group to Township Council and staff regarding parks matters@ (including support for
budgetary items, support of community events, oversee the annual >Communities in Bloom=
program, and recommend park maintenance and repair requirements). The Committee is comprised
of thirteen members including two citizens from Ansnorveldt, Kettleby/Pottageville, King City,
Nobleton, and Schomberg, and the Mayor (ex officio).

Other Committees and Boards
In addition to the boards of management and the Parks Advisory Committee noted above, there are
currently numerous other committees and boards that relate to the parks, recreation, library and
museum operations. They include:

King Township Museum Management Board,

King Township Public Library Board,

Local Architectural Conservation Advisory Committee,

King Township Environmental Advisory Committee,

King Township Accessibility Advisory Committee, and

the King City Citizens Advisory Committee.

The Chief Librarian reports directly to the King Township Public Library Board.

Operational Structure and Staffing of the Parks and Recreation Department

The Parks and Recreation Division is currently comprised of a Manager, one Recreation
Programmer, the Museum Curator and summer students. The Parks and Recreation Manger reports
to the Director of Operations who is also responsible (through the Operations and Maintenance
Manager and the Urban Services Manager) for the operation of municipal parks and any outdoor and
indoor facilities that are the direct responsibility of the Municipality. The Operations and
Maintenance Manager has a Lead Hand and shares a labour pool with the Urban Services Manager
who is responsible for public works including roads, grass cutting, most public buildings, water and
sewer services. There is also a position of Assistant to the Director of Operations. There is only one
full time position responsible for grass cutting and that person is under the Manager of Urban
Services. Summer students, under the direction of the Parks and Recreation Manager, fill out the
required complement for park, outdoor facility and trail maintenance. That requires a time
consuming annual training program for the students and direct supervision by the Manager of Parks
and Recreation throughout the Summer.

The size of the municipal parks and recreation operation has continued to grow, especially in recent
years. Of particular note are the increasing roles in the areas of: direct programming, special events,
community development, planning functions, park maintenance (with new parks being added and
current low maintenance levels to upgrade), facility maintenance, promotion of leisure opportunities,
and liaison with other providers and partners, especially the community centre/hall boards of
management. It has become impossible for the Manager of Parks and Recreation to do an adequate
job of supervising all and taking a direct role in most areas of responsibility. Several areas of
responsibility such as: supervision of park and facility maintenance, community development, special
events co-ordination, and marketing could be allocated to other staff, which would free up the
Manager for other crucial duties, including important new tasks. Two examples include: i) greatly
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increased and more formalized co-operation and the development of strategic alliances with other key
providers of leisure services, and ii) increased marketing.

Currently, staffing for park and outdoor facility maintenance comes from three sources: i) summer
students under the supervision of the Parks and Recreation Manager; ii) staff from Public Works;
and iii) staff time from the Works Yard. The Public Works (water and sewer) and Works Yard staff
are not under the supervision of the Parks and Recreation Manager.

As itis, park and outdoor facility maintenance is at a minimum level, with a focus mostly on safety
(e.g., playground and other equipment repair). For the last few years, trails have received virtually
no maintenance. Sports field turf and other turfed areas in parks are at or below acceptable
standards. The community is starting to notice the low level of maintenance and minimum level of
aesthetic features, as evidenced by responses at the Community Forums conducted for this study.

For 2003, the park maintenance budget was over $150,000 ($90,000 from Works staff and about
$60,000 from students - excluding the Dufferin Marsh project). In addition, about $90,000 worth of
staff time was invested from Works Yard staff, while only $25,000 was budgeted. This extra
$65,000 did not appear in the Parks and Recreation budget for 2003. Most of the over-budgeted
time cannot be covered by students due to the type of work (e.g., heavy equipment operation) and
the fact that students are only available in the summer season. Also, because the Parks and
Recreation Manager has to call on staff from other departments as needed, the staff are not able to be
used as efficiently as they could be if they were dedicated to the Parks and Recreation operation,
where work could be scheduled efficiently to optimize staff allocation.

2.4.4 Other Key Observations and Conclusions about the Leisure Delivery System

Fragmentation, Competition and Lack of Unity

There is fragmentation, lack of unity and competition among the municipal parks and recreation
operation; the eight volunteer management boards who control the indoor municipal recreation
facilities; an expanding public library system; a program-rich Seneca College; a relatively large array of
volunteer-based providers of sport, recreation and arts programs/events; and a few commercial
recreation and arts ventures actively involved in the provision of various aspects of leisure services in
King Township. This situation extends to each of the communities within the Township, to the
detriment of many Township-wide initiatives, from planning, marketing and networking to the
organization of sports, recreation and other groups, and the operation of indoor municipal facilities.
Few initiatives are seen as Township-wide, although that is gradually beginning to be discussed and
change.

Networking

Although there is no formal network of leisure service providers in the Township, the Manager of
Parks and Recreation maintains ongoing, informal contact with all providers on an issue-by-issue basis
and as time permits. However, this does not allow for a number of valuable involvements with the
other providers and collaborative outcomes such as:

1) regular consultation and planning re: program provision to reduce the potential for overlaps and
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gaps;

i) jointand ongoing research into evolving leisure interests and priorities, and the impact on park,
facility and program provision;

iii) joint promotion of available leisure opportunities available within the Township;

iv) ongoing discussions about other potential shared projects (e.g., open space acquisition, open
space and facility development, programs and events);

V) ongoing consultation about planning and acquisition of public open space, and input into the
development process (e.g., parks, schools, conservation lands, storm water management sites);

vi) the impact of changing policies and roles on the system-wide ability to provide leisure services
(e.g., provincial funding for leisure-oriented facilities in schools, changes in user/rental fees,
changing policies re: accessibility by the general community, changes in policy concerning
programming focus); and

vii) sharing plans for facility improvements and new facilities.

Marketing

In most communities, marketing of leisure opportunities is given a very low priority, and only
recently, have some municipalities begun to understand the need to invest in this crucial activity.
Marketing is about building and maintaining long term relations with the various publics (users and
potential users, corporate partners, stakeholders and the general public).

As outlined below, there are four components to marketing for leisure services:

i) research and planning (understanding and collecting relevant, timely research - such as:
visitor tracking, visitor needs/wants, competitive analysis, opportunity identification, etc. - to
support the allocation of marketing resources)

i) program and service development (consistently providing the right visit experience to the
right visitor at the right time, while influencing expectations to ensure a good fit with the
municipal leisure service mandate and goals)

iii) marketing communications (development and delivery of messages to the various publics that
inform them in order to increase awareness, influence them in order to foster understanding, and
involve them in order to generate support)

# corporate communications
# program/service communications, and
# social communications

iv) program and service delivery (methods and activities used to convert a potential user=s
>desire to use= into an actual use - first time and repeat - such as pricing, packaging with other
providers, pre-booking/reservations, etc.)

In King Township, marketing activities mostly involve the marketing communications component
with a focus on program/service communications. The parks and recreation master plan has
provided an opportunity to initiate the research and planning component, which will provide excellent
baseline information for continued research about customers. Municipal program and service
development as well as program and service delivery is fragmented and undermined due to the existence of
the independently operating facility management boards in addition to the Township parks and
recreation operation.
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There is also no system-wide and very little township-wide promotion of leisure resources. Each of the
key providers independently decides what programs, services and facilities to offer and produces their
own annual or seasonal brochures. The College, both boards of education and the Township also
maintain extensive web sites that focus on program/course offerings.

The mapping that has been completed for this project will be very valuable as the base for the
development of consumer-friendly maps/brochures/posters/web sites illustrating available leisure
resources. It will also provide an excellent base to illustrate facility locations, as well as for regularly
updating the park and open space inventory.

The Township maintains a web site. Within the site is extensive information about programs offered
by the Township through the Parks and Recreation operation and other programs offered by volunteer
groups and commercial providers in the community. The entire program seasonal brochure is
included, along with information about rates and available jobs. Also included are links to other
Township departments, the Public Library, the Schomberg Agricultural Society, municipalities in the
Greater Toronto Area and the Community Care Access Centre of York Region. However, what
would also be valuable would be promotion of programs/facilities and links to the boards of
education, Seneca College, and the two conservation authority web sites. Maps could be included to
illustrate where facilities are located, including trails. Although there are links to schools, tourism,
and heritage under >Community Profile=, there is could be stronger mention of recreation, parks and
culture, in addition to the few words on the subject under >Lifestyle=.

The Township=s seasonal parks and recreation program guides are a recent initiative and are well
done. The Township Museum has a brochure and an annual educational program guide. Historic
Laskay Hall has a separate brochure. In the Spring of 2002, the Region of York published a brochure
entitled ATake a Hike@ which describes and maps trails in the region, including Centennial Park trail
and King City trail. In September, 2003, the Township, through the King City Trails Committee
published a brochure and map of trails in King City. There is considerable mention of parks,
recreation and arts facilities in the annual King Township Business Directory and Information Guide.
There is opportunity in this publication and the Parks and Recreation brochures to add quality maps
to illustrate where everything is located.

Strategic Alliances

The Parks and Recreation Division has developed a number of important alliances with others to

assist in the provision of leisure opportunities for the community. Key among them are the following:
an excellent relation with service clubs, particularly the four Lions clubs who fund raise and invest
in facilities, equipment and planning;
strong relationships with and support for dozens of community/volunteer-based sports,
recreation, arts, youth and seniors groups who offer many programs and services throughout the
Township;
support/encouragement of profit-oriented enterprises who offer programs in Township facilities
and elsewhere, and advertise in the Municipal program brochures and on Municipal information
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signs;
support of the eight community centre boards of management; and
a good working relationship with the Township Public Library.

The relationship with others such as the boards of education, Seneca College, the private schools, the
conservation authorities, and the development industry is not as well developed.
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2.5 Leisure Programs and Events

There are only four categories of providers of leisure programs and events in King Township as noted
below:

The Township of King (Parks and Recreation Department, Museum, Libraries)

Seneca College,

the community/volunteer sector, and

the private/commercial sector.

The private/commercial sector is the least active of the four.

This short list of program providers is below the norm for a community with the population of King
Township. A major contributing factor is that neither school board offers community programming
in the Township, although programs are offered at secondary schools in surrounding communities.
The only exception is the Driver Education Certificate Program offered by the York Region District
School Board at King City Secondary School. A major handicap to the York Catholic District School
Board is the fact that it does not have a high school in the Township. The closest schools offering
programs are in Aurora and Newmarket. Programs are also offered at the Education Centre on
Bloomington Road, in Aurora.

The York Region District School Board utilizes six secondary schools outside of King Township to
offer 114 different courses ranging through: computer training, language training, business, personal
finance, fitness/exercise, nutrition and wellness, Yoga, outdoor recreation/education, volleyball (co-ed
and competitive), Bridge, cooking, dog sledding, creative/fine arts, pottery, quilting, scapbooking,
sewing, stained glass, stencilling and specialized painting techniques, photography, graphic drawing
and design, introduction to theatre, interior decorating and design, landscape design and gardening,
dance, music, electricity and electronics, emergency first aide, furniture refinishing, upholstery,
woodworking, golf, public speaking, Tarot Reading, and hairdressing courses.

