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Executive Summary 

Kitimat is a community that offers year-round recreational opportunities along with 
celebrations of arts and culture. For the past five years or so, Kitimat has been experiencing a 
period of economic expansion fueled by several large industrial projects, including 
modernization of the aluminum smelter (completed in 2015) and a positive investment decision 
by LNG Canada in 2018. With industrial interest, the District of Kitimat will continue to see 
increasing demand as a place to live, work, visit, and play. This growth presents some 
challenges for the provision of leisure services, including how to plan for peak construction 
periods with temporary workers while having sustainable service levels for Kitimat’s post-
construction population. 

The District’s Recreation Master Plan was last updated in 2002. As a 20-year plan, it has 
reached the end of its lifespan. Many of the recommendations have been implemented, and 
there have been demographic and leisure trend changes that have implications for services 
offered in Kitimat. 

The purpose of this project is to prepare a comprehensive and clear ten-year Leisure Services 
Master Plan (LSMP or this Plan) that will provide guidance to Mayor and Council, and District 
staff, on the acquisition and development of parks, open spaces, and facilities, and the 
provision of services.  

Various methods were used to communicate with and engage community members at events 
and online, including the following: 

• Two surveys - community-wide and youth-specific 
• Community and District workshops 
• Open house and information booths 
• Project webpage 
• Project email list 
• Passport to Kitimat Photo Contest 

The input received from the engagement activities provides an overview of existing use, 
satisfaction, and needs related to indoor and outdoor recreation. Generally, there is a high level 
of satisfaction with green spaces and facilities including the Kitimat Public Library, Sam Lindsay 
Aquatic Centre and Mount Elizabeth Theatre. Areas with low satisfaction include access to 
public washrooms, winter activities in parks, and Kitimat Ice Rink. 
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This Plan establishes strategic direction through goals and objectives aimed at providing 
opportunities and removing barriers so residents and visitors can enjoy diverse leisure 
activities. Goals for the LSMP are: 

1. Inclusive Community Facilities 
2. Programs that Meet Needs 
3. Community Beautification and the Natural Environment 
4. Social Connections and Engagement 
5. Financial Sustainability 
6. Planning for Kitimat’s Future 
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Introduction 

1.1 Context and Purpose 
The District of Kitimat (DOK) is situated in a desirable location on the north coast of British 
Columbia at the northern end of the Kitimat Arm, which is part of the Douglas Channel.  Kitimat 
offers year-round recreational opportunities along with celebrations of arts and culture.  

 

For the past five years or so, Kitimat has been experiencing a period of economic expansion 
fueled by several large industrial projects, including modernization of the aluminum smelter 
(completed in 2015) and a positive investment decision by LNG Canada in 2018. With industrial 
interest, the District of Kitimat will continue to see increasing demand as a place to live, work, 
visit, and play. This growth presents some challenges for the provision of leisure services, 
including how to plan for peak construction periods with temporary workers while having 
sustainable service levels for Kitimat’s post-construction population. 

The District’s Recreation Master Plan was last updated in 2002. As a 20-year plan, it has 
reached the end of its lifespan. Many of the recommendations have been implemented, and 
there have been demographic and leisure trend changes that have implications for services 
offered in Kitimat. 

The purpose of this project is to prepare a comprehensive and clear ten-year Leisure Services 
Master Plan (LSMP or this Plan) that will provide guidance to Mayor and Council, and District 
staff, on the acquisition and development of parks, open spaces, and facilities, and the 
provision of services.  
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1.2  Planning Process 
This LSMP is based on the needs and interests of the community as expressed through a 
comprehensive engagement process. Project team members reached out to community 
members using a variety of communication tools and engagement activities. The following is a 
summary of communication and engagement methods: 

 

Two surveys - community-wide and youth-specific 

Two community workshops 

Two internal workshops (Mayor & Council, Leisure 
Services employees) 

Public open house 

Information booth at Riverlodge Recreation Centre 
during Registration Day 

Questionnaires for facility user groups 

Ongoing dialogue with community members and 
stakeholders through email, phone, letters, and           
in-person conversations 

Information provided through digital and print 
communications 

Passport to Kitimat Photo Contest 
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1.3  Community Input 
The District has published an LSMP Summary of Community Engagement Report, which 
captures public input received through the planning process. The summary is available at the 
District of Kitimat office and on the municipal website. Key findings are documented in each 
subsection of this Plan. 

The input received from the 
engagement activities provides an 
overview of existing use, 
satisfaction, and needs related to 
indoor and outdoor recreation. 
Generally, there is a high level of 
satisfaction with green spaces and 
facilities including the Kitimat 
Public Library, Sam Lindsay Aquatic 
Centre and Mount Elizabeth 
Theatre. Areas with low 
satisfaction include access to 
public washrooms, winter 
activities in parks, and Kitimat Ice 
Rink. 

 

Many participants expressed a desire to broaden the range of recreation amenities and further 
develop park areas, while others indicated that they would prefer improvements be made to 
existing facilities and amenities before new assets are developed. Recommendations focus on 
DOK facilities; however, other facilities are included in the Plan in recognition of their 
contribution to Kitimat’s leisure services. 
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1.4  Planning Framework 
Various District documents provide the context for the LSMP as noted below. 

Asset Management Plan 
The Asset Management Plan provides an overview of the District’s assets (building, facilities, 
equipment and utilities), and forecasts future expenditures to maintain the existing assets and 
proposed annual reserve funding to distribute future expenditures. 

Official Community Plan 
Kitimat’s 2008 Official Community Plan (OCP) provides a basis for decisions regarding 
development, rezoning, subdivisions and capital works, as well as other municipal decisions and 
community initiatives. The OCP supports recreation, environmental responsibility, and 
enhancing the sense of place in Kitimat, and it includes policies related to parks, open space 
and recreation. 

Age-Friendly Action Plan 
The Age-Friendly Action Plan provides a brief evaluation of how safe, inclusive and engaged 
Kitimat is for the aging population. Based on the eight pillars established by the World Health 
Organization, the Action Plan’s recommendations focus on assisting seniors wishing to age in 
place and what Kitimat can do to support that. 

State of the Seniors Report 
This report reviews Kitimat’s demographics, economics, housing, and recreation opportunities 
with an emphasis on supporting seniors to age in place.  

Measuring Up Kitimat 
Measuring Up Kitimat provides a baseline for improving accessibility and inclusion in the 
community. The report promotes Identification of priorities, consultation with community 
members and developing action plans that are relevant, viable, effective and financially 
affordable. 
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Community Background 

2.1 Population and Demographics 
Kitimat’s population has been driven chiefly by the growth and decline of export-oriented 
industries that are affected by global markets and provincial resource policy decisions. The 
typical pattern is a temporary population influx during periods of increased construction or 
production activity, and population declines when permanent industrial jobs are lost.  

The population in Kitimat from 1971 to 2016 is shown in Figure 1. In 2016, Kitimat had a 
population of 8,131, a 2.4% decrease in population from 2006 (Census 2016). The 2016 census 
population is the lowest recorded population in Kitimat’s 65-year history. With a positive final 
investment decision (FID) from LNG Canada in October 2018 and potential interest in other 
industrial projects, Kitimat expects a rapid increase in its temporary population in the next five 
years and a higher post-construction permanent population.  

Kitimat’s population tends to be higher than census data during peak times due to the influx of 
temporary construction workers. More than 4,700 temporary workers are expected to arrive in 
Kitimat to support the LNG Canada export terminal and associated pipeline. Population 
projections are based on estimated permanent jobs at Rio Tinto, LNG Canada, and other 
primary employers. DOK assumes for each permanent job there is one shadow job (e.g., chef, 
nurse, retail) elsewhere in the community. Figure 1 reflects the 1:1 assumption of 1:1 
relationship between export sector and other jobs and estimates provided by proposed 
projects; however, LNG Canada is the only project with a positive FID.  

 

Figure 1 Census population 1971 - 2016 with projection to 2031 
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2.2 Age Composition 
Kitimat has become a multi-generational community with retirees choosing to age in place and 
live close to their extended family. Although this trend may cause an increase in the average 
age, it may be mitigated by the arrival of new workers and their families. Kitimat has historically 
been a young community; however, in the 2016 census, the average age was 41.4 years, which 
is just under the provincial average of 42.3 years. 

The two largest age groups in Kitimat are those aged 50 to 54 and 55 to 59 (see Figure 2), 
together making up 18% of the population. As this group ages, Kitimat will likely see a shift in 
service demand and increased needs for care services and facilities, as well as senior-oriented 
recreation programming.  

 

 

Figure 2 Age Distribution in Kitimat (Census 2016) 
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2.3 Household Characteristics 
Kitimat’s average household size is decreasing (see Table 1). In 2001, the average household 
was 2.8 persons while in 2016 the average was 2.3 persons. One-person households increased 
while other households (e.g., multiple-family households and households with two or more 
non-related individuals) have decreased. 

Table 1 Household Characteristics (Stats Canada 2001 & 2006, Census 2016) 

Household Characteristics 2001 2006 2016 
Total Number of Households 3,790 3,625 3500 
Average household size 2.8 2.5 2.3 
Households containing a couple with children  38% 31% 37% 
Households containing a couple without children  29% 33% 30% 
One-person households 21% 25% 30% 
Other households types 13% 11% 3% 

 

 

 

2.4 Implications for Service Delivery 
There are many factors that will create challenges in delivering leisure services to the 
community. This plan identifies three areas for improvement: recruiting and retaining 
employees, resource availability for shifting service demands, and minimizing injuries 
associated with physical activity. 
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Employment 

The District of Kitimat, along with the rest of BC, is at the beginning of Baby Boomer retirement. 
This creates ample opportunity for younger individuals to advance their career and gain more 
experience. This also creates challenges in customer service-driven industries and an 
organization’s ability to retain staff in entry-level positions.   

The District has implemented programs for recreation-related employment such as training 
interested individuals to become lifeguards, activity helpers, and instructors for the aquatic 
centre. Training opportunities provided by the District also support common employment 
requirements such as Workplace Hazardous Materials Information System, Basic Refrigeration 
Awareness, Confined Space, Working at Heights, Food Safe and Occupational First Aid. 
Initiatives that support employee recruitment and retention are vital in providing an ongoing 
high level of service.  

