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Ul kane park

ornamental pond study

concept option public meeting
2014.11.04



overview

« history of the project

« study process and objectives

« INnputreceived to date

« three design opftions

¢ questions, comments & discussion

¢ nextsteps



oroject team

¢ CIty of edmonton

- dialog

« dan euser waterarchitecture (dew)

« sturgess architecture



oroject history

« existing ornamental pond
« compliance issues with new health standards

« exploration of alternatives to bring pond info
compliance

« within budget availabillity
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study process

« existing infrastructure review

« public engagement

« conceptual option development

« public review & input

« |dentification of a preferred option
« draft and final reports

« final public open house



point of departure

« existing pond configuration does not meet current
health regulations

« pond infrastructure is at the end of its life

« new development is required to bring the pond into
compliance



what we heard

« Key themes:
Nele[

« safety

¢ programming
¢ connectivity

« function



what we heard

opportunity for passive programming
mature trees and green space

WOTer iS ke orientated to a broad demggraphic
Interaction and activity yC Oommun ﬂ-y CJISS eT

protect existing shapes and Topogrﬂphyexp e ri e ﬂ Ti O ‘

multi-seasonal usage
sound of the water



orogram

« develop an interactive water element
« maintain touchable water

« expand community gathering space
¢ preserve passive activity zones

« consider sight lines and park visibility

« enhance physical site connections

« leverage paul kane house as a park asset



concept options

 Jllustrate program application

« combination of natural pond and interactive element
« Mmaintain core aspects of existing site

¢ respecttul of input to date
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Nnext steps

« feedback and review
« |denfification of a preferred option
« draft and final reports

« public open house december 2, 2014




keep In touch!

« public open house december 2014
« dialog landscape architecture

» Jrobertson@dialogdesign.ca