The York Catholic District School Board offers 19 courses ranging through: language training, guitar,
golf, sewing, image/aesthetics and make-over, preparing for employment, and the Child care -
Babysitting Certificate.

The Township is fortunate to have the King Campus of Seneca College with its array of facilities and
program offerings available to the community. Most of their community programs offered at the King
campus are in the Faculty of Continuing Education and Training (applied arts,
leisure/dance/recreation/tourism). Refer to Figure A-1 for details. The ACommunity Sport and
Recreation@ programs for adults and children is an extensive array of offerings, but only available at
the Sports Centre at Finch Avenue and Highway 404.

The role that the Municipality plays both as direct provider and as a support to the
community/volunteer sector has been steadily increasing. Currently, the Township directly offers 36
programs throughout the year in: aquatics, soccer, after school, holiday/school breaks, pre-school,
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youth basketball, adult creative arts, youth dance and music, girls sports, youth volleyball, babysitting
instruction, adult aerobics, adult reading and first aide for adults.

Community volunteer-based groups currently offer 37 programs throughout the year in: youth and
adult soccer and ball, tennis, horticulture, adult and seniors performing arts, adult crafts, adult and
seniors music, child and youth hockey and figure skating, curling for all ages, seniors programs,
Historical Society, adults and seniors Bridge, adult and seniors bowling, and Scouts and Guides.

The Library offers pre-school programs, child and adult crafts, babysitting instruction, seniors
programs and educational seminars for adults.

The private sector is active in Cricket, equestrian programs, golf, pre-teen drama/dance/music, drama
for children, child and pre-teen ballet, jazz and Hip Hop for children, and youth bands.

Although a wide range of programs and events is offered within the Township for all age groups (from
pre-school to seniors), programming is light in the following sectors:

performing arts,

creative/fine arts,

youth,

music,

fitness,

aquatics,

gym sports (e.g., basketball, badminton, volleyball),

recreational trail activities (e.g., walking, running, hiking, skiing, bicycling - other than in King

City),

seniors programming (other than in King City), and

fairs and seasonal special events, such as >Christmas in the Village=.

Recently, increasing interest is being expressed by seniors groups for the Parks and Recreation
Division to take on the Township-wide role of program development, co-ordination, provision,
scheduling, booking and marketing. This would require increased programming and community
development personnel.

It was also reported by some that they felt the current Township cancellation policy is too strict.

Refer to Figure A-1 in Appendix A for the details on program offerings by sector, category, age group,
and season.
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2.6 Facility Inventory and Assessment

2.6.1 Introduction

This section provides an overview description of available leisure facilities in the Township and key
facilities in surrounding communities. Adequacy to meet current and future needs is discussed in
Section 2.11.4.

2.6.2 Overview of Supply

Although a reasonable range of types of leisure facilities exist for a community the population size
and character of King Township, there are a number of facilities that are not yet available in the
Township that are often provided in communities of around 20,000 population. They include:

creative arts facilities, including an art gallery;

an indoor facility that focuses on youth;

dedicated fitness facilities (aerobic, weight/cardio training);

quality high-ceiling, large multi-purpose space (like a gym) that is controlled by or available to

the Municipality;

a curling rink;

performance space (often in a high school or at a college, or provided by a community theatre

group);

a bowling alley;

a lawn bowling facility; and

a movie theatre.

The Municipality does not have to be in direct control of all of these types of facilities, as long as
residents have reasonable access to them. For example, fitness facilities, a curling rink, golf courses,
banquet halls, a bowling alley, and a movie theatre could be provided by others.

See Figure B-1 in Appendix B for a comprehensive listing of available leisure facilities in the
Township. Figure B-1 also includes information about who provides what facilities, quantity
of facilities, level of service, primary users, facility utilization, future participation trends,
summary of expressed demand and other key information for each facility type. Figures B-2,
B-3 and B-4 in Appendix B provide additional detail about playing fields, ball diamonds and
tennis courts.

As introduced in Section 2.4.2, the main providers of leisure facilities in the Township are:
Township of King Parks and Recreation Division,
the community/volunteer sector (including the community centre/hall management boards),
York Region District School Board,
York Catholic District School Board,
Seneca College - King Campus,
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Toronto and Region Conservation Authority,
Lake Simcoe Region Conservation Authority, and
the commercial recreation/tourism sector.

In the public realm, most outdoor leisure facilities are provided by the Township through the Parks
and Recreation Division, both boards of education, Seneca College King Campus and the
conservation authorities. Most public indoor leisure facilities are provided by the Community
Centre/Hall Boards of Management, the boards of education, and Seneca College King Campus.

In King Township, the commercial sector focuses mostly on facilities such as golf courses and
banquet halls.

Key Observations include:
There is an above average number of indoor ice surfaces/arenas for the population (currently, 1
ice surface per 6,167 residents in the Township - the typical provision level is in the range of 1.
10-30,000 residents, with provision levels generally decreasing as the population increases).
# Schomberg arena/hall:
$narrow ice surface size
$four useable dressing rooms (six is preferred)
$anticipated to require in the order of $275,000 in repairs/upgrades over the next ten years
(additional dressing rooms, refrigeration, roofing, flooring)
# Nobleton arena/hall
$anticipated to require in the order of $750,000 in repairs/upgrades in the next 10 years
(ceiling tiles, painting, floor tiles, paving, two additional dressing rooms, refrigeration, new
headers and ice surface floor)
# King City arena/hall:
$anticipated to require in the order of $520,000 in repairs/upgrades in the next10 years
(doors, front canopy, roof repair, floor tiles, computer, dry walling, de-humidifier, control
panel, new headers and ice surface floor)
The Municipality=s one aquatic facility is the 30 year old outdoor pool located in Nobleton
Community Park, which was recently renovated and is in good condition.
The signature recreational/nature trail in the Township is the Oak Ridges Trail that enters the
Township from the east at the 16" Sideroad and Bathurst Street and extends northwesterly
through Seneca College and private lands, as well as along roadways, leaving the Township
along the 19" Sideroad. Five segments of Municipal trail have been developed in various
locations throughout the Township. They include King City West and East trails, Davis Park in
Nobleton, Fox Trail in Schomberg, and Centennial Park. There is also a trail system in Thorton
Bales Conservation Area. Although none of the trails are linked, the two King City segments
line up on either side of Keele Street. Additional segments are planned for the Dufferin Marsh
site in Schomberg and there is potential to link north and south from there. None of the
Township trails are hard surfaced and maintenance requires attention. Promotion of trails is
limited to the King City segments.
Partly due to the way recreation facilities have been developed over the years in the various
population centres in King Township, an above average number of multi-purpose halls (in the
75-150 and 150+ capacity) has resulted.
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# there is significant unused capacity
# quality/usability and accessibility varies, and the physical nature of some halls limits
usability
# control of all public halls is by independent hall boards which establish their own rental rates
and use polices, and can restrict availability to community groups
# the Laskay, Nobleton Lions, Pottageville/Kettleby, and Schomberg halls and the Pottageville
pavilion are projected to require in the order of $125,000 in repairs/upgrades over the next
five years
Even with the abundance of halls, the Municipality has below average control of and access to
appropriate and affordable indoor multi-purpose spaces (including gymnasia) to support public
programming (e.g., facilities controlled by community centre/hall boards, school boards, and
private schools).
There are 12 single equivalent gymnasia in public schools (1 double and 10 singles), two double
and one junior gym at the County Day School and one non-competition gym at Seneca College.
Although some are well used, there is considerable excess capacity, due in part to the cost for
community groups and the Municipality to access elementary school facilities on weekday
evenings where no custodians are on regular duty.
Although there is an abundance of soccer fields, there are not enough fields that are useable for
the required levels of play, with size and quality being the main issues. Currently, there is
demand for three full size and one intermediate size field, township-wide. There is opportunity
to develop two new fields in the recently expanded Osin-Lions park in Schomberg, although,
due to site constraints, measures to ensure adequate drainage and irrigation for these fields will
not be possible. Having enough table land to support additional facilities in Township parks is
the major problem.
Although the current supply of ball diamonds is meeting demand, some upgrading and possibly
re-sizing would be beneficial.
Although there are no public performance facilities in the Township (not even a school
auditorium), there is a quality facility at the private County Day School and there are a good
number of performance spaces in surrounding communities (e.g., Newmarket, Markham,
Aurora, Tottenham, and Orangeville). So far, an arrangement has not been made for the
community to use the new facility at the County Day School.
Although there are no publicly available full service fitness facilities in the Township, there are
public and commercial facilities in surrounding communities (e.g., Aurora, Newmarket,
Vaughan, Richmond Hill, Bolton, and Caledon). Recently, a specialized >Curves for Women=
facility opened in King City.
There is one quality, dedicated seniors facility in the Township, located in King City and there
are discussions underway within the Seniors club about possible expansion. In addition to
possible expansion, this facility is projected to require in the order of $18,000 in
repairs/upgrades in next three years. There are two apartment complexes that attract older
adults and programs are offered at each. Older adults use the Nobleton Arena/Community
Centre and the Schomberg Community Hall for some limited programing, although there is no
dedicated space in either facility. There isasmall facility in Ansnorveldt that is called a seniors
centre, but most of the use is by youth.
There are nine playgrounds in parks in the Township and another nine located at schools. Some
of the playgrounds require upgrading or replacement to meet safety guidelines, and a program is
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underway to address this.

Although no dedicated curling rink exists within the Township, curling programs are offered at
the Nobleton and Schomberg arenas, one night per week. There appears to be significant unmet
demand for a rink dedicated to curling. Within the immediate area surrounding the Township,
there are a number of curling rinks, including the York, Bradford and Orangeville curling clubs,
all with four sheets of ice.

Although there is a reasonable supply and distribution of public tennis courts to meet current
and future needs for the next ten years, some upgrading would enhance tennis opportunities.

The Township owns and operates a quite well developed museum, located just west of King
City on King Road. Over the next five years, various repairs and upgrading have been
identified for the facility and grounds, totaling about of $140,000.

As introduced earlier, the Township has played a limited and indirect role in the provision and
management of leisure services, until recently. The Municipality has provided some facilities, but
has encouraged others in the Township and beyond to be the main suppliers. Over the years, the
Township has encouraged hall and park boards in each community to take the lead in developing
and managing most indoor and outdoor facilities, but with no Township-wide co-ordinated direction.
The park boards have recently been amalgamated into one advisory committee and the number of
community centre/hall boards has been reduced to eight.

As noted earlier, the community centre/hall boards have served the Township quite well. The boards
have been able to attract community volunteers to assist with management and maintenance, as well
as being able to focus fund raising efforts toward specific projects in each facility. Over the years, a
strong sense of pride and ownership has prevailed for these facilities, even though they are owned by
the Township. However, as was reported in Section 2.4.3, there are an increasing number of issues
and less positive implications that are reducing the overall value of the management boards to the
Township.

The Nobleton Community Centre Board is welcoming closer ties with the Parks and Recreation
Division, partly because use and revenues have been declining, especially for the multi-purpose hall.

On the other hand, the King City Community Centre Board is resisting closer links with the
Municipality, as it strives to continue to operate very independently and with a policy to generate as
much revenue as possible to offset costs. It appears that this goal is seen as more important than
meeting community needs.