Moving forward, as demands for service levels 
change, the District must look at operational 
impacts and availability of resources. 
Collaborative efforts and partnerships may be a 
solution when the District is not able to provide 
desired services. Partnership opportunities may 
be in collaboration with Snowflake Seniors 
Centre, Youth Centre, private sport clubs, and 
non-profit organizations. For example, the District of Kitimat has a partnership with the Fire 
Mountain Shooting Range to maintain and develop the Range; and to operate, manage, 
maintain and further develop a restricted firearms range and a trap shooting range. Both 
shooting ranges are in operation. Kitimat’s full list of partnerships and contracts are listed as   
Appendix D.  

Demand in Services 
Kitimat has matured as a community and has become more multi-generational. Many older 
adults are choosing to age in place and stay close to family. As the community ages, there will 
be a shift in desired services to accommodate the older population. Adjusting service levels to 
encourage aging in place is important while balancing the need to attract and retain young 
families.  

Service audits or user surveys on desired programming may assist the District in better 
understanding community needs and desires rather than relying on anecdotal evidence. A 
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research-based approach will allow the District to track trends over time and identify 
opportunities for meeting the needs of changing demographics. 

Wellness and Chronic Disease 
There is a growing awareness of the health benefits of physical activity and healthy eating. 
Physical activity is recognized as a preventative tool for combatting chronic disease and illness. 
However, increasing activity levels or starting a rigorous activity regime may increase injury 
potential. Injury prevention must be included in instructor training. Collaborative partnerships 
for injury prevention may be formed with Northern Health, BC Recreation and Parks 
Association, National Coach Certification Program, and sporting groups such as BC Hockey and 
Skate Canada.  
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Community Vision 

3.1 Kitimat’s Vision 

Kitimat: A Marvel of Nature and Industry 

The District strives to promote and diversify the economy while protecting the environment 
and providing public access to the outdoors 
and surrounding environment.  

This vision was established in Kitimat’s original 
Townsite Plan (1952), which was based on the 
Garden City concept. Emphasis is placed on 
greenbelts linking neighbourhoods and 
residential streets, and separation of 
residential, agricultural, and industrial land. 
The Townsite Plan identified recreational 
facilities and parks near schools and shopping 
facilities with the idea that once residents arrive to their primary destination, they are more 
likely to socialize and walk to other amenities. This vision is still relevant and is supported by 
Kitimat’s 2008 OCP and other guiding documents.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Council’s Statement of Objectives is included as Appendix B. 
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3.2 Goals and Objectives for the LSMP 
The following goals and objectives for the LSMP are based on themes heard through 
community engagement. 

1. Inclusive Community Facilities  

Provide welcoming and accessible recreation facilities and amenities 

Improve the accessibility of District of Kitimat facilities and amenities 

Build infrastructure that meets a wide range of community needs 

Consider safety and security in the design and maintenance of parks and facilities 

Seek to understand and address barriers to participation 

2. Programs that Meet Needs 

Provide programs and services that meet the desires of Kitimat’s diverse residents 

Offer programs of interest to diverse groups with a wide range of abilities  

Provide affordable and accessible programs for all ages 

Expand programming and events throughout the community 

Provide multi-use opportunities in buildings, parks, public spaces and along trails 

3. Community Beautification and the Natural Environment 

Protect and enhance Kitimat’s natural assets while revitalizing the built environment 

Revitalize parks and open spaces to improve environmental quality, aesthetics, walkability, 
and recreation opportunities 

Provide diverse parks and playgrounds to meet varying needs 

Encourage and support stewardship and nature education 

Support the enhancement of the Townsite to make it more welcoming and  
pedestrian-friendly 
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 4. Social Connections and Engagement 

Foster a sense of community in the planning and provision of services and work to remove 
the feeling of isolation especially during winter 

Encourage and support opportunities for year-round social interaction through community 
festivals and events 

Plan and develop gathering spaces in parks and facilities 

5. Financial Sustainability  

Be fiscally responsible by maintaining existing assets while continuing to adapt to new 
opportunities 

Maintain existing assets before constructing new ones  

Continue energy efficiency improvements 

Fund future upgrades and renovations identified in the 2017 Asset Management Plan 
through long-term financial planning 

6. Planning for Kitimat’s Future 

Conduct the planning necessary to keep up with growth and to provide opportunities for 
existing and future residents 

Update Park Management Plans 

Monitor and adjust services based on input from participants and interested community 
members 

Monitor trends and public interest in new types of amenities 
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3.3 Next Report Sections 
The next sections include background information, community survey input, and 
recommendations for the following: 

Outdoor Recreation 

Parks and Playgrounds 

Pedestrian Network & Hiking 
Trails 

Sports Fields, Courts, & Diamonds 

Community Events 

Community Beautification 

Indoor Recreation 

Facilities 

Future Facilities & Amenities 

Programs 

Pilot Projects 

 

Administration recommendations are based on community input, analysis of demographics, 
and research on current trends in other municipalities.  
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Outdoor Recreation 

4.1 Parks and Playgrounds 
Kitimat’s park system offers an exceptional number of opportunities and serves a wide range of 
residents. The classification system used in this plan defines park types based on their natural 
characteristics, location, size, and existing and potential recreation amenities. Kitimat’s 
proposed park classification system is attached as Appendix C.  

Kitimat’s playgrounds are dispersed throughout the community in the greenbelts behind 
residences. The 1952 Townsite Plan specified that playgrounds should be within walking 
distance of every residence. There is now an expected high level of service with respect to 
providing playgrounds in new subdivisions and adding more neighbourhood playgrounds to 
reduce walking distances. Residents are interested in having more playgrounds and they would 
also like to see better maintenance of existing playgrounds. This poses a challenge in long-term 
financial planning and resource allocation.  

In addition to playgrounds, Kitimat offers many other opportunities for children such as, wading 
pools, trails, Sk8 park, and greenspace. There are two wading pools, one in Kildala and one in 
Nechako neighbourhoods. The wading pools are staffed during summer for safety and offer a 
place for children to cool down and gain confidence in the water. Transitioning wading pools 
into spray parks that are on timers or button-activated could increase opportunities for 
residents as to eliminating supervision as there could be 24/7 access.  

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

  

Community Survey on Parkland 

Kitimat’s parks had the highest level of participation while playgrounds and 
wading pools were second and third, respectively. Radley Park, Hirsch Creek 
Park and Hospital Beach* were the most popular parks.  

The three outdoor amenities with the highest satisfaction were: 

1. Natural Parkland and Greenspaces 
2. Neighborhood Playgrounds 
3. Sk8 Park 

Parkland and design was the second highest priority identified for continued 
improvements to outdoor recreation facilities. 

*Note: Hospital Beach is on private land. 
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Recommendations 

Planning and Design 
1.1 Incorporate park classification 
system into District plans, standards, and 
policies 

1.2 Prepare standards and guidelines for 
the acquisition, planning and design of 
parks and playgrounds with the goal of 
diversifying parks 

1.3 Continue to place a high priority on 
public access to waterfront, particularly 
ocean access 

1.4 Establish standards and guidelines 
for the provision of parkland in new 
developments 

1.5 Work with developers proposing new subdivisions and ensure parkland contribution aligns 
with District vision 

 

Capital 
1.6 Encourage and support public art in parks and greenspaces 

1.7 Work with partners to provide interpretive signage in parks and along major trails 

1.8 Provide more public washrooms and drinking water fountains/taps 

1.9 Outdoor amphitheatre and other infrastructure for community gathering spaces that are 
accessible to park and trail users 

1.10 Add Sk8 Park facilities for intermediate level riders and bikers  

Ray Brady Park – Cable Car 
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4.2 Pedestrian Network 
Kitimat has extensive walkway and trail networks based on the original design of a garden city. 
The original neighbourhoods (Kildala, Nechako, Whitesail) have an internal system of pedestrian 
walkways separated from vehicle traffic. Newer residential areas mimic this system albeit in a 
more limited fashion; and all neighbourhoods other than Cable Car and the large rural properties 
on Kitamaat Village Road are connected by walkways. Kitimat offers 52km of walkways and 49km 
of trails, and these are major contributors to the quality and appeal of the community. 

Walkways are accessible from each residential street and are located in greenbelts that link 
residential blocks in each neighbourhood. Walkways are used year-round by walkers, runners, 
cyclists, families, and pet owners. Some walkways are maintained year-round, including being 
cleared of snow and salted during winter. This increases safety and supports active movement 
through the community when there is snow.  

Trails are not maintained during winter by the District; however, some are packed down by 
snowshoers and other users. In the future, trails may be widened to become multi-use and 
accommodate more winter use. Proposed wayfinding improvements such as trail head and route 
markers will assist in guiding users to stay on the trail and minimize environmental impacts 
associated with short cuts and unorganized paths.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

Community Survey on Trails and Walkways 

Kitimat’s walkways and trails had the highest level of participation and fourth highest level of 
satisfaction. The most used trails were Giant Spruce and Coho Flats while the least used was 
Smith Street Trail. 

Trails and walkways were identified as the highest priority for continued maintenance and 
improvements for outdoor recreation. 

 

Walkway versus Trail 

Walkways are paved sidewalks that create Kitimat’s pedestrian corridors. The walkways 
connect neighbourhoods in order to eliminate pedestrian-vehicular interaction. 

Trails are footpaths that are often unpaved and lead to a destination. Examples of trails in 
Kitimat include: Pine Creek, Coho Flats, and Giant Spruce. 
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Recommendations 

Planning and Design 
2.1 Identify locations of new potential walkways and 
trails to connect and expand the network 

2.2 Incorporate initiatives such as Green Shores where 
possible in designing new trails and upgrading existing 
trails that are near waterbodies 

2.3 Create an up-to-date and accurate map of DOK 
trails 

2.4 Investigate opportunities for developing accessible 
trails in forest areas 

2.5 Investigate the feasibility of widening trails and 
creating multi-use networks for activities such as 
biking, walking, and running 

2.6 Identify trails that are susceptible to damage from 
extreme weather events and investigate mitigation 
measures 

Capital 
2.7 Build new walkways to improve connectivity in the   
Townsite, including: 

• Walkway from Kingfisher Avenue to Nalabila 
Avenue along Haisla Boulevard. 