Part of the reason for the absence of some facilities (e.g., indoor pool, youth centre, fitness centre)
and the over-abundance of others in King Township (e.g., arenas and community halls) is the
existence of three significant population centres where leisure facilities have been developed over
the years specifically for the populations that live in and around each of these communities. Other
even smaller centres of population where there are recreation facilities include Pottageville, Kettleby
and Ansnorveldt. Because these communities are a good distance apart and have had little reason to
think of themselves as one township-wide unit, certain types of facilities that require a larger
population to support them have not been able to be justified. Now that there is beginning to be
increased Township-wide thinking (and planning), as well as service provision, some types of
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facilities can now be considered, based on a current population of almost 20,000, with growth
potential to 25,000 over the next ten years and 35,000 by 2026.

Other Leisure Facilities and Service Providers
There are other publicly available leisure facilities in the Township that are provided by others.
These include:
gymnasia, meeting rooms, soccer fields, and ball diamonds provided by the two boards of
education (see Figure B-1);
11 commercial banquet halls;
five golf courses;
large and small group indoor multi-purpose halls provided by service and other clubs (see
Figure B-1);
four small multi-purpose rooms provided by the King Township Public Library; and
the Ansnorveldt Community Centre and Holland Marsh Community Centre which are owned
and operated by the Holland Marsh District Christian Church.

A good number of other leisure facilities are located within the Township, but are not (yet) available
to the community-at-large. They include the considerable facilities at the private Country Day
School, some of facilities at the King Campus of Seneca College, St. Thomas of Villanova College,
and the Kingsbridge Conference Centre.

Facilities at the Country Day School include:
gymnasia (2 double and 1 junior);
soccer fields (3 full size, 2 intermediate, 2 mini);
ball diamonds (1 intermediate, 2 junior);
outdoor running track (6 lane, cinder);
a performance space;
adjoining kitchen;
music, drama and rehearsal rooms; and.

Facilities at Seneca College include:
indoor pavilion,
gymnasium (converted from an art studio),
small fitness area,
outdoor arena,
meeting space,
rock climbing wall (indoor and outdoor), and
trails.

The outdoor centre which operates separately from the College is available to rent by non-college
groups, usually for education-oriented programs. It is not bound to academic restrictions. Eaton
Hall (130 capacity) is also available to the community.
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2.6.3 Accessibility

In 2003, King Township Accessibility Advisory Committee completed a comprehensive audit of
existing public facilities and produced an Accessibility Plan. In the document, it was noted that as
the population continues to age, the number of residents and visitors with disabilities and mobility
issues will also continue to increase. The report estimates that by the year 2020, 20% of Township
residents will have one or more visible or non-visible disability. The current figure is estimated at
16%, or just over 3,000 people.

The report states that all Township recreation and museum facilities have one or more barriers,
ranging from signage and parking to entrance access issues, washroom access and access within
some of the buildings. Some barriers can be easily and affordably addressed, while others will
require substantial building adaption and/or capital investment. For some facilities such as the
Nobleton Community Hall, it was recommended that Athe site nostalgic would not warrant the cost
of retrofitting@. Similar conclusions were made about the Nobleton outdoor swimming pool, and the
heritage site of the Township museum. The recommendations from this report that pertain to
recreation and museum facilities will be considered in the recommendations in Chapter Four.

2.6.4 Facilities in Surrounding Communities

In the surrounding communities, there are a wide variety of leisure facilities that are available to
non-residents.

Caledon Centre for Recreation and Wellness
opened 2002
barrier-free environment
fully equipped 10,000 square foot weight and cardio training area
2 International squash courts
spa and change rooms
program room
>L = shaped leisure style swimming pool with access ramp and stepped beach entry, includes 2
lanes x 25 metres
water play features
youth services centre - 3,000 square foot (basketball, skate park, ping pong, arts and crafts)
future sensory garden (Braille markers, tactile sculptures, raised garden beds, wheelchair
access)

Bolton Community Centre and Arena
banquet hall (500 maximum capacity, 325 capacity with dance floor)
various meeting rooms for groups of 10 to 75 people
arena/meeting space
catering services
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Vaughan Sports Village
public/private partnership between the City of Vaughan and the Mentana Group
socially integrated family recreation venue
4 NHL size ice surfaces operating year round (adult and youth hockey leagues, ice rental,
tournaments, figure skating)
20,000 square foot skateboard park
30 foot rock climbing tower
three-on-three basketball courts
2 baseball diamonds
in-line skating path - converts to ice in winter
full service restaurant
4 meeting rooms (10-40 people)
banquet facilities with outdoor patio
food concessions
retail sports store
interactive games

Town of Newmarket Parks and Recreation
4 multi-purpose halls and 5 meeting rooms at community centre
Newmarket Theatre
2 ice surfaces at Ray Twinney Recreation Centre (1 with seating for 3,000)
2 lounges at Ray Twinney Recreation Centre
1 multi-purpose room
25 metre swimming pool and small tot pool
1 multi-purpose room
youth centre (kitchen, gym, games room, computer lab)

Town of Aurora
Leisure Centre
swimming pool (lanes and teaching)
full service fitness gym (weights and cardio)
aerobic exercise studio
indoor running track
multi-purpose rooms
1 ice surface
Community Centre
# 2 ice surfaces
# auditorium
# meeting rooms
library (2 meeting rooms)

HFHEFEHRHH
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Town of Richmond Hill
7 community centres, with only one that is in close proximity to King Township ( West Elgin
Community Centre and Pool at Bathurst Street and Gamble Road)
5 indoor swimming pools, with only the Elgin facility in close proximity of the Township
3 fitness centres (none close to the Township)
1 arts centre
6 arenas, with only one in relative proximity to the Township (Oak Ridges Arena at Bayview
Avenue, south of King Road)
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2.7 Parks and Open Space Inventory and Assessment

2.7.1 Introduction

This section describes the park and open space system in the Township of King, and reports on the
analysis of adequacy. The findings and conclusions will form the basis for the parks and open space
recommendations in Chapters Three and Four.

2.7.2 Definition and Functions of Open Space

Definition

As a land use, open space can be defined in both very narrow and very broad terms. The emphasis is
typically on recreation or natural heritage. When narrowly defined, open space usually refers only to
municipal or other public parkland. When broadly defined, open space can include any open area
that is not occupied by a building or other non-recreation structure. This can include: municipal
parkland, other open space/undeveloped land owned by a public agency, education lands, parking lots
on school grounds and in parks, commercial recreation properties like golf courses, natural heritage
lands, and other like land uses. Such open space may be freely accessible to the general public;
publicly available with some restrictions such a membership, entry or rental fee; or be entirely privately
owned and completely restricted.

For the purposes of this Master Plan and in keeping with the character of King Township, open space
will be defined as: an outdoor area, either public, quasi-public or privately owned, that is avai/ableto
the public to use for active and/or passive leisure pursuits, including natural heritage areas that are
either publicly owned or subject to a conservation easement or trust. >Availability= may be either
on a user-pay or membership basis such as a golf course or a conference centre, or on a no-charge basis
as is the case with a municipal park, school lands, Region of York recreational use lands, and most
conservation authority lands. Some open space lands may contain environmentally sensitive areas (e.g.,
wetlands) where human use should be restricted or carefully controlled to protect fragile
environments. For some open spaces, the community benefit is simply the sense of openness that they
provide, especially in highly developed areas.

Functions and Benefits
Open space can also be defined according to the functions it can perform and benefits it can provide;
such as:
supporting active and passive recreation pursuits;
preservation, buffering and rehabilitation of natural heritage resources;
retention and cleansing of stormwater runoff;
preservation and creation of wildlife corridors;
containment of areas that are hazardous to development (e.g., steep slopes and areas susceptible
to flooding);
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beautification and provision of soft contrast to the built environment; and

structuring urban form (linking compatible and separating incompatible land uses; and providing
land use variety and visual relief).

These functions are not listed in order of importance, and most open space lands perform more than
one function. All of these functions parallel the well documented benefits of parks and recreation
(personal, social, economic and environmental - see Section 4-7 in Chapter Four).

Jurisdiction and Land Use
Open space can also be organized or categorized according to jurisdiction and land use. While the
Township of King is a major provider of open space, other agencies and groups (both public and
commercial) contribute significantly to the system. The following broad categories of jurisdiction and
land use have been utilized to further define and describe open space for this Master Plan:

public parkland,

other open space/undeveloped lands owned by the Township,

Region of York lands,

public educational lands,

private educational lands,

conservation authority lands,

lands owned by conservation organizations (e.g., Oak Ridges Moraine Land Trust),

open space lands owned by non-profit organizations (e.g., Schomberg Fairgrounds),

utility corridors,

open space lands owned by religious groups (e.g., Mary Lake Monastery, the King Bible Church

and the Holland Marsh District Christian School), and

private/commercial recreation lands (e.g., golf courses, Maple Leaf Cricket Club, Kingsbridge

Conference Centre).

2.7.3 Description of the Open Space System

Overview

The open space system within the Township of King contains the ususal array of types and scales of
parks and other open spaces that attract use from within neighbourhoods, throughout the
Municipality and from the surrounding area.

In the rural area, the system is characterized by a number of public, commercial and other open
space sites of various sizes that are for the most part, unconnected. The eighteen largest sites
ranging in size from 100 to 780 acres (40 to 316 hectares) are owned by Seneca College, the
University of Toronto, the five golf clubs, the two conservation authorities, and private interests.
The largest Township site (at 55.72 acres) is the unofficial >wildlife sanctuary= (not actually
classified as parkland) on the southern edge of King City, and Centennial Park (43.57 acres) located
northwest of King City off Jane Street. These dozen and a half large sites are quite well distributed

Parks and Recreation Master Plan, Township of King, 2004 Page 2-35

$ The RETHINK GROUP and Bourrie and Associates $



around the Municipality.

Although most are not in public ownership, the Township is blessed with many wetlands;
provincially, regionally and locally significant ESAs ( Environmentally Significant Areas); Earth
and Life Science ANSIs (Areas of Natural and Scientific Interest); woodlots/forested areas; and
other natural heritage lands identified in Amendment 58 to the Official Plan, and the King City and
Nobleton Community Plans as >recreation=, >natural heritage= or >environmentally protected
lands=. These lands total hundreds of acres and many are located within the Oak ridges Moraine
which comprises well over half of the area of the Township. These natural heritage lands were the
subject of a 1999 study and report titled AGreenlands: A Natural Heritage System for the Township
of King@. The study fulfilled the requirements for a Comprehensive Impact Assessment under the
Provincial Policy Statement.

See Map 3 which outlines the Oak Ridges Moraine Land Use Plan within King Township and Map 4
which describes the Areas of Resource Protection and Key Natural Heritage and Hydrologically
Sensitive Features within the Oak Ridges Moraine.

A major hydro electric transmission corridor traverses the Township in a north-south direction
between the Tenth and Eleventh Concessions.