• Walkway from Omenica Street to walkway on   
Quatsino Boulevard 

2.8 Build trails to improve connectivity and complete 
perimeter trail system 

 2.9 Install trail signs and markers in accordance with 
Wayfinding Standards  

2.10 Incorporate waste facilities at key trail staging areas (e.g., trail heads)  
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4.3 Sports Fields, Courts, and Diamonds 
There are a number of sports fields, courts, and diamonds that are publically-owned and others 
that are owned by schools and community groups. In recent years Kitimat has increased 
opportunities to participate in organized sports, e.g., softball and lacrosse.   

Kitimat’s inventory of sports fields, courts and diamonds includes the following: 

4 Ball Diamonds* 
5 Tennis Courts 
4 Soccer Fields** 

*Hirsch Creek Park ball field used only for recreational fun 
**there are an additional six soccer fields at local schools 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Some survey respondents suggested secondary uses at fields, courts and diamonds such as a 
walking track around soccer fields and the ability to use Riverlodge tennis courts for pickleball 
and road hockey. 

Recommendations 

Planning and Design 
3.1 Monitor use of courts and consider adjustments to increase use in collaboration 

with existing and potential user groups 

3.2 Collaborate with industry regarding sponsorship and contributions to sports fields 

3.3 Explore opportunities for washroom access at sports fields 

Community Survey on Fields, Courts, and 
Diamonds 

Outdoor court sports had lower participation than 
other activities in Kitimat; however, 70% of 
respondents expressed satisfaction. Soccer fields 
and ball diamonds had the lowest priority for 
improvements to outdoor recreation 
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4.4 Community Events 
The Kitimat’s Leisure Services Department and community groups offer a wide array of events 
in, many of which are free to the public. 

 

Past events have included: 

Outdoor Movies  

Canada Day Festivities 

Glow 5km Run 

Kids Sport Fun Run 

Craft Fairs (spring and fall) 

Family New Year’s Eve 

Gingerbread House Challenge 

Light Up Kitimat 

Rail Jam 

Winter Festival 

Family Day Festival 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

Community Survey on Events 

Festivals and events were the third most popular activity when compared to indoor activities 
with an 88% participation rate. Outdoor festivals and events had a satisfaction rate of 69%.  

Comments were mostly in support of community events and provided positive feedback. 
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Kitimat has several events that occur around the same time each year. Often there may be 
three or four competing events in peak times such as June and September between Kitimat and 
Terrace. Coordination to spread community and District events throughout the year, rather 
than many events in a single weekend, would provide more opportunity for individuals to 
participate in desired events, increasing overall participation. Coordination with Terrace could 
also increase potential participation. 

 

Recommendations 

Planning and Design 
4.1 Create an event planning guide to provide interest groups with information about 
planning events, required permits and potential grant opportunities 

4.2 Market Kitimat as a venue for tournaments and concerts, potentially in collaboration 
with Terrace to draw more visitors to the region  

4.3 Consider a Community Events Coordinator to facilitate community events 

4.4 Offer events throughout the community in different neighbourhoods and parks 
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4.5 Community Beautification 
Kitimat’s unique location at the end of Kitimat Arm is within a rich ecological setting, which is a 
primary component of community culture, pride, and lifestyle. Initiatives to revitalize Kitimat’s 
townsite and natural assets will bring more civic pride. 

Ongoing beautification initiatives have been improving the aesthetics of Kitimat. Exceptional 
garden beds throughout the community are maintained annually from April to November. The 
District participates in an annual tree planting program, often in partnership with BC Hydro and 
Tree Canada.  There are Downtown Revitalization Area Guidelines, which focus on exterior 
design and sign improvements for townsite businesses. These efforts result in visually appealing 
nodes in key locations such as the town centre, walkways, and parks.  

Other initiatives that may be considered include: 

Hanging baskets 

Banners on main streets and walkways 

Street furniture (e.g., benches, tables) 

Pocket parks 

Murals 

Public art 

Street trees 

DOK gardens 

 

 

Community Survey on Beautification 

74% of respondents indicated that the variety of gardens 
and flower beds is about right. 

Overall, respondents were supportive and appreciative of 
grass cutting standards and garden beds. More benches 
and picnics areas were requested. 
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Recommendations 

Planning and Design 
5.1 Identify areas for community gardens and prepare guides to support residents who wish 
to champion community garden projects 

5.2 Develop Street Improvement Standards to be paired with road reconstruction projects 

5.3 Incorporate beautification objectives and standards into relevant plans for revitalizing 
core areas such as City Centre, Service Centre, and Nechako Centre 

5.4 Encourage green roofs and walls in City Centre and Nechako Centre 

5.5 Install and require street trees along key roadways and in parking lots where possible 

5.6 Incorporate art in the public realm 

5.7 Install hanging baskets and banners, with a program for local artists to design banners 

5.8 Install street furniture on public land and require street furniture on appropriate land in 
City Centre and other high-use locations.  
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Indoor Recreation Facilities 

The District of Kitimat has two main recreation facilities which provide the majority of 
programming and services. Tamitik Jubilee Sports Complex has two arenas and an aquatic 
centre, and Riverlodge Recreation Centre includes a fitness room, community room, meeting 
spaces, senior centre, youth centre, commercial kitchen, climbing wall, and arts wing. Full 
details of each building are available at www.kitimat.ca/recreation. Facility users provided 
many comments regarding the facilities and potential expansion of services and amenities. 
Comments from the survey included: 

• Improve accessibility of facilities, e.g., access to aquatic centre from accessible parking 
stalls, railings for stairs or an elevator at Tamitik 

• Expand and improve Riverlodge  
o Update and expand fitness centre, cardio and weight rooms  
o Add an indoor playground 
o Relocate Gymnastic Club facility 
o Install an electronic sign for events to replace manual sign at Kitimat ice Rink 

 

In addition to DOK facilities, there are community facilities including: 

• Hirsch Creek Golf and Winter Club 
• Kitimat Museum and Archive 
• Kitimat Public Library 
• Kitimat Rod and Gun Club 
• Mount Elizabeth Theatre 
• Snowflake Fair Grounds 
• Snowflake Seniors Centre 

 

Recreation facilities add significant value to Kitimat’s overall leisure and culture opportunities. 
Community facilities were not reviewed in depth as they are not a direct municipal service; 
however, these other facilities are included in the LSMP to acknowledge the value and 
contributions each provides.  There are also some community halls and facilities, which were 
not included in the survey, such as church halls and the Greek Orthodox and LUSO Canadian 
Association Club House. 

 

 

http://www.kitimat.ca/recreation
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5.1 Tamitik Jubilee Sports Complex 
The District’s layout sports complex is located in the heart of the community. The complex is 
comprised of three main facilities: Sam Lindsay Aquatic Centre, Tamitik Arena, and Kitimat Ice 
Rink (KIR). Among the facilities, there are two sheets of ice, one lane pool with four smaller 
pools, two meeting rooms (15 and 90 person capacity), squash and racquetball courts, fitness 
room, and free high-speed wireless internet. The Sports Complex hosts a number of public 
programs and private rentals to sports groups and individuals.  

Sam Lindsay Aquatic Centre 
The Sam Lindsay Aquatic Centre opened in 1971, was renovated in 1980; and retrofitted in 
2008. The aquatic centre has one 25m lap pool consisting of six lanes, leisure pool with spray 
park area and lazy river, baby pool with water features, teaching pool, co-ed sauna, water slide, 
and whirlpool. The pools support multiple programs and provide public access during swim 
lessons and other aquatic programming. This allows households and families to use this facility 
for varying activities at the same time.  

Marlin Swim Club is the primary private user of the aquatic centre. The Marlins is an inclusive 
team consisting of 60 swimmers aged seven to thirty, and book an average of 17.5 hours per 
week. The existing schedule, facility maintenance, and quality of the pools meet club needs. 
Challenges identified by the swim club included volunteerism and operational cost increases. 
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Tamitik Arena & Kitimat Ice Rink 
Two ice rinks offer ample opportunities for youth and adult sports groups and prime time public 
sessions. Both arenas are closed from May to August.  KIR is an aging facility that will need 
upgrading and/or replacement during the rerm of this LSMP.              

Tamitik Arena was opened in 1980 and offers: 

• Seating for  1977 and standing room for 
1400 for dry floor events  

• Activity/meeting room 

• Concession (run by the Snow Valley Skating 
Club until December 2019) 

• Small meeting room 

• Five change rooms  • 170m walking track 
• Referee rooms  • Staff Room 

 

Kitimat Ice Rink (KIR) opened in 1965 and offers: 

• Seating for up to 600 with standing room 
for 200 

• Referee room 
 

• Warm room • Staff Room 
• Five change rooms • Music Room  

 
*Both facilities have designated accessible viewing areas* 

The Snow Valley Skating Club and Kitimat Minor Hockey Association are the largest private 
groups using both arenas. Evening time slots are allocated to adult hockey leagues and private 
rentals. 

The Snow Valley Skating Club includes skaters aged three and up. The current season is August 
to May, and the group books an average of 19 hours per week. Until 2019, the main fundraiser 
for the club was the Tamitik concession, which they opened during club practice times, 
tournaments, events, and Kitimat Ice Demon Games. Volunteerism is decreasing and a 
challenge for the club. The existing schedule and condition of the facilities meet the needs of 
the group.  

The Kitimat Minor Hockey Association (KMHA) has 14 teams across five divisions, including 
Development and rep teams. KMHA books an average of 26.25 hours per week. 
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Community Survey on Tamitik Jubilee Sports Complex 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Recommendations 

Planning and Design 
6.1 Investigate alternative locations for accessible parking stalls near Sports Complex entrance  

6.2 Conduct a feasibility study to determine the future of KIR, including opportunities for 
renewal, expansion, repurposing, or replacement 

6.3 Investigate alternatives for water supply at KIR that do not require leaving taps running  

6.4 Conduct an accessibility study and action plan for improvements 

Capital 
6.5 Improve accessibility of facilities, as identified in accessibility study and action plan 

6.6 Address facility repairs and maintenance as outlined in the 2017 Asset Management Plan 

6.7 Replace signage at the Tamitik Jubilee Sports Complex based on Wayfinding Standards, 
Downtown Design Guidelines, and Corporate Branding Guidelines 

  

The three facilities that comprise Tamitik were the second, third and fourth most attended 
facilities.  

Those aged 50 to 64 were the least likely age group to visit KIR. This group was most likely to 
visit the aquatic centre. 

The following numbers reflect satisfaction with facilities, including those who answered 
somewhat or very satisfied:  

Aquatic Centre 80%  

Tamitik Arena  70%  

KIR   53%  

 



 

Leisure Services Master Plan                                                                                                                  39 

5.2 Riverlodge Recreation Centre 
Riverlodge Recreation Centre opened in May 1979 after being purchased from the YMCA in 
1974, and is the centre for recreation programs in Kitimat, including fitness classes, sports drop-
in, and workshops. Riverldoge is also used to host meetings, lectures, dances, weddings, and 
other special events.  

Riverlodge offers a variety of rooms and amenities, including: 

Community room (350-person capacity) 

Activity/meeting room (99 person 
capacity) 

Gymnasium (690- person capacity) 

Commercial kitchen  

Senior Centre 

Youth Centre 

Bouldering wall 

Saunas (male and female) 
 
Weight and cardio rooms 

Arts wing 

Recommendations 

Planning and Design 
7.1 Conduct a feasibility study to 
determine the future of Riverlodge 
considering opportunities for renewal, 
expansion, repurposing, or replacement 

7.2 Conduct an accessibility assessment 
and action plan for improvements 

Capital 
7.3 Address facility repairs and 
maintenance as outlined in the 2017 
Asset Management Plan 

Community Survey on Riverlodge 
 Recreation Centre 

Riverlodge had the highest participation among 
recreation facilities, and 82% of respondents were 
satisfied with Riverlodge. 

Riverlodge was the fourth most attended facility for 
youth.  

Key written comments included: 

• Classes are often cancelled 
• Add new amenities (see in Future Facilities 

and Amenities section) 

Many youth expressed interest in having a more 
advanced rock climbing wall. 
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5.3 Non-DOK Facilities 
Hirsch Creek Golf & Winter Club 
The Hirsch Creek Golf & Winter Club (HCGWC) is a privately-owned recreation facility that 
offers an 18-hole course, driving range, curling, winter activities, restaurant, pro shop and event 
space. All facilities are open to the public, and general public use is encouraged.  

In recent years, the club has hosted community events, launched a junior program to increase 
children and youth participation in golf and curling, and hosted other community programs. 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Kitimat Museum and Archive 
The museum is a not-for-profit organization that celebrates local and historical knowledge 
through displays of human history artifacts, archival collections, and natural history specimens 
unique to the Kitimat Valley and surrounding area, including Douglas Channel. Gallery space, on 
the second floor is available for rent.   

 

 

 

  

 
 

 
 
 
 
 

Community Survey on HCGWC 

• 81% were satisfied with the club 
• Most used by adult households with no children 

(35 to 49 year olds) 

 

 

 

 

Community Survey on the Museum 

71% were satisfied with the museum 

Most used by adults living with dependents 

Participation highest for those 65 to 74 years old 

Accessibility to the museum was identified as a challenge 
for participation 
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Kitimat Public Library 
The Kitimat Public Library offers in-library and at-home online services. In addition to providing 
books to residents and visitors, the library offers meeting space, free use of computers, events 
and tutorials. 

 

 
Mount Elizabeth Theatre (MET) 
Mount Elizabeth Theatre is a joint community and School District 82 venue for concerts, 
performances, and community events. MET is the main venue for Kitimat Concert Association 
performances, Mount Elizabeth Middle and Secondary School musical theatre, and the Kitimat 
Foundation’s Annual Telethon. 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Community Survey on the Theatre 

• 80% were satisfied with the theatre 
• Most used by adults with dependents 
• Participation highest for those over 35 

 

 

 

 

Community Survey on the Library 

• 79% were satisfied with the Library 
• Most used by adults with dependents 
• Participation highest for those 65 to 74 years old 
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5.4 Facilities Operated Under Partnership and Grants 
Fire Mountain Shooting Range 
The shooting range is an open-access facility that is available for shooting skills practice and 
competition. The facility is available to all firearm users and offers two ranges: shot gun and 
restricted. 

 
 

 

 

 

 
Snowflake Fair Grounds 
Snowflak Fair Grounds are located at 655 Highway 37, or at the 
northeast end of Cable car Neighbourhood.   The grounds are 
leased from the province of BC by the District of Kitimat, and 
managed by the Snowflake Fairgrounds Society under a 
partnership agreement. The facility houses a riding facility, and 
several operational structures; and there are horse riding/hiking 
trails on adjacent crown land.  The Snowflake Fairgrounds Society 
is developing and improving the area through goods and services 
donated by local contractors.  The facility is open for group or 
special event bookings and the Society will work with persons interested in hosting an event. 
 
Bill Rich Soccer Complex 

Bill Rich Soccer Complex is located at 853 Quatsino Boulevard 
between Blueberry Street and Kuldo Boulevard.  The facility was 
built by the Kitimat Youth Soccer Association and now provides 
a Club House ( including washrooms, a concession and storage 
rooms),  2 regulation fields and 2 half size fields for younger 
players learning skills of the game.  Bill Rich fields are leased 
from Rio Tinto by the District of Kitimat and managed by Kitimat 

Youth Soccer in partnership with the District of Kitimat.  
 
 

Community Survey on the Shooting Range 

• Most used by adults with dependents 
• Participation highest for those aged       

20 to 34, and 50 to 64  
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Snowflake Senior Centre  
Snowflake Seniors’ Centre is located at 658 Columbia Avenue West, 
beside Riverlodge Recreation Centre. The Centre is managed and 
operated by the Kitimat Seniors Association;  and since 2005, 
Kitimat Senior Citizens’ Association of BC Branch #129 and District of 
Kitimat Leisure Services have worked together to make physical 
improvements (e.g., improved accessibility outdoor fitness 
equipment, sundeck, horseshoe pitch) and improve attendance 
through age-friendly programming (e.g., Seniors conferences, 
specialized fitness programs, pickle ball, carpet bowling 
tournaments). In addition, the District has established an Age- Friendly Committee, and 
provides financial support for hiring a Seniors’ Programmer.   
 
 

Kitimat Youth Centre  
Located adjacent to the Riverlodge Recreation Centre, at 
660 Columbia Avenue West, the Youth Centre provides a 
safe location for persons, ages 12 – 18 years, to come and 
participate in indoor and outdoor activities (e.g., games, 
movie nights, cooking, hikes and sports). Typical 
participants include teens who are considered “At Risk” or 
who do not identify with main stream sport and youth 
activities.  All young people are welcome and  participants 

come from a wide range of backgrounds.   The facility is operated by a local social service 
agency, under contract to and with assistance of the District of Kitimat. 
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5.5 Potential Facilities  
Many participants in the engagement process identified additional facilities they would like to 
be considered as Kitimat grows, including: 

 

Indoor walking and running track 

Indoor soccer field 

Advanced rock climbing and rappelling wall 

Indoor playground 

Facility space leasable to community 
organizations (e.g., gymnastics club) 

 

Recommendations 

Planning and Design 
8.1 Undertake a feasibility study for any new recreation facilities that could be needed to 
meet projected growth, taking into account: 

• Changing demographics (e.g. locals aging in place and young workers and families 
arriving for employment) 

• Change in demand from fixed-schedule programs to drop-in use with flexible 
scheduling 

• Need to update  Riverlodge Recreation Centre 
• Potential locations close to transportation, other amenities and where population 

growth is expected.   
• Cost of building and operating new facilities in relation to benefits, including number 

and types of people served, available alternatives and potential revenue, etc.  

 

 

 

 

https://www.google.com/url?sa=i&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=images&cd=&ved=2ahUKEwjFodC1rJLlAhX_ITQIHeQzACAQjRx6BAgBEAQ&url=https://www.salesforce.com/ca/blog/2017/09/brainstorm-better-customer-service-experience.html&psig=AOvVaw23obd_Dm8LUZewI_W_ubrR&ust=1570819392215100
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Programming 

6.1 District Programs 
Leisure Services programming offered by the District is aimed at enhancing personal, social, 
environmental, and economic well-being. Programs are offered year-round and content is 
adjusted regularly based on demand. Opportunities are advertised in seasonal Leisure Guides, 
on the municipal website, and in newsletters. The District offers the following five types of 
programs: 

 Examples 
 

Culture/Arts Pottery, stained glass, cooking, cake decoration, crafting 

Drop-in Pickleball, tennis, shinney, hockey, public skate, open gym, 
public swim 

Fitness Aquafit, yoga, spin bikes, weight training, fitness classes, 
Zumba, cardio-based classes 

General Interest  Line dancing, co-ed volleyball, soap-making, belly dance, 
volleyball, indoor soccer 

Workshops Certification: High Five, Food Safe, WHMIS 
Non-Certification: BBQ cooking, Critical Incident Debriefing 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Community Survey on Programming 

General interest programs and drop-in programs were the second and third top priorities for 
indoor recreation opportunities and improvements.  

Many respondents were satisfied with existing programming. Levels of satisfaction ranged 
from 77% (preschool programs) to 94% (workshops).  