The public open space system within the urban areas of the Township is less well developed than in
most communities, especially at the examining neighbourhood level within Nobleton and King City.
In King City, there are six park sites and a few walkways. Only two of the parks can be categorized
as >neighbourhood= in scale. Fortunately, there are a few other sites that are undeveloped and
owned by the Township that can become parkland. In Nobleton, there are five park sites and a few
walkways. Only one park can be classified as >neighbourhood=. As with King City, there are
several Township-owned open space sites that ca become parkland, although all would be valley
land in nature and not conducive to active recreation uses. The Schomberg/LIloydtown urban area
contains eleven park sites and almost as much Township-owned parkland as the much larger King
City urban area. In all three urban areas, school sites comprise above average acreages (due in part
to the need to support on-site sewage treatment) and contribute more than public parks to the
Neighbourhood open space system. There is some very limited linkage of public open space sites,
and considerable opportunity has been lost, especially in King City. However, there is good
potential for future open space linkages, if the Municipality exercises its policies to accept these
mostly natural heritage lands at the time of development or redevelopment.

Refer to Section 2.7.6 for more a detailed discussion of park and open space adequacy.

Also refer to Maps 5 to 8 which illustrate the park and open space system in each of the population
centres and the Township as a whole (pages 2-45 to 2-49).

Potential
As introduced above, there is considerable potential to add to the current park and public open space
system in King Township.

There is opportunity to add considerably to the public park system by officially adding a
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number of the currently undeveloped open space sites the are owned by the Township. A good
example would be the 5.78 acre valley site identified as 2 East Humber Drive in King City.
Another example is the 56 acre site originating in the south west quadrant of the King City
urban area that is known as the >wildlife sanctuary=. It is within the Oak Ridges Moraine
Natural Core Area and has been designated as an ANSI and an ESA. Specific recommendations
will be made in Chapter Four (Section 4.5.4 and Figure 4-1).

There is potential for most stormwater management areas to become positive landscape features
and quality recreation assets if they are designed and managed as appealing recreation areas,
and well integrated into the open space system. Good examples include the stormwater
management site between the Dufferin Marsh site and Nieuwland Park, as well as the site that is
adjacent to Fox Trail Park. These storm water management sites should not be fenced, but
rather developed, managed and treated like other municipal recreation resources.

As development takes place, lands identified as >environmentally protected=or >natural
heritage= are expected to remain undeveloped, along with a suitable buffer to protect them. Itis
anticipated that these land s will be conveyed to the Municipality, other public entity or a group
such as a conservation trust, and thus remain as open space. Natural heritage lands include
ESAs, ANSIs and wetlands, and have been designated as >Core Areas=, >Corridors= and
>Supporting Areas= in the Greenlands report (introduced earlier). Fourteen wetland complexes
have been identified; along with fifteen ESAs; and many regionally, provincially and locally
significant ANSIs. Within the urban areas of King City, Nobleton and Schomberg, there are
hundreds of acres of natural heritage lands, including ESAs and ANSIs. The greatest
concentrations of natural heritage areas are located in the central and eastern parts of the
Municipality. Refer to Maps 4 to 5.

The Oak Ridges Moraine Conservation Act (2001) delineated the moraine and four land use
designation zones within it. Map 3 describes the Oak Ridges Moraine within King Township
and the extent of the four zones. The moraine comprises well over half of the Township. The
most restrictive Natural Core Area mainly comprises two large blocks of land in the rural part of
the Township. Lands designated as Natural Core Area have also been identified in the King
City and Nobleton urban areas, as well as in the hamlets of Pottageville and Laskay. The
Natural Linkage Areas tie the Core Natural Areas together and in King Township, comprise
about one third of the Moraine area. The remainder is designated as Countryside Area and
Settlement Areas. The following describes what uses are permitted in each zone or area and the
implications for recreational use and development.

In the Natural Core Areas, the following is permitted:

# minor (passive) recreation (e.g., nature parks, hiking trails, footbridges);

# forestry, wildlife and fisheries management;

# conservation, flood and erosion control;

# necessary public roads and utilities, subject to strict environmental and planning criteria; and
# agricultural uses.

In the Natural Linkage Areas, the following is permitted:

# all uses permitted in Natural Core Areas;

# mineral aggregate operations; and

# wayside pits.

In the Countryside Areas, the following is permitted:

# all uses permitted in Natural Core Areas and Natural Linkage Areas;
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# agricultural-related uses;
# small-scale rural commercial, institutional and industrial uses outside prime agricultural
areas; and

# major (active) recreation (e.g., golf courses, ski hills, playing fields) outside prime
agricultural areas.
Another land use with value as passive open space is hazard land which includes steep slopes
and lands susceptible to flooding. Many of these lands have already been included in lands
designated in the Township Official Plan as >environmentally protected=or >natural heritage=.
Since they are unsuitable for development, these lands are typically identified as public open
space and become part of the public park system. However, in the estate residential
developments in King City, this did not happen and these natural heritage lands have been
incorporated into private residential properties.
The Holland River presents some limited potential for >waterfront= parkland and associated
activities. The area from the northern-most extent of the Township and extending into
Pottageville between the river and the western edge of the Oak Ridges Moraine has been
designated as an ESA (the Holland Marsh Lowlands and the Holland Marsh ESAs) Although
this area comprises prime agricultural land, there is one place with some potential as a river-
front recreation area. That is in the area where Pumphouse Road reaches the Holland River,
south of Toll Road (Regional Road 1). There is an opportunity to work co-operatively with the
Town of Bradford West Gwillimbury to jointly develop this area for passive recreation and as
an access point to the river. Currently, the Township does not own land in this area.
In future development and redevelopment areas, there is excellent potential to acquire new high
quality sites for Neighbourhood, Community and Township-wide parks and open space
linkages.
There is potential for the Township to purchase parkland to improve the provision level in areas
were there is a shortage of Neighbourhood parkland, and to create new Community and
Township-wide parks.
There is some limited potential to expand existing Township parks, mostly through the purchase
of adjacent lands.
There is potential to negotiate with private land owners to create conservation easements and/or
trusts to protect and enhance significant natural areas. An example of such a group is the Oak
Ridges Moraine Trust.
In future development and redevelopment areas, there is potential to acquire sites of historic and
archeological importance.

2.7.4 The Providers

The main providers of public parks and open space are the Township of King, the two school boards,
the two conservation authorities, and Seneca College. The Township currently owns 269.75 acres
(109.25 hectares) of parkland and an additional 165.13 acres (66.88 hectares) of undeveloped/open
space lands, most with recreational and natural heritage assets. The York Region District School
Board owns 88.74 acres (35.94 hectares) of land comprised of 45.74 acres (18.52 hectares) of
elementary school lands (five sites), and 43 acres (17.43 hectares) of senior elementary and secondary
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school lands (two sites). The York Catholic District School Board owns 28.02 acres (11.34 hectares) of
land comprising three elementary schools. The Toronto and Region Conservation Authority has
seven sites in King Township totalling 1,087 acres (440.24 hectares). The Lake

Simcoe Region Conservation Authority has nine sites in the Township totalling 573.41 acres (232.27
hectares). The Seneca College site is 696 acres (282 hectares).

Other jurisdictions of open space include the Region of York with two sites suitable for recreation uses
totalling 24.28 acres (9.87 hectares), ten commercial recreation sites comprising 1,458.55 acres (590.71
hectares), the 93.74 acre (37.96 hectare) private County Day School site, the 33.12 acre (13.44 hectare)
St. Thomas of Villanova College School, the adjacent 780.88 acre (316.26 hectare) Mary Lake
Monastery, the 13.55 acre (5.49 hectare) Schomberg Fair Grounds, and eight other open
space/recreational/educational sites totalling 973.26 acres (394.17 hectares).

The total of all public and publicly available parks and open space in King Township that has been
identified for this study is 6,285.48 acres (2,545.62 hectares). Of that total, 4,473.34 acres (1,811.7
hectares) can be considered prime public and/or very accessible open space that supports leisure
activity and/or displays natural heritage assets.

Refer to Figure C-1 in Appendix C for more details and Maps 5 to 9 for a complete inventory of
public and publicly available open space in King Township.

2.7.5 Categories/Hierarchy of Parks and Open Space

For this Parks and Recreation Master Plan, a three-tiered hierarchy has been established to
categorize and organize the park and open space system. The principle criteria for establishing the
three categories is the distance that visitors typically travel to reach each category of park and
associated open space. For example, the first or base category is called >neighbourhood= since, for
parks and other open space in this category, most visitors come from nearby and usually walk or
bicycle. An example of a park in this category would be Wellesley Park in King City. The middle
level or category is >community=. For this category, most visitors are attracted from the
community in which the park or other open space is located such as King City, Nobleton,
Schomberg, Pottageville, Kettleby, etc. Anexample would be Nobleton Community Park. The top
category has been called >township-wide= where most visitors travel from somewhere in the
Township and beyond. An example would include Centennial Park. Elementary school sites most
closely align with the >neighbourhood= category and secondary schools with the >community=
level. Seneca College would be in the >township-wide= category.

Facility scale should be matched to each category of park and associated open space. For example,
Neighbourhood parks and elementary schools should contain sports facilities and playgrounds that
are minor to intermediate in scale and unlighted. Community parks and secondary schools should
contain all levels of sports facilities with an emphasis on intermediate to higher scale and lighted
facilities. They are also appropriate locations for major indoor facilities such as arenas and indoor
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pools. Facilities such as a skateboard park, outdoor pool, lighted tennis courts, picnic grounds and
signature playgrounds are very appropriate for Community-level parks. Township-wide parks, high
level education facilities (e.g., Seneca College) , most conservation authority sites, fairgrounds, golf
courses, etc., typically support high level facilities such a stadium, a large multi-purpose recreation
complex, a conference centre, a complex of lighted ball diamonds and soccer fields, an indoor soccer
facility, a campground, a major picnic area, a zoo, etc. This top level of open space can also
accommodate minor and intermediate level facilities.

In King Township, not only is this pattern of open space clearly evident, but the scale of most of the
facilities located within each level of open space matches up well with the Neighbourhood,
Community and Township-wide categories. For example, with their mix of minor, intermediate and
major scale indoor and outdoor facilities, King City Memorial Park, Nobleton Community Park and
Pottageville Community Park are excellent examples of the >community= category of parkland.
When it is fully developed, the recently expanded Osin-Lions Park in Schomberg will also become
an excellent example of a Community-level park.

2.7.6 Analysis of Adequacy

The analysis of adequacy of parks and associated open space, and the open space system in general
is based on quantity (acreage and the number of parks/open space sites), location and distribution
(within each population centre and across the Township), and the character and quality of each site
(i.e., size, shape, frontage, visibility, physical attributes/constraints, and degree/level of
development and maintenance).

All Types and Categories of Parks and Open Space - Township-wide

The total of all Neighbourhood, Community and Township-wide parks and open space in King
Township was reported earlier as 6,285.48 acres (2,545.62 hectares). Of that total, 4,473.34 acres
(1,811.7 hectares) can be considered prime public and/or very publicly accessible open space that
supports leisure activities and/or displays natural heritage assets. That figure represents a very
generous ratio of 241.8 acres/1000 residents. However, as noted below, the municipal stake in that
generous inventory is quite small. Conservation authority lands comprise 36.69% or 1,650.97 acres.
Commercial recreation lands represent 32.6% or 1,458.55 acres. The Seneca College site at 696 acres
comprises 15.6% of the total. The two school boards contribute 2.6% or 116.76 acres.