The most commonly identified barriers to participation were: 

1. Program timing (43%) 
2. Cost (35%) 
3. Not interested in what is offered (30%) 

Cost and timing was identified most by single parents, while persons living alone were not 
interested in programs offered. 
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Recommendations 

Planning and Design 
9.1 Conduct regular service audits and community engagement to better understand 
desires and trends in return to future program offerings 

9.2 Investigate child-minding, family-friendly parallel programming, and close-to-home 
options 

9.3 Involve youth in developing program ideas for Kitimat Youth Centre 

Services 
9.4 Offer outdoor programing and fitness classes  
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Pilot Projects 

7.1 Pilot Projects 
There are a number of projects and initiatives that the District, community groups, and project 
champions may wish to consider implementing to increase community engagement, improve 
civic pride, and continue to build relationships. The potential projects and initiatives identified 
in this section are based on public input, review of offerings in other communities, and internal 
discussion. These projects can be implemented quickly and do not require significant financial 
or other resources. 

Student Gardening  

Student gardening initiatives, potentially in partnership with local schools, could encourage 
students to learn about food security in the north and to develop skills in gardening, harvesting 
and preserving.  District involvement could include providing land for community and student 
gardens as well as having students meet with District gardening team members. 

Xeriscaping 

Xeriscaping is landscaping and gardening that reduces or eliminates the need for supplemental 
irrigation.  Signage to inform the public about xeriscaping and plants native to Kitimat could 
help the community to conserve water and adapt to drier summer conditions.  

BC Communities in Bloom 

The District or a community organization may wish to participate in the BC Communities in 
Bloom initiative. This is a friendly competition that helps to build community pride and 
involvement in gardening and beautification.  

Civic Engagement  

Increasing community engagement in the planning, design and implementation of parks, trails, 
facilities, and programs could help build community support, participation, and reduce barriers. 
Community organizations could coordinate initiatives when identified services cannot be 
funded or provided by the District.  
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Youth Engagement 

Working with local schools and home-schooled children can help identify programming to be 
offered at District facilities and the Kitimat Youth Centre.  This may be done by: 

• Facilitating  school workshops for students, teachers, parents and all other 
stakeholders  

• Using social media (e.g., Facebook polls) 
• Creating interactive school displays  
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Administration 

8.3 Administration 
 
Communication & Marketing  
District of Kitimat communication objectives include 
engaging more proactively with residents, fostering 
an atmosphere of community collaboration and 
ensuring an open and transparent democratic 
process. DOK wishes to improve image, reputation 
and resonance of Kitimat’s municipal brand. 

DOK uses print ads such as newspapers and flyers, 
newsletters, mail outs, and digital media such as 
social media websites and the municipal website to 
communicate and market DOK Leisure Services 
programs are. By building a strong following with 
digital media tools, the reach of communication and 
engagement can be widespread. These tools must be managed well, regularly updated, and 
consistently monitored to retain followers. 

Many residents prefer print media for information on Leisure Services programs and events. A 
combination of traditional and new communications tools will yield the most effective results. 

Affordability 

DOK reviews leisure services fees annually to reflect Council’s mandate of a 17 - 22% cost 
recovery rate. Affordability was the second highest identified barrier to participation in leisure 
services programs and services per the community survey.  

The District offers a leisure access program, which includes several funding assistance options; 
over 60% of respondents were familiar with leisure access benefits. Table 2 shows respondents’ 
level of awareness of each leisure access option.  

 

 

 



 

Leisure Services Master Plan                                                                                                                  53 

Table 2 Community Awareness of Leisure Access Programs  

Leisure Access Options Awareness 
KidSport 64% 
Jumpstart 54% 
Leisure Economic Access 41% 
Grade 5 Access Program 39% 
Public Program Access – Special Needs 36% 
Physio Swim 33% 
Living Well Program 31% 
Adult Hockey Discount 20% 

 

Recommendations 

10.1 Develop communication material and advertisements specific to leisure access 
programs to raise awareness in community. Material may be advertised around the 
community and social service offices, schools and Leisure Services.   

10.2 Partner with provincial ministries and organizations that work with low-income and  
fixed-income families to streamline application processes for leisure access programs, 
including local churches and non-profit agencies.  
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Implementation 

This LSMP defines a vision for the District of Kitimat through to 2029. The Plan recognizes 
District’s successes and provides recommendations to continue developing and improving 
recreation facilities and services.  

The implementation of a LSMP is not intended to rest solely with DOK Leisure Services 
Department.  Many of the recommendations apply broadly to DOK and in some instances are 
actionable by other departments.  This plan also identifies potential roles for external 
organizations and companies.  

This plan will be facilitated and monitored by Leisure Services with support from the Leisure 
Services Advisory Commission (LSAC).  In consultation with LSAC, the Director of Leisure 
Services will bring forward plan recommendations and projects for budget consideration.  LSAC 
will develop a reporting system to review implementation of the LSMP. 

Recommendations are summarized in Table 3 with a proposed timeline and relative cost.  

 

Table 3 Proposed Implementation of Recommendations 
 

Key to Implementation Tables 

Timeline Ongoing (conducted as part of DoK ongoing responsibilities) 
Short (1-3 years) 
Medium (4-7 years) 
Long (8 to 10 years) 
 

Cost $ - may be done in-house for minimal cost (under $10,000) 
$$ - consultant required or moderate cost ($10,000 to $50,000) 
$$$ - more than $50,000 
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Implementation table – by Property Area 

Parks & Playgrounds 

No. Recommendation Timeline Cost Capital Cost 
Implications 

Planning & Design 

1.1 Parkland Classification System Short $$ Capital 
1.2 Develop Playground Standards and Guidelines Short $ Operations 
1.3 Place high priority on public access to 

waterfront Short $ Operations 

1.4 Emphasize importance of large open greenspace 
when considering new development Short $ Operations 

1.5 Work with developers proposing new 
subdivisions to ensure parkland contribution 
aligns with OCP/LSMP 

Short - 
Medium $ Operations 

Capital 
1.6 Add public art to parks and greenspaces Medium $$ Capital 
1.7 Interpretive signage in parks and on major trails Short $$ Capital 
1.8 Public washrooms and water drinking facilities Medium - 

Long $$$ Capital 

1.9 Outdoor amphitheatre and community 
gathering spaces 

Medium - 
Long $$$ Capital 

1.10 Add Sk8 Park facilities for intermediate level 
riders and bikers  Long $$$ Capital 

1.11 Convert wading pools into spray parks or other 
water feature 

Medium - 
Long $$$ Capital 

 

Pedestrian Network 

No. Recommendation Timeline 
(range) Cost Capital Cost 

Implications 

Planning & Design 

2.1 Comprehensive trail and walkway network plan Medium $$ Capital 
2.2 Incorporate initiatives such as Green Shores, 

where possible, in designing new trails and 
when upgrading existing trails near waterbodies 

Medium $$ Capital and 
Operations 

2.3 Maintain accurate register of DOK Trails Short $ Operations 
2.4 Develop accessible trails Long $$$ Capital 
2.5 Investigate feasibility of widening trails and 

creating multi-use networks  Long $$$ Capital 
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2.6 Identify trails susceptible to damage from 
extreme weather events and investigate 
mitigation measures 

Medium $$ Operations 

Capital 
2.7 Improve connectivity of walkway system Long $$$ Capital 
2.8 Complete perimeter trail system Medium $$$ Capital 
2.9 Install navigation temperature trail signs  Ongoing $ Operations 
2.10 Provide waste receptacles at trailheads and key 

walkway junctions Ongoing $$ Operations 

 

Sports Fields, Courts, and Diamonds 

No. Recommendation Timeline 
(range) Cost Capital Cost 

Implications 

Planning & Design 

3.1 Monitor use and consider repurposing courts Short - 
Medium $ Operations 

3.2 Collaborate with industry regarding sponsorship 
and contributions to sports fields Medium $ Operations 

3.3 Explore opportunities for washroom access at 
sports fields Medium $$$ Capital 

 

Community Events 

No. Recommendation Timeline 
(range) Cost Capital Cost 

Implications 

Planning & Design 

4.1 Create an event or festival planning guide to 
provide support groups interested in planning 
events,  and highlighting required permits and 
potential grant opportunities 

Short $ Operations 

4.2 Market Kitimat as a venue for tournaments and 
concerts  

Medium - 
Long $ Operations 

4.3 Investigate hiring a Community Events 
Coordinator to facilitate community events and 
programs in public space 

Medium $$ Operations 

4.4 Offer programs in a wide selection of 
neighborhoods and parks Medium $$ Operations 
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Community Beautification 

No. Recommendation Timeline 
(range) Cost Capital Cost 

Implications 

Planning & Design 

5.1 Identify areas for community gardens and 
create a general guide to support 
community organizations or individuals that 
wish to champion community garden 
projects 

Medium $$ Capital 

5.2 Develop Street Improvement Standards to 
be paired with road reconstruction projects 

Medium – 
Long $$$ Capital 

5.3 Incorporate city beautification objectives 
into relevant plans for revitalizing core areas 
such as City Centre, Service Centre and 
Nechako Centre 

Medium $$$ Operation/Capital 

5.4 Encourage green roofs and walls in City 
Centre and Nechako Centre 

Short -
Medium $ Operations 

5.5 Install and require street trees along key 
arterial roadways and in parking lots where 
possible 

Short - 
Medium $$ Operations 

5.6 Incorporate art in the public realm Medium $$ Capital 
5.7 Install hanging baskets and banners, include 

a program for local artists to design banners Medium $$ Capital 

5.8 Install and require street furniture in the 
public realm Medium $$ Capital 

Tamitik and KIR 

No. Recommendation Timeline 
(range) Cost Capital Cost 

Implications 

Planning & Design 

6.1 Investigate alternative locations for accessible 
parking stalls  Short $ Operations 

6.2 Conduct a feasibility study to determine the 
future of KIR considering opportunities for 
renewal, expansion, repurposing, or 
replacement 

Medium - 
Long $$$ Capital 

6.3 Investigate alternatives for drinking water 
supply at KIR that do not require leaving turned 
on  

Short -
Medium $ Operations 

6.4 Complete an accessibility study and action plan 
for improvements 

Short - 
Medium $ Operations 
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Capital 
6.5 Improve accessibility of Tamitik and KIR 

facilities, as identified in accessibility study and 
action plan 

Medium $$$ Capital 

6.6 Address facility repairs and maintenance 
outlined in  2017 Asset Management Plan Ongoing $$$ Capital 

6.7 Replace signage following Wayfinding 
Standards,  Downtown Design Guidelines and 
Community Branding 

Ongoing $ Operations - 
Capital 

Riverlodge 

No. Recommendation Timeline 
(range) Cost Capital Cost 

Implications 

Planning & Design 

7.1 Conduct a feasibility study to determine the 
future of Riverlodge; considering opportunities 
for renewal, expansion, repurposing or 
replacement 