Total Township parkland (269.75 acres) comprises 6.0% of the 4,473.34 acre figure. That produces a
ratio for total parkland to population of 14.56 acres/1000 residents. When combined with >other=
municipal open space inventoried for this study (including library, museum and cemetery sites) the
figure increases t0 9.72%, and a ratio of 23.5 acres/1000 residents. However, as will be noted in more
detail below, this high ratio belies some issues, especially the portion of parkland in the
>neighbourhood= category which is quite low. Over half of all municipal parkland is in the
>community= category. Of concern, if the fact that not enough of it is table land quality.

Cemeteries are included as part of the open space system because they contribute to the sense of
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openness in the landscape, especially in built-up areas.

The Neighbourhood Level of Parks and Open Space

Although the Neighbourhood park system in King Township displays considerable assets such as
generally good visibility and frontage, the quality of most playgrounds, and the opportunity to add
two Township-owned open space sites to the Neighbourhood park inventory, there are issues that
should be addressed. Overall, Neighbourhood park and open space in King Township is below what
is considered minimum for communities of the size and character of the Township, especially in the
King City and Nobleton urban areas. Quantity, quality, size, distribution and lack of connectedness
are the main issues.

The Neighbourhood category comprises 19 sites and various walkways totalling 113.19 acres (45.84
hectares) and includes municipal parks, elementary schools, two undeveloped municipal open space
sites with Neighbourhood parkland attributes, the Holland Marsh District Christian School, and the
Holland Marsh District Christian Church in Ansnorveldt. Official Township parkland comprises
seven sites (and a number of walkways/access points) and totals 25.38 acres (10.27 hectares). The
eight school sites total 73.76 acres (29.86 hectares). The two undeveloped municipal open space
sites with potential to become Neighbourhood parks comprise 7.42 acres (3.01 hectares). The
Holland Marsh District Christian School is 2.9 acres (1.17 hectares) and the Holland Marsh District
Christian Church in Ansnorveldt is 3.73 acres (1.51 hectares)

Across the Township, Neighbourhood parkland equates to 1.37 acres/1000 residents which is a ratio
that is below what is considered the minimum provision level of around 2.5 acres/1000 residents.
When the two undeveloped Township-owned open space sites are included, the ratio increases to
1.77 acres/1000 population. The Neighbourhood parkland ratios in each of the four main settlement
areas are as follows:

King City and area (5,437 population):

1.87 acres (0.76
hectares)/1000
Nobleton and area (3,396 population):
1.89acres (0.77
hectares)/1000
Schomberg an area (1,697 population):
4.66

acres (1.89 hectares)/1000

Pottageville and area (2,417

population):

(no neighbourhood parkland)

the remainder of the Township (6,263

population):  0.14 acres (0.06

hectares)/1000

There a number of other issues that require attention at the Neighbourhood level.
There are only nine neighbourhood parks in total (including the two undeveloped Township-
owned sites in Nobleton that will be recommended to become Neighbourhood parks). The
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remaining acreage comprises a number of walkways and access points. The park called
Hollywood, which is located at the end of Hollywood Avenue in Nobleton looks like it should
be a neighbourhood park, but because it quickly and quite steeply slopes into the valley
beginning right at the narrow street access point, it has been categorized as >community=. Two
other parks in Nobleton called Goodfellow and Hill Farm Meadow, also look like they should
be Neighbourhood parks. However, because most of the area of these parks slopes into the
stream courses that pass through them, they have also been classified as >community=.
There are two Neighbourhood parks in King City, one in Nobleton, three in Schomberg and one
in Laskay.

For an urban area the geographic size and configuration of King City with major north-south
and east-west streets dividing it into four quadrants, there should be more Neighbourhood parks.
The only two are located in the same quadrant and quite close to each other. However, there is
potential for additional Neighbourhood parkland to be acquired in areas designated for future
residential development.

The southwest quadrant of Nobleton has no parkland and only the undeveloped linear site that is
owned by the Township. The northwest quadrant should have a neighbourhood park in the
developed southern half. Fortunately, there will be opportunities to acquire additional
Neighbourhood parkland in all quadrants when future residential development takes place.
Only four of the seven sites that are designated as Neighbourhood parks are over two acres in
size, with the largest (Wellesley) being 7.93 acres.

Of the Neighbourhood parks that are developed (Wellesley, St. Andrew=s, Davis, Schomberg
Lions Play Parkette, Fox Trail Park, and Laskay), the degree of development and aesthetic
treatment is minimum - typically: a turfed site with a playground and sometimes a bench and a
park sign. One of the least appealing parks would be Lions Play Parkette in Schomberg and one
of the better would be Wellesley Park in King City. Although Davis Park is one of the best
examples of shape, size and setting, the level of development and aesthetic treatment has to be
categorized as >minimum=. Berming (sculptured earth mounds) and other edge treatments,
floral displays, internal walking paths, shade trees, benches and quality park signage add
considerably to the appeal and value of Neighbourhood parks. For King Township, that should
be considered the next level in the evolution of the Neighbourhood park system, and should be a
goal for which the Township can strive in the coming years.

All of the neighbourhood parks have good to reasonable access and visibility. The only
exception is the undeveloped Township property in Nobleton which is a disjointed linear site
containing a stream course, and is only visible from Wilkie Avenue and Robinson Road (where
the roads cross over). The various parts of the site can be accessed from each of the streets and
via an opening off Ellis Avenue. Access would become acceptable if the site was defined as
parkland and then some investment made in pathways, signage, and entrance treatment.

Elementary schools contribute significantly to the Neighbourhood open space system. As noted
above, the eight sites add 73.76 acres (29.86 hectares), with the York Region District School Board
owning five of the sites, comprising 45.74 acres (18.52 hectares), and the York Catholic District
School Board contributing three sites and 28.02 acres (11.34 hectares). Only the Eva L. Dennis
public school site is small at 2.94 acres. However, it is located adjacent to King City Memorial Park
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and the small 128 Patton Lane site with no fences between the school and adjacent park sites and
facilities. The school sites are above average in size in order to accommodate on-site waste
treatment systems. One concern is the potential for the boards to sell off some of the acreage once
municipal services become available.

School sites have been developed in typical minimum fashion with playgrounds, hard surfaced play
areas and junior to intermediate level soccer fields and junior ball diamonds, but no aesthetic
treatment to increase their attractiveness. King City Elementary School plays a crucial
Neighbourhood park role since there are no Neighbourhood parks in the area. St. Mary=s
Elementary School in Nobleton plays a similar function in the absence of a nearby Neighbourhood
park. Nobleton Junior Elementary School abuts Nobleton Community Park (with no boundary
fencing) and assists with meeting local park needs in an area that does not have a Neighbourhood
park. Schomberg Elementary School and St. Patrick Elementary School in Schomberg each double
as Neighbourhood parks in their neighbourhood. Although St. Patrick Elementary School abuts the
fairground, a very steep slope effectively separates them. With no parkland of any kind in Kettleby,
the Kettleby Elementary School must meet all of the recreational needs of the hamlet and
surrounding area, even though it is located considerable west of the settlement area along Kettleby
Road near Highway 400.

The Community-Level of Parks and Open Space
The Community park and open space component is the best feature of the Township parks and open
space system. With 341.09 acres in this category, comprising 201 acres of municipal parkland, 43
acres of secondary school land, 9.44 acres of conservation authority open space, 24.28 acres of
Region of York lands in recreation use, 47.29 acres of undeveloped Township open space lands, and
12.28 acres of >other= Township open space lands (libraries, the museum and cemeteries), the
endowment of Community-level parks and open space is well above average and represents the
following ratios (based on the 2001 census population of 18,533):
10.83 acres (4.33 hectares)/1000 residents of Township parkland,;
2.55 acres (1.03 hectares)/1000 residents of undeveloped Township open space land; and
18.4 acres (7.45 hectares)/1000 residents of total Community-level open space (municipal
parkland and all other open space in this category).

With Township parkland comprising 58.9% of the open space in this category, the role of other
jurisdictions is significant. The two public school sites contribute the most from an active recreation
perspective. Looking at natural heritage sites, it can be seen that the Region of York is the biggest
contributor, followed by the Lake Simcoe Region Conservation Authority.

Over the years, it is clear that much more emphasis and investment has been made in >community=
over >neighbourhood= level parks. Many Community parks are still the focus of pride and the
centrepiece of recreation in each of the communities in which they are located. Examples include:
King City Memorial Park, Nobleton Community Park, Pottageville Community Park and
Ansnorveldt Park. Most of the parks that have been designated as active recreation areas are quite
well developed into attractive properties.

Cherry Park in Nobleton and Clifton Graham Parkette in Schomberg are small and specialized,
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serving as landscape features fronting onto busy streets. Clifton Graham Parkette is owned by the
Lake Simcoe Region Conservation Authority.

Other than a few properties that are adjacent to one another, very few of the Community-level parks
and other open spaces in this category are linked into a linear network that would support a trail
system. The best examples are the King City valley parks east and west of Keele Street that also tie
into Doris Patton Park (Region of York lands), and the Community and Neighbourhood parkland
and stormwater management site that circumvents the Roselena development in Schomberg.

Most of the Community-level parkland and other open space is nature-oriented, rather than being
suitable for active recreation and buildings. Of the 341.09 acres of total Community-level open
space, only about 150 acres is in active use or could be. Of the 200.8 acres of Township-owned
Community parkland, only about 75 acres can be considered suitable for the development of outdoor
facilities and even less is suitable for buildings. Only one of the 47 acres of undeveloped open space
in this >community= category that the Township owns is suitable for development of recreation
facilities, other than trails. It should be clear that a major issue facing the Township is the need for
more >table= land to accommodate sports fields, tennis courts, major buildings (and associated
parking lots), and other facilities that require level, well drained sites.

With 144.92 acres, King City contains more Community-level parks and open space (including all
types) than any of the other urban areas, the hamlets or the rural area. The quantity in Schomberg
and Nobleton is similar at 72.34 and 83.31 acres respectively. Pottageville has 25.04 acres, Kettleby
has 9.27 acres and in the rural area, there are 6.21 acres of Community-level parks and open space.
As noted below, Schomberg has the highest ratio of all types of Community-level open space,
followed by King City and Nobleton.
King City and area:
26.65 acres (10.8 hectares)/1000 residents
Nobleton and area:
24.53 acres (9.94 hectares)/1000 residents
Schomberg and area:
42.63 acres (17.26 hectares)/1000 resident
Pottageville and area:
10.36 acres (4.2 hectares)/1000
remainder of the Township: 0.99
acres (0.4 hectares)/1000 residents
all of the Township:
17.76 acres (7.14 hectares)/1000 residents

When looking at just Municipal parkland in this category, King City has the most at 70.8 acres,
followed by Schomberg (62 acres), Nobleton (42.01 acres) and Pottageville (19.78 acres). As noted
below, the highest ratio is in Schomberg, followed by King City and Nobleton.
King City and area:
13.02 acres (5.27 hectares)/1000 residents
Nobleton and area:
12.37 acres (5.01 hectares)/1000 residents
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Schomberg and area:

36.54 acres (14.8 hectares)/1000 residents
Pottageville and area:

10.36 acres (4.2 hectares)/1000 residents
remainder of the Township: 0.99
acres (0.4 hectares)/1000 residents
all of the Township:

10.4583 acres (4.23 hectares)/1000 residents

The Township-wide Level of Parks and Open Space

This category of open space comprises lands that are not specific to any one urban area, hamlet or
neighbourhood, and typically attract use from across the Township and beyond. They include the
Township=s 43.57 acre Centennial Park, the 15 conservation authority sites (1,651 acres), the 696
acre Seneca College site, three other Township sites (totalling 91.61 acres) that are undeveloped
open space and have not yet been defined as parkland, the 2.53 acre Township museum site, ten
commercial recreation properties (1,458.55 acres), and ten other open space properties totalling
1,887.97 acres. The total of all parks and open space in this >Township-wide= category is 5,831.2
acres, which represents 92.77% of all open space.