Medium - 
Long $$$ Capital 

7.2 Complete an accessibility assessment and action 
plan for improvements Ongoing $$ Capital 

Capital 
7.3 Address facility repairs and maintenance 

outlined in 2017 Asset Management Plan Ongoing $$$ Capital 

Potential Facilities and Amenities 

No. Recommendation Timeline 
(range) Cost Capital Cost 

Implications 

Planning & Design 

8.1 Undertake a feasibility study to identify 
recreation facilities needed to meet projected 
growth  

Medium - 
Long $$ Capital 

Programming 

No. Recommendation Timeline 
(range) Cost Capital Cost 

Implications 

Planning & Design 

9.1 Conduct internal service audit and community 
engagement to better understand desires and 
programming opportunities 

Short - 
Medium $$ Operations 
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9.2 Investigate provision of  child minding, family-
friendly parallel programming, and close-to-
home options 

Medium - 
Long $ Operations 

9.3 Involve youth in developing program ideas for 
Kitimat Youth Centre 

Short - 
Medium $ Operations 

Services 
9.4 Offer outdoor programing and fitness classes  Short - 

Medium $ Operations 

Pilot Projects 

Recommendation Timeline 
(range) Cost Capital Cost 

Implications 
Student Gardening Medium $$ Capital 
Xeriscaping Medium -

Long $$ Capital 

BC Communities in Bloom Medium - 
Long $$ Capital 

Civic Engagement in Programming Medium $ Operations 
Youth Engagement Short - 

Medium $ Operations 

Administration 

No. Recommendation Timeline 
(range) Cost Capital Cost 

Implications 

Planning & Design 

10.1 Develop communication material on leisure 
access programs to raise awareness in 
community   

Short $ Operations 

10.2 Partner with provincial ministries and 
organizations that work with low-income and  
fixed-income families to streamline application 
processes for leisure access programs 

Short $ Operations 

Next Steps 
The implementation plan should be updated annually as part of the budgeting process, along 
with a review of progress in achieving goals and objectives. Remaining committed to the vision, 
goals, and objectives in all aspects of leisure services delivery in Kitimat will be the most critical 
factor in successfully implementing this LSMP. 
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Section 1.   Introduction 
 
This document summarizes all public input received through the planning process for the 2018 Leisure 
Services Master Plan.  Project team members reached out to community members using a variety of 
communication tools and engagement activities, which included:  

• Information booth at Riverlodge Recreation Centre during registration day 
• Two public workshops, each of which discussed indoor and outdoor recreation opportunities 
• Two surveys: one community-wide and one for youth 
• Ongoing dialogue with community members and stakeholders through e-mail, phone, letters, and 

in-person conversations 
• Information was provided  through digital and print communications 

Diverse comments and opinions about how the District of Kitimat (DOK) can improve our existing facilities 
and services were heard throughout the process. Many participants expressed a desire to broaden the 
range of recreation amenities and further develop park areas, while others indicated that they would 
prefer DOK focus on improving existing facilities and recreational infrastructure. 

Section 2 of this document provides a summary of project communications. Sections 3 provides a detailed 
summary of all of the input and feedback received. Section 4 describes next steps in the Leisure Services 
Master Plan project.  

 

Entrance of Hirsch Creek Park, heading south on Highway 37 (DOK, 2017)  
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Section 2.   Project Communications 

Open and transparent communication with the community was a fundamental component of the 
planning process. Methods used to inform residents and stakeholders of events and surveys, project 
updates, release of project-related studies and reports, and other details include: 

• Web page – DOK launched a project web page in August 2017. Regular updates were made 
throughout the process to ensure access to project status, updates, and current engagement 
opportunities.  

• E-mail list – Staff sent informative messages, timed in accordance with key project milestones, to 
e-mail list subscribers.  

• Social media – Staff posted project-related information on DOK’s and Leisure Services’ Facebook 
pages. Information was also shared on Twitter. 

• Posters – Posters were displayed throughout the community to inform residents of opportunities 
to be engaged in the project. Locations included DOK’s notice boards in City Centre Mall, 
downtown businesses, and high-traffic areas of DOK facilities.  

• DOK external newsletters – Information about opportunities to be involved in the process were 
advertised in the external newsletter. Information was published in September and October 2017. 

• Leisure Services and other newsletters – Information about opportunities to be involved in the 
process were highlighted in two of the monthly newsletters that are distributed to a Leisure 
Services subscribers list. Information was published in a school newsletter published in September 
2017. 

• Newspaper – DOK placed project advertisements in the Kitimat Northern Sentinel. Sentinel 
Reporters also covered parts of the project in several articles.  

 

Soccer fields at MEMSS (DOK, 2016) 
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Section 3.   Engagement 

3.1 Community Survey 
a. Details  

An online community survey was available to the public from September 1 to October 4, 2017. The intent 
of the survey was to collect information on interests and preferences of residents with respect to 
recreation opportunities in Kitimat. In total, 246 survey respondents answered every question and 60 
were partially completed, for a completion rate of 80%. 

The survey was available online as well as in hard copy. Hard copies were available at District of Kitimat 
facilities throughout the duration of the survey. Online survey closed on October 4, with hard copies 
accepted until October 6, 2017.  

General Information about the survey was 
posted on the DOK website, social media, and at 
our municipal facilities. An e-mail regarding the 
survey was sent out to subscribers of our project 
e-mail list on September 13, 2017. Further, staff 
handed out surveys and provided information 
about the project (to encourage and support 
survey completion) during registration day held 
at Riverlodge Recreation Centre.  

The survey included 27 questions. The questions 
were multiple-choice with some opportunities 
for open-ended input. A  
high-level overview of key findings and a 
summary of open-ended feedback are included 
in the following section. Full survey results can 
be found in the Community Survey Summary 
(Appendix I).  

 

 

 

 

 

 

b. Results 

Figure 1 – Sample survey 
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Q1 Participation in Outdoor Activities 

The first question of the survey asked respondents about participation in outdoor recreation. Walking, 
jogging or hiking was the most popular of the activities, whereas the use of outdoor fitness equipment 
and the skateboard park had the lowest levels of participation. All family types had a high percent of 
respondents walking, jogging, or hiking, with single parents having the lowest participation rate (64%).  

Q2 and 3 Parks & Natural Areas 

Questions 2 and 3 asked respondents about accessing parks and trails in the community. Radley, Hirsch 
Creek, and Hospital Beach had the highest average participation rates for visits within the past year.  The 
lowest participation rate was for Sk8 Park and Fire Mountain Shooting Range. The Giant Spruce trail was 
the most commonly visited trail among respondents with Smith Street Trail being the least popular.  

Q4 Satisfaction with Outdoor Recreation 

Respondents were asked about their level of satisfaction with outdoor recreation opportunities. Natural 
parkland and green spaces had the highest level of satisfaction among all outdoor activities. 
Neighborhood playgrounds and Sk8 Park followed closely. The lowest satisfaction was shown to be public 
washrooms, river access for camping, and winter activities in parks. 

Q5 and 6 Outdoor Recreation Priorities 

Respondents were asked to identify their top three priorities. Trails and Walkways, Parkland and Park 
Design, and Other Park Features were the highest priorities. The least selected options were soccer fields 
and ball diamonds.  

Q7 and 8 Participation in Indoor Recreation Programs and Activities 

Public swimming and community events were the most popular recreation programs and activities among 
survey respondents. Seniors programming and workshops were the least popular. Respondents were also 
asked what courses, programs and events they would like to see offered. List of suggestions is included in 
full survey summary (Appendix I). 

Q9 Satisfaction with Indoor Recreation Programs and Activities 

Respondents were asked about their level of satisfaction with indoor recreation programs and activities. 
Workshops, leisure activities, and career development courses had the highest level of satisfaction for 
respondents while programming for preschool, youth and adults had the lowest. 

Q10 and 11  Insufficient or Lacking Program by Age Group 

Respondents were asked if they believed there was adequate programming for each age groups. 65% of 
respondents had no opinion; 24% believed there was enough programming; and 12% believed 
programming was insufficient. Teens and young children (under 5) were identified as the age groups 
needing more programming.  

 

Q12 Use of Facilities 
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Respondents were asked if they had participated in recreation activities, programs or community events 
that took place at any recreation facility within the past year. Of the facilities listed, Riverlodge was the 
most popular facility. Tamitik and Sam Lindsay Aquatic Centre were in a distance second and third place. 
The least used facilities included Kitimat Museum and school facilities.  

Q13 Satisfaction with Indoor Facilities 

Respondents were asked about their level of satisfaction with recreational and cultural facilities. Kitimat 
Public Library, Sam Lindsay Aquatic Centre and Mount Elizabeth Theatre received the highest level of 
satisfaction. Respondents gave low rates of satisfaction to Kitimat Ice Rink and school facilities.  

Q14 and 15 Priorities for Improvements 

Respondents were asked to identify their top three priorities for improvements to indoor recreation. 
Improvements to recreation facilities was the highest priority identified. General interest programs and 
drop-in programs were second and third priority.  

Q16 Barriers 

Respondents were asked to identify barriers that may limit or prevent them from participating in 
recreation programs and activities. The most common barrier was inconvenient program timing.  
One-third of respondents found cost a barrier. Registration process was a barrier for 3% of the 
respondents.  

Q17 and 18 Leisure Access Program 

60% of respondents were aware of the Leisure Access Program offered by the District of Kitimat. 
Respondents were most aware of Kidsport, Jumpstart, and Leisure Economy Access Pass. The least known 
programs were: physio swim, living well program, and adult hockey discount.  

Q19 Public Gardens 

Respondents were asked about the variety of gardens and flowerbeds maintained in and around the 
community. The majority of respondents (74%) thought the level of service was ‘about right’ rather than 
‘too much’ or ‘too little’.  