Although this highest level of open space is quite well distributed across the Township, fewer sites
exist in the northwestern and northeastern most parts of the Municipality.

Centennial Park, the only Municipal park in this category, is located northwest of King City with
access from Jane Street. It is located within the Oak Ridges Moraine Natural Core Area and
contains hiking trails. The Township owns four other sites that fall into this category. The largest is
the 55.72 acre site unofficially known as the >wildlife sanctuary=. The site is located within the
Oak Ridges Moraine Natural Core Area and is comprised of an ESA and an ANSI. The ESA
extends south into the City of Vaughan. The Township portion of this natural heritage area can only
be accessed by two narrow walkways from a residential area to the north and is therefore not very
visible or accessible to the community. The second largest site is the 25 acre wetland unofficially
referred to as the Pottageville Swamp. Itis located off the 7" Concession. The third site is the 10.89
acre parcel of land west of the former municipal office on King Road, west of Highway 400. Since
most of this site is >table land=, it has development potential. The fourth is the 2.53 acre King
Township museum site.

Assessment of Adequacy

As introduced in Section 2.3, population growth has been projected to the year 2021 for the
Township of King and the ten traffic zones into which the Municipality has been divided. In
Chapter Three, standards of provision are recommended for each of the three levels of parkland. In
Chapter Four, those standards are utilized to further evaluate the quantity of current supply by
settlement area and the Township as a whole. In addition, those standards and the population
projections are used to calculate future parkland targets by area. Therefore, please refer to Section
4.5.4 for that assessment of current and future adequacy and estimate of parkland needs.

The Dufferin Marsh
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In 2000, a Public Open Space Management Plan was prepared for the Dufferin Marsh in Schomberg.
The purpose of the plan was to implement a long term strategy for the development, management
and monitoring of this valuable natural heritage area, and to establish it as a prominent local
ecological and recreational amenity. The study area encompassed approximately 25.2 acres, with
17.3 acres comprising individual wetlands, and the remainder accounting for adjacent sensitive
areas. The 6.86 acre portion of the site that is south of Dr. Kay Drive has been dedicated to the
Township, along with a 1.88 acre storm water management area/pond and a 1.08 acre
neighbourhood park. The management plan recommends walkways (within the western portion of
the site and linking it to adjacent areas and other recreation and natural heritage resources),
observation areas, regeneration of the edges for natural buffering, and a manicured and turfed area
on the west side intended for passive recreation, picnicking and nature appreciation. When
development takes place, there is potential for the Township to acquire the northern portion of the
wetland and create linkages to future development areas and recreation resources. The acquisition
of the marsh lands would be in addition to parkland dedication pursuant to the Planning Act.
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Map 3
Natural Heritage Features
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Map 4
Oak Ridges Moraine
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Map 5
Township-wide Open Space
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Map 6
King City Open Space
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Map 7
Nobleton Open Space
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Map 8
Schomberg Open Space
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Map 9
Pottageville Open Space
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2.8 Financial Overview

2.8.1 How Services are Currently Financed

Parks, recreation facilities and leisure programs provided by and through the Township are financed
by program fees, facility and ice machine rental, park user fees, sale of products, grants, subsidies and
an annual investment from municipal taxes to cover the overall operational shortfall. Additional
investment is made annually in capital improvements and new facilities. Contributions toward facility
expansion and new facilities can also come from local fundraising and from development charges fees.

For the year ending December 31, 2002, the net operating cost of the leisure services provided by the
Township of King was $807,529. Revenue and grants/subsidies totalled $1,349,029 while
expenditures totalled $2,156,558. Those figures include the budgets of the community centres and
halls that are not under the direct control of the municipal Parks of Recreation operation. They also
include the operation of Kinghorn Museum, Road Watch, and LACAC, but not the public library
system. Net investment in Township parks and recreation services has risen significantly and steadily
in recent years from $302,407 in 1998, $398,235 in 1999, $428,644 in 2000, and $699,647 in 2001.

Within the Parks and Recreation operation, the largest revenue source was from summer day camps
($87,000). The Lions outdoor pool and all recreation programs each generated $28,000 in 2002.
Revenue from community centres and halls under the control of eight management boards totalled
$1,163,629, which represented 86.26% of all grants and revenue generated by municipal parks,
facilities and programs, including the museum.

Within the Parks and Recreation operation, the largest source of expenditurewas the Parks Division
($257,619), followed by Recreation Administration ($148,137) and day camps ($102,000). Total
expenditure for community centres under control of management boards was $1,247,573, which
represented 57.85% of the total expenditure on all municipal parks, facilities and programs, including
$160,000 in capital grants and reserves in 2002.

Refer to Figure 2-1 for more detail.

For the year ending December 31, 2002, each of the three arena/community centre management
boards ran a small deficit.

For the King City facility, it totalled $41,084, but that was after a debenture payment to the Township
of $48,693 and a contribution to the facility capital reserve fund of $45,000.

For the Nobleton facility, the deficit was $22,548, which was covered by a transfer from the Township
capital reserve fund. A total of $100,611 was spent in 2002 on building repairs, a figure that exceeded
what was budgeted by $40,611. The management board carried a $10,665 deficit forward from 2001.

For the Schomberg facility, the 2002 deficit was $33,245. Included in expenditures was a $50,000
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contribution to the capital reserve fund. After accounting for a 2001 surplus of $35,905, the balance
at December 31, 2002 was $2,660.

Four of the five other hall boards also showed small deficits for the year 2002 as noted below. The
King City Senior Citizens Hall Board showed a surplus of $73.

Nobleto Laska
n Hall $4,613 y Hall
Schombe Kettle
rg Hall $6,959 by-
Pottag
eville
Hall

However, part of the revenue generated by the community centres and halls is rental paid by the
Township to the management boards to run public leisure programs and other public events. As well,
about 20% ($25,000) of the administration cost associated with the Manager of Parks and Recreation
should be shared among the community centre/hall budgets as an expenditure, based on the time
invested on a regular basis in community centre/hall matters. Also not included in expenditures are
the other administration and financial services provided to the community centre/hall operations by
the Township at no charge. Therefore, when all of these false revenues and additional expenditures
are incorporated, all of the community centres and halls operated at a deficit.

Capital Expenditures

Over the past six years, Township expenditures on parks, recreation and museum capital works
totalled $1,185,977 (an average of $197,663 per year). Of that, $587,609 (49.5%) was invested over
the six year period in arenas and halls operated by the eight boards of management. That averaged
$97,935 per year.
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Operating Budget, Parks and Recreation Services, Township of King, 2002 Figure 2-1

Revenue
Parks and Recreation Department

Nobleton Outdoor Pool $28,000

Day Camp 87,000

T-shirts 2,000

Recreation Programs 28,000

Ice Machine Rentals 13,500

Park User Charges 5,000

Total Parks and Recreation Department $ 158,500
Grants - students 16,500
Museum

Fees and Charges 2,000

Grants/Subsidies (provincial/federal for museum) 6,000

Donations and fundraising (museum) 2,400
Community Halls 1,163,629
Total Revenue $1,349,029
Expenditures
Parks and Recreation Department

Nobleton Outdoor Pool $ 65,750

Day Camp 102,000

Recreation Programs 43,700

Recreation Administration 148,137

Parks Division 257,619

Community Policing - Road Watch 2,000

Recreation Centre Capital (Nobleton Arena Grant) 60,000

Capital Reserve (Recreation) 75,000

Capital Reserve (Parks) 25,000

Total Parks and Recreation $ 779,206
Museum 119,879
LACAC 9,900
Community Halls/Arenas 1,247,573
Total Expenditures $2,156,558
Net Cost $807,529
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2.8.2 Potential to Increase Resources Available for Public Leisure Services

Increased revenue can be generated by a combination of increased use/participation in

programs/activities where fees are charged and increases in fee/rental rates. Others ways to increase

revenue are:

1) to charge for services that to date have been free; and

il) to generate revenue from new sources (e.g., new areas of advertising/sponsorship and additional
equipment such as vending machines that generate profit to the Municipality).

However, care must be taken not to increase fees and rental rates to the point where very many
residents cannot afford to participate in even the basic level of programming.

Some municipalities have established a parks and recreation foundation to encourage bequeaths and
other donations. Interest from the investment is distributed annually or by special projects to support
non-profit groups who are providing leisure programming or other benefits to the community.

When new residential and commercial development takes place, the Township charges a development
fee, some of which is allocated to parks and recreation. These funds are to help finance the
construction of new parks and recreation facilities that will be needed by an increasing number of
residents. In the past, these were called Lot Levies and now they are referred to as Development
Charges. As of December 31, 2003, the Parkland Reserve Fund totalled $899,875. In addition,
$901,862 is allocated to parks and recreation in the Development Charges fund. Therefore, total
reserves are $1,801,837. The Development Charges fund can only be used for projects that result
from growth. The Development Charges formula is being updated in 2004.

There is no Township reserve for replacement of leisure facilities, although each community centre
board maintains a capital reserve for major upgrades and repairs for each of their facilities. Small
repairs at community centres and halls are funded through annual operating budgets. The Township
maintains a reserve for vehicle replacement. The Township does not contribute annually to a
parkland acquisition fund.

There is also a Community Heritage Fund of $45,000 derived from revenue from filming permits.

Another source of funds can be generated through community fund raising, usually a capital campaign
to help finance a new facility or a major expansion or upgrade of an existing facility or park. Service
clubs like the Lions or Rotary often donate funds that they raise for specific projects that they deem
worthy. When a new facility is built, some communities have issued a call for interest in naming
rights which can generate hundred of thousands of dollars for a signature community facility.
Components within a multi-use facility such as meeting rooms, a fitness centre, a gymnasium, a
swimming pool, etc. can also be named in exchange for a one time or annual capital donation. The
same opportunity exists to sponsor equipment and furnishings.

On asmaller scale, donations can be encouraged toward distinctive items such as park benches, trees,
development and annual maintenance of a floral display or garden, a section of trail, a water feature,
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etc. An entire park can be named after a benefactor. A limited program such as this exists in the
Township to donate toward park benches and trees.

From time to time, grants become available from the provincial and federal government, as well as
other sources such as the Ontario Trillium Foundation, the Nature Conservancy of Canada and
others.