Q20 Green Space 

Respondents were advised that some communities have chosen to only mow select grassy areas, allowing 
other grassy areas to grow long to save resources and improve habitat values.  When asked if they would 
support this initiative, 46% of respondents said no; 42% said yes; 11% had no opinion; and 1% were 
unsure. 

Q21 to 27 Demographics and Additional Feedback 

Refer to survey summary.  

 

3.2 Workshops 
a. Event Details 
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Four workshops were held on October 23, 2017 to gain feedback on indoor and outdoor recreation. The 
purpose of the workshops was to: 

1. Inform participants about the project;  
2. Identify strengths and challenges of public recreation in Kitimat; and,  
3. Identify potential values, objectives and recommendations to include in the Master Plan.  

Workshops followed a month-long campaign that included social media, DOK website, posters, public 
notices, e-mails, newspaper advertisements and word of mouth. 33 people attended one of the four 
workshops: 3 attended one held for Mayor & Council, 10 for an employee workshop, and 20 community 
members attended the evening times. 

 

 
 

Community Workshop at Kitimat Public Library (DOK, 2017) 

b. Summary of Input  

Throughout each workshop, attendees provided feedback on the strengths and challenges of indoor and 
outdoor recreational opportunities in Kitimat. Attendees were also encouraged to suggest values and 
recommendations to assist in achieving their vision.  

Strengths, challenges, and recommendations were written on post-it notes throughout the exercise and 
placed on four display boards. Appendix II includes a list of all comments received. A summary of this 
input is included in Table 1 on the following page.  
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Table 1 – Summary of Input from Workshops (see Appendix A) 

Strengths Challenges 
- Excellent walkway system 
- Extensive programming at facilities 
- Community events 
- District gardens 
- Quantity and quality of playgrounds 
- Two ice surfaces 
- Number of opportunities (fields, rifle 

range, golf course, trails, etc.) 

- Lack of dog park 
- Maintenance of walkways 
- Low usage at facilities 
- Changing demographics and population 
- Programs cancelled due to low enrolment 
- Riverbank camping 
- Lack of accessible trails and playgrounds 
- No public washrooms 

 
Values Recommendations 

- High quality of life 
- Affordability  
- Attract and retain residents 
- Healthier communities 
- Balancing use versus cost 
- Year-round access to both indoor and 

outdoor recreation 
- Age- and ability-friendly 
- Financially responsible 

- Improve Radley Campground 
- Improved maintenance of walkways and 

parks 
- Better signage at facilities 
- Centralized recreation facilities 
- Review and address wading pools 
- Environmentally-focused operations 
- Feasibility of a local spray park 
- Improved connectivity of walkways (Haisla 

to Nalabila) and for bikes along Highway 37 
 

3.3 Youth Survey 
a. Event Details  

District of Kitimat staff took the youth survey to three schools: Kitimat City High (KCH), Mount Elizabeth 
Middle and Secondary School (MEMSS), and Saint Anthony’s Senior Academy.  The purpose of the survey 
was to collect information from grade 7 – 12 students about what they currently do in their spare time 
and what they would like to see in Kitimat in the future.  In total, 114 survey respondents answered 
every question and 67 were partially answered, for a 63% completion rate. 

Staff spent two lunch hours outside the cafeteria as MEMSS and visited Saint Anthony’s and KCH during 
class time to promote the survey and circulate hard copies.  Although the online component of the 
survey closed on October 4, DOK staff continued to accept completed hard copies until October 6.  

The survey included seven questions. All questions were multiple-choice with opportunities for open-
ended input on some. A high-level overview of key findings and a summary of open-ended feedback are 
included in the following section. Full survey results can be found in the Youth Survey Summary (Appendix 
I).  
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b. Results 

Question 1 Grade and School 

The first question asked students to identify what grade they were in. 45% of students were in grade 8 
and 9 while grade 7, 10, 11 and 12 averaged 14%. District of Kitimat staff marked surveys to identify which 
responses came from each school: 9% from Kitimat City High; 20% from St Anthony’s Senior Academy; 
and 72% from Mount Elizabeth Middle & Secondary School. 

Question 2 Activities  

Students were asked to check all activities that they do. TV/Netflix, Internet, Social Media, and camping 
were the most commonly chosen activities. The least chosen categories included snowshoeing, horseback 
riding, gardening, and curling.  

Q3 Active Time  

Students were asked, on average, how many days per week were they active and how many hours per 
day. 51% of student indicated that they were active 5 to 6 days per week; 51% of students indicated that 
they were active two to three hours per day.  

Q4 Activities in Kitimat 

When asked what other activities students would like to see in Kitimat, the majority opted to write in their 
response (see summary). Top choices were: competitive sports leagues, Indoor skate/scooter park, and 
arts programs. The most mentioned ‘other’ activities were: laser tag, moto sports park, and arcade.  

Q5 Use of Facilities 

Students were asked what facility they visit most. 34% of student chose Tamitik and 21% chose Sam 
Lindsay Pool. The least visited facilities were KIR and Sk8 Park. ‘Other’ was the third most-selected option. 
Top ‘Other’ choices were: gym, private lessons club, and fast food restaurants. 

Q7 Likelihood of Staying in Kitimat 

Students were asked how likely they were to live in Kitimat after completing their education. Results were 
almost evenly mixed: 36% of students were unsure; 34% unlikely; and 30% likely to remain in Kitimat.  

Q8 Activities in Youth Centre 

Student identified programming that would encourage attendance at the Youth Centre. “Other” and 
“none” were the top two choices.  

 

 

 

Q9 Changes to Facilities 
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Students were asked what changes they’d like to see at Riverlodge, Tamitik, KIR, swimming pool, Sk8 Park, 
or other facility and why. The top changes included: Improve/Upgrade Pool, Nothing, and ‘Other’. Other 
included: improved washroom facilities, bowling alley, and Trampoline Park. 

3.4 Booth at Registration Day 

A project booth was set up at Registration Day on September 9, 2017 at Riverlodge Recreation Centre. 
Staff were available throughout the day to provide information and answer questions about the project 
as well as to encourage people to fill out the community survey (see Section 3.1 for survey details). 
 
The intent of the Registration Day booth was to kick-off the project and begin promoting upcoming 
engagement opportunities.  Hard copies of the survey were handed out along with business cards 
advertising the project page on municipal website.  
 
Registration Day provided outreach to community members who might not otherwise have heard of or 
had the time to participate in the planning process. Approximately 35 community members visited the 
project booth. Staff also visited other booths speaking to sports group representatives and other 
organizations about the project and handed out surveys. 
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3.5 Community Open House 
 

An open house was held on September 25, 2018 to collect public input on draft goals and objectives. 
The open house was advertised the weeks leading up to the event via social media, DOK website, 
posters, e-mails, northern lights advertising, and word of mouth. Over 30 people attended the open 
house to provide their thoughts about the future of leisure services in Kitimat.  

The open house included multiple opportunities for attendees to receive information and provide input 
into the planning process. Project team members were available throughout the event for one-on-one 
and group conversations with attendees, and poster boards were displayed throughout the room 
providing an overview of the draft goals and objectives.  

Attendees were encouraged to comment on all of the boards using post-it notes. There was also a final 
board where attendees could write any additional comments for ideas not covered in the display boards. 
Participants also were able to download open house displays from the project website and provide 
comment until October 1, 2018. 

On the same evening, immediately following the open house, the project team held a roundtable 
discussion with the Leisure Services Advisory Commission (LSAC) to discuss the goals and objectives in 
detail. Overall, LSAC and attendees were supportive of the draft goals and objectives. Comments included:  

• Add water fountains to public spaces; 
• identify community champions to assist in the implementation of the Plan; 
• expand range of community events; 
• improve facility and trail signage;  
• apply age-friendly principles to facilities and programming; 
• construct gathering spaces and add benches within walkway system; 
• create a park designation system that identifies various types of parks, such as accessible, nature-

orientated, dog, etc.; 
• redesign Riverlodge Soccer fields to include perimeter walking track and fitness stations; 
• review definition of low-income for assistance programs and removing barriers; and 
• work with developers or interested business to add private recreationally-focused businesses 

such as, zip-line, bowling alley, rock climbing gym, nightclub. 
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3.6 E-mail and Other Correspondence  
 

Throughout the project, DOK staff received e-mails and had conversations—over the phone and in 
person—with engaged community members regarding their ideas, concerns, and priorities for leisure 
services in Kitimat. In recognition of the value of all types of community input, while maintaining DOK’s 
duty of confidentiality, a summary of key messages, themes and issues is provided below:  

• Improve existing outdoor parks, such as Hirsch Creek Campground and Radley Park.  
 

• Sports groups’ desire improved infrastructure, including but not limited to better sport fields 
and a permanent location for the gymnastics club. 
 

• Review riverbank camping: opinions in support of and against camping were both expressed. 
 

• Improve promotion of what the District offers, such as youth centre and subsidy programs. 
 

• More trees at parks and playgrounds. 
 

• Investigate the development of both cross-country and mountain biking trails. 
 

• Better connectivity of walkway system. Areas mentioned included: Quatsino Blvd, and Haisla 
Blvd to Nalabila Blvd. 
 

• Market Kitimat as a tourist destination to diversify economy and promote recreational 
opportunities. 
 

• Improve inclusiveness in facilities to promote gender neutrality. 
 

• Improve overall community accessibility: 
 

o Facilities, 
o Trails, 
o River and ocean access, and 
o Washrooms.  

 
 

 
  



Summary of Community Engagement   

12 
 

Section 4.   Next Steps 
 

This document presents a summary of the many community contacts and the vast amount of input 
received in 2017 and 2018 through the engagement process. The District of Kitimat thanks everyone, 
including community members, project stakeholders and all Kitimat and Kitamaat residents who 
provided their ideas, thoughts and concerns with respect to shaping leisure services in Kitimat. 
 
This Summary of Community Engagement will be the foundation for the project guiding statements (i.e., 
vision, goals and objectives).  Staff will present to residents at a public open house on September 25, 
2018.  Following the open house, the project team will review public input and draft a plan to be 
presented to the Leisure Services Advisory Commission and Kitimat Council.  
 