Among other initiatives, the Ontario Trillium Foundation invests in arts and culture, sports and

recreation, building healthy communities and strengthening volunteerism, the environment, and

stimulate economic growth and innovation (that includes cultural and sporting events and projects

that encourage tourism). Not-for-profit and charitable organizations, library boards and municipalities

under 20,000 population can apply for three types of funding with an annual limit of $75,000 (in

most catchment areas) for operating, project and capital grants:

1) operating grants for ongoing program and administration costs over a limited period of time up
to five years;

i) project grants for an initiative that has a definite beginning and end, and that may be in addition
to a group=s regular work; and

iii) capital grants for making repairs, renovations or improvements to lands and buildings, or for
buying equipment that will have a direct effect on a group=s programs or activities.

The most common source of capital financing for general maintenance, upgrading, expansion or new
facilities is municipal taxes. In 2002, capital expenditures for parks and recreation totalled
$260,732, with $162,000 coming from the Parkland Reserve Fund.

Increasingly, municipalities are joining with others to provide parks and recreation facilities, as well
as programs and other areas of service. See Section 2.8.3 below.

2.8.3 Potential for Partnerships and Strategic Alliances

There are a number of opportunities to extend existing alliances and cultivate new partnerships
between the Parks and Recreation operation/Township of King and other agencies and groups who
provide services in King Township.

The Lions Clubs

The four Lions clubs with roots in the Township are already major partners. They have either directly
or partially funded a large number of municipal facilities such as playground equipment, other park
equipment, and the Pottageville/Kettleby Community Hall. They also joined together to apply to the
Ontario Trillium Foundation to fund the feasibility study portion of this planning project. The clubs
have shown strong interest in contributing to the capital campaign of a multi-use facility or facilities
that emerge from this plan.

Seneca College
The College has expressed an interest in partnering with the Township on projects like new soccer
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fields, and possibly a leisure complex.

King Township Library
Since the library operation and facilities are municipal, there is strong potential for partnerships and
other alliances with Parks and Recreation including:
shared research and planning for programming,
jointly-offered programs,
sharing/rental of space in each others facilities (indoor and outdoor) for library and parks and
recreation, as well as museum programming,
joint promotion of leisure and library/learning programs,
shared professional development opportunities, and
new or expanded facilities that include space for both recreation and library uses.

Community Centre/Hall Boards of Management
Since these facilities are owned by the Township, there is considerable potential to continue to
cultivate partnerships between the boards and the Parks and Recreation Division such as:
rental of space for community and leisure programming at rates sustainable for public programs;
shared financing of capital improvements/expansion and major repairs to facilities;
joint promotion of program/events, other uses of facilities, and facility rental opportunities;
shared professional development opportunities; and
a joint program for volunteer development and nurturing (also to include the Library and
community-based volunteer groups).

The School Boards

Both public and Catholic school boards have made their facilities available for community use when
not required for school activities. In recent years, school boards across Ontario have been increasing
rental fees and requiring liability insurance for community groups and uses. For some groups, this has
placed heavy restrictions on their ability to provide affordable programs, especially for lower income
families. School boards have had various arrangements with municipalities to share each others
facilities at no cost. Gradually, those arrangements have been replaced with rental and various fee-for-
service contracts as tighter financial accountability has become a goal.

Both school boards have expressed interest in exploring additional and new arrangements with the
Township that can benefit both parties and the community. The York Region Catholic School Board
has no plans at this time for new sites in the Township, although an expansion of Holy Name and St.
Patrick=s schools may be required if the population grows. Both schools are at capacity. The York
Region District School Board has two future sites designated for King City and one for Nobleton.
Timing with depend on residential growth. No major renovations are planned for any of the schools
in King Township at this time.

As new schools are planned or major renovations considered, there is often an opportunity for a
school board to partner with a municipality to include additional or larger facilities. Examples
include: a larger gymnasium, a joint library, multi-purpose rooms, a larger auditorium/theatre,
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additional or larger sports fields, etc. Also, the Township could approach a school board with a
proposal to add, upgrade or enlarge a facility at a school to allow increased community use. An
example would be a suitably sized soccer field.

Region of York

One typical type of partnership between a regional government and a local municipality is an
agreement to manage and/or use Regional Forest lands for outdoor recreation and education. There
are no Regional forests in King Township. However, the Region does own two open space sites in
King City that augment the municipal park system (see Figure C-1 in Appendix C). There is potential
for the Township to further invest in the development of at least two of them as parkland.

The Conservation Authorities

Typical partnerships with conservation authorities include:
agreements for the municipal management of conservation authority lands,
rental of conservation authority lands to municipalities to allow development of suitable
recreation facilities (e.g., sports fields),
purchase by or transfer of conservation authority lands to municipalities to allow development of
suitable recreation facilities,
joint conservation and reclamation projects on conservation authority lands with municipalities
and others,
joint development of suitable recreation facilities on conservation authority lands with
municipalities and others,
joint recreation, conservation and outdoor education programming on conservation authority
lands with municipalities, education providers and others, and
joint promotion with municipalities and health organizations of the health benefits of exercise on
trails on conservation authority lands.

Commercial Sector and Non-Profit Organizations

Partnerships with the commercial sector and non-profit organizations such as YMCAs, Boys and Girls
Clubs, and seniors groups have increased greatly in recent years, and the potential is almost limitless.
Initiatives range from jointly planned, funded and operated facilities to commercial management
agreements for the operation of municipal facilities. Other examples include: management boards;
agreements to manage food services or retail space; the operation of a fitness facility, swimming pool
or arena in a municipal recreation complex; private ownership of a recreation facility on public lands
that is available for public use; rental of advertizing space in a public building or on public equipment;
and rental of time in a private or non-profit facility by a municipality to offer public programs.

Community-based Volunteer Groups

The Township of King Parks and Recreation Division follows a strong tradition of successfully
working with volunteer groups from the community such as minor sports groups, senior=s clubs,
parents with preschool children, etc. to assist these many groups to provide programs to the
community. The Municipality helps with promotion, making facilities available, helping nurture
volunteers, advising about fundraising and organizational/financial management, and other services to
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either help get a group started or to keep it going.

The County Day School

The County Day School is a large and successful private school located in King Township. It has a
wide range of outdoor and indoor sports facilities as well as a performing arts facility. So far, no
arrangements have been negotiated between the school and the Township for community use of
school facilities, but the channels of communication remain open. The school administration is aware
of this planning initiative, and would welcome discussions with the Township when the master plan
and feasibility studies are completed.

St. Thomas of Villanova College

The College has offered to permit community use of their soccer fields at a rental rate of
$200/field/night. However, that rate is too high for community sports groups to afford. These fields
could represent a tremendous resource for the community if a suitable arrangement could be reached
between the Township and the College for use and maintenance.

Parks and Recreation Master Plan, Township of King, 2004 Page 2-61

$ The RETHINK GROUP and Bourrie and Associates $



2.9 Current Leisure Demand

2.9.1 Introduction

Insights into current demand for leisure services has been drawn from a number of sources
including:

a township-wide Search Conference,

five Community Forums (geographically located throughout the Township),

the survey of community groups,

Focus Group Workshops,

submissions and briefs,

the youth survey, and

other sources (e.g., waiting lists, current program participation trends, facility utilization

statistics, opinions from Township leisure services staff and community centre/hall board staff).

Appendix D contains the detailed results of the Township-wide Search Conference. The notes from
each of the five community forums and the compilation charts can be found in Appendix E.
Appendix F contains the chart that summarizes the results of the survey of community groups.

In Appendix G, the results of each of the input sources are described and analyzed.

In Section 2.9.2 below, all of the demand inputs have been integrated and the key conclusions drawn
about the highest priority areas of current leisure demand in the Township.

2.9.2 Integration and Conclusions re: Current Leisure Demand

Figures G-1 and G-2 in Appendix G summarize the key research findings about current unmet and
under-serviced demand for leisure programs and events, as well as indoor and outdoor facilities.
The following are the top preferences and shortfalls in the areas of: facilities, programs/events and
parks/open space that have emerged out of the analysis of the community input research and other
sources of input that are described in Appendix G.

Note that Section 2.10 reports on future trends in leisure interests and their implications for King
Township and this plan.

Facilities (This list does not incorporate the findings of the technical analysis.)
recreational trails (pedestrian, cycling)
indoor aquatic facility (instructional, fitness, leisure, therapeutic)
youth-oriented facilities
more and better soccer fields
a skateboard facility
more and better ball diamonds
improved and expanded seniors facilities
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a curling rink

a fitness facility

a performing arts facility

improvements to the Schomberg and Nobleton arenas, and a fourth indoor ice surface
improvements in physical accessibility to and within facilities

For other facility suggestions, see Figures G-1 and G-2 in Appendix G.

Programs/Events
The community input identified ten areas of leisure programming that ranked highest.
more quantity, variety, levels and times
swimming (instruction, recreation/leisure, fitness)
performing arts (drama to music)
fitness (aquatic and other)
youth (more soccer, rock climbing, skateboarding, roller blading, basketball, football, bike
trails, girls hockey, curling, paint ball, lacrosse, arts/dance/drama, video games, movies,
equestrian, badminton, squash, kKick boxing, karate, tennis, Yoga, dirt biking/BMX)
childrens programming, including pre-school
adult education
curling
seniors programs and activities
linear recreation (indoor and outdoor walking and running, hiking, cycling)

Other areas of programming that were noted often included (in no particular order):
more instructional programs
gymnasium sports
gymnastics
healthy living
bowling
social events
programs for special needs populations
leisure skating

See Figure G-1 in Appendix G for additional programming suggestions.

Parks/Open Space
The following deficiencies and suggestions for improvement were noted the most often. This list
does not incorporate the findings from the technical analysis.
improved overall park aesthetics and amenities (including: lighting, water fountains,
landscaping, gardens, change rooms)
more and better playgrounds
improvement to turf quality (especially sports fields), and improvements to general park
maintenance
natural heritage protection and interpretation
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water play features
improved barrier-free access
more parks

Note that Section 2.11 reports on the key findings and conclusions - the >gap analysis= - from
all of the research and analysis completed for this project. In most cases, the technical research
and analysis supports the conclusions of the community input. However, in some cases, it
challenges community perceptions and in other cases, the research and analysis augments it

with additional information and professional judgement.
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2.10 Trends and Implications for Future Demand

In Chapter Two, it was reported that although the population of King Township will continue to age,
it will not likely happen as quickly as the Province as a whole. This is due to the anticipated
increasing attractiveness of the community for new residents, many of whom will be moving to the
Township to occupy their second or third home and are most likely to be over age 35 and have older
children. At the same time, the attractiveness of the community for older seniors will probably be
lower due to the below average supply of suitable housing and health services, compared to larger
centres. Therefore, in King Township, it is likely that the age profile will remain similar to that of
today through at least the next ten years. The most significant difference should be an increase the
proportion of middle aged adults and young senior adults, as the big Baby Boom generation
continues to age.

Consequently, some of the increases and decreases in leisure interests and other trends that are
expected to be evident in many communities across Ontario may be slower to develop in King
Township.

Other trends (personal and societal values, economic, gender, increased understanding of the
benefits of recreation, changing work and workplace trends, the environmental imperative, social
malaise and the prevention paradigm, the decline of institutions, and the crisis in leadership) are
combining with the gradual aging of the population to also influence participation in leisure patterns.
Gradual shifts in interest are taking place along the following lines.

Interest will gradually become less and may even decline for:
many team sports and large group activities;
some rugged, strenuous activities;
activities with a fitness-only focus (as opposed to holistic wellness);
formal, highly structured or directed pursuits (e.g., highly organized and scheduled programs);
consumptive activities (e.g., hockey in summer);
expensive activities;
indoor pursuits (other than home); and
activities that provide a limited range of benefits (personal, social, economic, environmental).

At the same time, interest will gradually increase for the following broad types of leisure activities:
gentler, more passive activities;
individualistic, self-directed, self-scheduled pursuits;
casual, informal activities;
outdoor-oriented activities;
home-oriented pursuits;
higher quality and more comfort;
environmentally-friendly facilities and programs;
pursuits that are self-fulfilling and provide a wide range of benefits, particularly to individuals
and families;
activities/facilities that focus on holistic wellness; and
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pursuits that are more economical.

Since the Township will likely be a little younger than average, it will have to continue to provide
increased leisure opportunities for children, youth and young adults, but demand will not increase in
proportion to the overall population growth.

Demand for the following types of activities should not increase very much and could stabilize or
even begin to decline over the next ten to twenty years:

most arena activities (especially minor and adult hockey, and figure skating - there could be an

increase in girls hockey, depending on the influence of the Olympics),

softball and hardball (however, interest in slo-pitch should remain strong for at least ten more

years)

tennis,

squash,

childrens= camps (except for specialty camps),

Scouting and Guiding,

swimming lessons for children (depends on the amount of growth in this market),

badminton,

volleyball,

basketball,

mountain biking,

long distance bicycling,

attending sporting events,

and watching sporting events on TV.

However, demand for many activities and programs that the Township has not traditionally
provided, as well as others that are currently provided will increase a good deal as the adult
population increases and gradually ages.

The following types of activities will see a gradual upswing in demand over the next ten to twenty
years:

nature appreciation,

walking and hiking,

golf (especially for women),

fitness related to holistic wellness,

soccer (until the participation rate peaks),

slo-pitch,

swimming for pleasure,

therapeutic aquatic programs and health-related services,

attending theatre and concerts,

creative art and hand craft programs,

visiting handcraft exhibitions/shows,

visiting art galleries,
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curling,

casual/recreational skating,

dancing (ballroom, line, square),

bicycling,

fishing,

boating,

eating out,

cross-county skiing on shorter and gentler trails,
gambling and

volunteering.
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2.11 Key Findings and Conclusions - The Gap Analysis

2.11.1 Introduction

The following are the key findings and conclusions relative to current and future demand and the
key issues that have emerged from the integration of all of the technical analysis, community input,
leisure trends, predictions about population growth and change, and other input and research. These
will form the basis of the recommendations to be presented in chapters Three and Four. The
sections in this chapter that reported on the community profile, population growth and change,
financial overview, current unmet demand, and leisure trends are not specifically summarized below,
although they are integrated into this >gap analysis=.

2.11.2The Leisure Delivery System

A number of key conclusions have emerged.

1.

One of the strongest assets of the leisure delivery system is the strong relationship that exists
between the Parks and Recreation operation and the community-based volunteer sector that
provides many programs and fund raises for community facilities, equipment and programs.

Although some networking takes place (usually one-on-one), a formal network of providers,
intended to actively encourage ongoing information-sharing; co-ordinated research, planning
and marketing; and co-operative initiatives has not yet developed in the Township.

In King Township, the leisure service roles of the school boards and the commercial sector are
below what is typical for a community of 20,000.

The Township is fortunate to have the King Campus of Seneca College who is a major provider
of leisure programming, facilities and open space lands for Township residents.

Although there is a long history of volunteer management boards, an increasing number of
issues and drawbacks were noted with the eight remaining Community Centre Boards of
Management. See Section 2.4.3 for details. The overall effectiveness, efficiency and safety of
the public leisure delivery system will continue to be undermined by the continuation of the
management boards in their current role.

With the increasing leisure services role of the Municipality, the current staffing model of the
Parks and Recreation operation needs to be reconfigured, especially to better provide for parks
and outdoor facility maintenance and development. From an operational and marketing
perspective, the Municipality would benefit from the creation of a separate parks and recreation
department.

Parks and Recreation Master Plan, Township of King, 2004 Page 2-68

$ The RETHINK GROUP and Bourrie and Associates $



2.11.3Top Program Priorities

The following areas of leisure programming have emerged as the top priorities that should influence

future program planning.

8. more quantity, variety, levels and times

9. swimming (more instruction, recreation/leisure, fitness and therapeutic/rehabilitation)

10. performing arts (drama to music)

11. fitness (aquatic and other, including indoor running and walking)

12. youth (more soccer, rock climbing, skateboarding, roller blading, basketball, football, bike
trails, girls hockey, curling, paint ball, lacrosse, arts/dance/drama, video games, movies,
equestrian, badminton, squash, kick boxing, karate, tennis, Yoga, dirt biking/BMX)

13. childrens programming, including pre-school

14. adult education

15. curling (all ages)

16. seniors programs and activities, particularly outside of King City - increasingly, there is interest
in a larger Municipal role

17. outdoor linear recreation (walking, running, hiking, cycling, skiing)

Other areas where current and anticipated future program needs exceed current supply were also
identified:

more instructional programs

gymnasium sports (e.g., basketball, badminton, volleyball)

gymnastics

healthy living

bowling

social events

programs for special needs populations

leisure skating

fairs and seasonal special events

It was also reported by some that the current Township cancellation policy is too strict.

2.11.4Top Facility Needs

The following types of facilities have emerged as the top to medium priorities for action in the
Master Plan, based on current assessment and needs as well as future trends. Facilities have been
designated into nine priority groupings. Where there is more than one facility type in a grouping, the
priority of each is rated as similar.

1. Indoor aquatic facility (instruction, fitness, leisure, therapeutic/rehabilitation)
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2. Improvements to parks - overall look/aesthetic appeal, landscaping, more and improved
playgrounds, floral displays, washrooms, change rooms (at major outdoor sport venues),
internal pathways, aesthetic and security lighting, etc.

3. a) Soccer fields - improved maintenance of existing fields, plus at least three more full size
fields and one more intermediate size field are required to meet current needs - growth in
demand has not yet peaked for this sport, regardless of population growth

b) Recreational trails (pedestrian and cycling) - improved surfacing and overall maintenance
of existing trials, additional trails and links, expanded trail marketing
c¢) Ball diamonds - priority for improvements to some existing facilities

4. a) Youth-oriented indoor facilities
b) Skateboard facility

5. a) Improved and expanded seniors facilities (King City, Nobleton, Schomberg)
b) Curling rink - dedicated facility
c¢) Indoor multi-purpose programmable space (gymnasium and small to large rooms -
adequate and flexible)

6. Fitness facility (weight training and aerobic exercise)

7. Arenas:
h) significant upgrade/repairs to all three
i) the Schomberg arena has a number of issues (small ice surface, change rooms, compressor
room) and is under utilized - more prime time would be available if curling was removed
J) the Nobleton arena has only four change rooms (six is considered minimum standard) - more
prime time would be available if curling was removed

8. Visual/creative arts and hand craft facilities - suitable spaces for programs are needed (in
existing and new facilities)

9. Performing arts facility - a suitable venue will be required to foster growth in this sector
where demand is increasing and will continue to increase, influenced largely by the interests of
the aging Baby Boom generation.

Multi-faceted Facilities

There was quite strong support for grouping complimentary indoor and outdoor facilities into a
multi-faceted facility/site(s). However, it was acknowledged that three inter-related factors about
King Township must be taken into account when considering clustering.

i)  The widely disbursed nature of the population.

i) The relatively small size of each of the three main population centres and the distance between

each.

1ii) The lack of public transportation (a key factor of accessibility for children, youth and some
seniors).

Libraries
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Even though libraries were not directly within the scope of work for this project, and input about
library adequacy was not specifically sought, support for improved library services was relatively
strong. The most widely noted concern was inadequate hours of operation. Other concerns
included, facilities are too small (especially the King City, Ansnorveldt, and Nobleton branches),
and improvements are required at some branches (e.g., an elevator at the King City branch).

2.11.5Parks and Open Space

A number of key conclusions have emerged from the analysis.

1.

Although the Township has an above average amount of Municipal parkland (and other publicly
available open space provided by other jurisdictions) for its population, there are some aspects
of the system that require attention.

With a total of seven sites (and various walkways and access points), there is an insufficient
number of Neighbourhood parks throughout the Township, especially in King City and
Nobleton.

At the neighbourhood level, the amount of parkland in relation to the population should be
higher, especially in King City and Nobleton. Schomberg is much better supplied.

Although most of the community-level activity/sports parks are quite well developed, the
quality of development and maintenance of most Neighbourhood parks could be improved, as
was widely noted through the community consultation process.

Three of the seven Neighbourhood parks are quite small at less than 1.5 acres in size.

An adequate supply of school lands helps to make up for the small number and total acreage of
Neighbourhood parks, although not completely. If several of the elementary schools were
further developed to meet local recreation needs, it would help to overcome the most serious
shortages in King City and Nobleton.

Throughout the Township, there is not enough table land at all levels to support the indoor and
outdoor sports facilities required to meet current and future needs. It is projected that about 80
acres of additional table land (mostly at the Township-wide level of parkland) will be required
as the population grows toward 30,000. See Chapter Four, Section 4.5.4 for the analysis and
specific recommendations.

The various components of the current park and open space system are not very well linked and
are therefore, unable to support a well developed local or township-wide recreational trail
system.

There is good potential to add Neighbourhood parkland and natural heritage-oriented
Community and Township-wide parkland to the open space system through lands received by

Parks and Recreation Master Plan, Township of King, 2004 Page 2-71

$ The RETHINK GROUP and Bourrie and Associates $



the Municipality from new development, as well as via the transfer into parkland of over a
dozen open space sites that the Township currently owns.

2.11.6Top Issues

The following have emerged as the top issues to be addressed in the recommendations. Other issues
have been noted throughout Chapter Two and will also be incorporated into the recommendations.

1. The widely disbursed nature of the population and the three main population centres.

2. The relatively small size of each of the population centres which are not large enough on their
own to support some of the types and scales of facilities that the community identified as high
priority.

3. The significant diversity of income levels and service expectations through the Township.

4. Although municipal support for leisure services has increased a great deal recently, there will be
limited opportunity over the next five years for the Township to increase investment very much
in new and upgraded leisure facilities and parks, due to large commitments to fund hard service
infrastructure.

5. Building accessibility (see recent study for the King Township Accessibility Committee).

6. The increasingly limited availability of public school facilities for community use (e.g., lack of
Board of Education programming in the Township, increasing rental costs, the need to pay
custodians for after school use, the requirement for liability insurance).

7. The need to continue to improve promotion of the leisure opportunities available within the
Township and surrounding area.

8. The need to address the dis-functional nature of the Municipal parks and recreation operation,
created in part, by the existence of four separate recreation entities (the Township Parks and
Recreation Division and the independent management boards, with three of them controlling the
three largest public facilities).

9. The limited hours of operation of some public facilities (especially libraries and the museum).

10. The low staffing level within the Parks and Recreation operation, especially in the area of parks
and outdoor facility maintenance.

11. The relatively high proportion of participants at the five community forums who reported that
registration and facility rental costs were significant barriers to participation in leisure activities
in King Township.
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