 
 

 

Coghlin Park viewpoint, looking north (DOK, 2016) 
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INTRODUCTION 
District of Kitimat (DOK) is undertaking an update to its Leisure Services Master Plan to establish 
strategic direction for the Leisure Services Department to 2030. Last fall, DOK staff distributed a 
community and a youth survey to find out what parks and recreation services are most commonly 
used, how satisfied users are, and what user priorities for the future may be.  

By the October 4, 2017 submission date, DOK received 308 community surveys and 183 youth 
survey submissions. Please refer Appendix 1 for broad findings on each of the 27 questions in the 
Community Survey. Appendix 2 provides general findings from the youth survey. 

The main objective of this report is to highlight key differences and/or patterns of use and leisure 
experiences across age groups, family types and neighbourhoods. As such, the analysis contained 
in this report will focus, exclusively, on the 246 complete community survey submissions. 
Discarding incomplete survey submissions was a necessary step to establishing a consistent 
survey sample. 
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Summary Statistics  
• 88% of complete surveys respondents (or 

216) were between the ages of 20 and 
64. The survey obtained only minimal 
complete responses from youth and 
seniors (65 and over).  
 

• Couples with dependent children living at 
home accounted for 46% (112) of 
complete survey respondents. 
 

• Among the 246 complete surveys, 
Whitesail residents accounted for 39% of all complete survey submissions (95 surveys). 
Nechako and Kildala had the second and third highest share of submissions at 27% and 22%, 
respectively. At 2.4 % (6 complete surveys), there was minimal representation from residents 
from Kitamaat and areas outside DOK. 

 
• No findings/data from the following age groups has been included in this report due to the 

limited size of the sample:  19 or under; 75 or over; and Not specified. 
 

• No findings/data from the following family types has been included in this report due to the 
limited size of the sample:  Other, and Not specified. 

 
• No findings/data from the following neighborhood resident groups has been included in this 

report due to the limited size of the sample:  Kitamaat, and Elsewhere outside the District of 
Kitimat. 

 
 
 
  

FAMILY TYPE Responses Response 
rate 

Couple with dependent 
children living at home 112 46% 

Couple with no 
dependent children living 

at home 
75 30% 

Person living alone 27 11% 
Live with other related or 

unrelated adults 13 5% 
Single parent with 

child/children living at 
home 

11 4% 

Other* 6 2% 
Not Specified* 2 0.8% 

Total 246 100% 

NEIGHBOURHOOD Responses Response 
rate 

Whitesail 95 39% 
Nechako 66 27% 
Kildala 54 22% 

Cable Car 25 10% 
Elsewhere outside 

D. of Kitimat* 5 2% 

Kitamaat* 1 0.4% 
  

Total 246 100% 

19 or
under*

20 - 34 35 - 49 50 - 64 65 - 74 75 or
over*

NS*

Complete Responses by Age Group

* - Low Response Rate
NS - Not specified



OUTDOOR ACTIVITIES 

• Walk, jog or hike was the most popular outdoor activities among survey respondents, with 
84% of respondents having participated in this activity over the past year. 
 

• Use of the outdoor fitness equipment and the Skateboard/scooter Park had the lowest 
participation rates at 14% and 15% respectively. 

Participation Rates by Family Type 

• Couples with no dependent children living at home have slightly higher rates than average in 
Walk, jog or hike (88%), Visit a park (75%); Nature Appreciation (73%) and Golf (37%). This 
family type has lower than average participation rates across all other outdoor activities. 

• Couples with dependent children living at home have above average participation rates 
across most outdoor activities.  

• Single parent with child/children living at home have the highest participation rate of any 
other family type in Skateboard/scooter (27%); Outdoor fitness equipment (27%); Camping 
at Radley/Hirsch C. (45%); Golf (45%) and Fishing (73%).  

• Persons living alone have the highest participation rate in Walk, jog, hike activities (93%) and 
Visit to the Park (78%). They have also the second highest participation rate in Nature 
appreciation (78%). Their participation rates across all other outdoor activities is below the 
average. 

• Persons Live with other related or unrelated adults have the highest participation rate in Walk 
a dog (69%), Nature appreciation (85%), Outdoor court sports (31%) and Bike on a path/road 
(62%). 

 
* No findings reported due to low response rate   
 Lowest participation rate  

Highest participation rate  

PARTICIPATION RATES  IN OUTDOOR 
ACTIVITIES BY FAMILY TYPE

Average 
Participation Rate 

Among Survey 
Respondents

Couple w. 
no 

dependen
t children 
at home

Couple w. 
dependent 
children at 

home

Single 
parent w. 

child/childr
en at home

Person 
living alone

Live with 
other 

related or 
unrelated 

adults

Other* NS*

Walk, jog, or hike 84% 88% 82% 64% 93% 85%
Visit a park 74% 75% 77% 55% 78% 69%
Visit a playground or wading pools 54% 29% 73% 64% 48% 31%
Walk a dog (or dogs) 54% 53% 54% 55% 56% 69%
Nature appreciation 68% 73% 64% 45% 78% 85%
Skateboard or scooter 15% 3% 25% 27% 4% 8%
Outdoor fields sports 35% 19% 54% 18% 19% 23%
Outdoor courts sports 20% 12% 29% 0% 11% 31%
Bike on a path or road 50% 36% 60% 45% 44% 62%
BMX or mountain bike 17% 9% 25% 9% 15% 15%
Outdoor fitness equipment 14% 8% 15% 27% 22% 15%
Tobogganing 39% 12% 64% 36% 11% 31%
Cross-country skiing 17% 16% 23% 0% 11% 8%
Launch a boat 27% 25% 32% 9% 15% 23%
Camping (Radley or Hirsch C. Park) 33% 23% 41% 45% 22% 38%
Golf 36% 37% 41% 45% 30% 15%
Fish (river or ocean) 56% 53% 63% 73% 37% 46%



Participation Rates by Age Group 

• The 20 to 34 age group have the highest participation rates in the following outdoor 
activities: Visit a park (80%); Tobogganing (48%) and Camping at Radley/Hirsch C. (42%). 
 

• The 35 to 49 age group has above average participation rates across all sport, but outdoor 
fitness equipment. This age group has the highest participation rate in most outdoor 
activities including: Visit a playground (60%); Outdoor Fields and Court sports (48% and 
23%, respectively); Bike on a Path (58%); BMX/Mountain Bike (23%); Tobogganing (48%); 
and Fishing (63%).  
  

• Except for Boat launching (33%, highest participation rate among age groups), the 50 to 64 
age group is characterized by just above average participation rates in Walk, jog or Hike, 
Walk a Dog; Nature Appreciation; and Outdoor Fitness Equipment and below average 
participation rates in all other outdoor activities. 
     

• The 65 to 74 age group is characterized for having the highest participation rates in Walk, 
jog, hike (91%); Outdoor fitness equipment (17%) and golf (43%). Across all other outdoor 
activities this age group has the lowest participation rate among all age groups. 

 
* No findings reported due to low response rate            
Lowest participation rate  

Highest participation rate 

 

 

  

PARTICIPATION RATES IN OUTDOOR 
ACTIVITIES BY AGE GROUP

Average 
Participation Rate 

Among Survey 
Respondents

19 or 
under* 20 to 34 35 to 49 50 to 64 65 to 74 75 or 

over* NS*

Walk, jog, or hike 84% 80% 82% 87% 91%
Visit a park 74% 79% 69% 78% 65%
Visit a playground or wading pools 54% 56% 60% 45% 35%
Walk a dog (or dogs) 54% 54% 57% 55% 43%
Nature appreciation 68% 73% 63% 69% 61%
Skateboard or scooter 15% 17% 21% 7% 0%
Outdoor fields sports 35% 41% 48% 24% 0%
Outdoor courts sports 20% 17% 23% 20% 9%
Bike on a path or road 50% 49% 58% 44% 35%
BMX or mountain bike 17% 20% 23% 13% 0%
Outdoor fitness equipment 14% 13% 12% 16% 17%
Tobogganing 39% 48% 48% 25% 4%
Cross-country skiing 17% 17% 17% 16% 17%
Launch a boat 27% 30% 23% 33% 26%
Camping (Radley or Hirsch C. Park) 33% 42% 32% 31% 13%
Golf 36% 41% 37% 29% 43%
Fish (river or ocean) 56% 61% 63% 55% 26%



Participation Rates by Neighbourhood 

• Compared to respondents from other areas, Kildala residents have the lowest or second 
lowest participation rates across all outdoor activities, except for "Exercise on outdoor 
fitness equipment" where they have the highest participation rate at 17%.  
   

• Compared to other residents, a lower percentage of Cable Car respondents participated 
in the following activities: Walk, jog or Hike (80%); Visit a Park (63%); Visit a playground 
(44%); Play outdoor field sports (20%); or Exercise on outdoor fitness equipment (8%).  
         

• Nechako respondent have average or above average participation rates across all 
outdoor activities.  
 

• Whitesail residents also exhibit average or above average participation rates across all 
outdoor activities, except for Cross Country skiing where they have the lowest 
participation rate at 13%. 

 

* No findings reported due to low response rate             

Lowest participation rate  

Highest participation rate     

 

 

    

PARTICIPATION RATES IN OUTDOOR 
ACTIVITIES BY NEIGHBOURHOOD

Average 
Participation Rate 

Among Survey 
Respondents

Cable 
Car Kildala Nechako Whitesail Kitamaat*

Elsewh
ere 

outside 
DOK*

Walk, jog, or hike 84% 80% 83% 88% 82%
Visit a park 74% 64% 70% 80% 74%
Visit a playground or wading pools 54% 44% 48% 56% 59%
Walk a dog (or dogs) 54% 68% 41% 61% 54%
Nature appreciation 68% 72% 65% 73% 66%
Skateboard or scooter 15% 12% 9% 15% 19%
Outdoor fields sports 35% 20% 35% 39% 39%
Outdoor courts sports 20% 16% 15% 23% 22%
Bike on a path or road 50% 56% 46% 48% 54%
BMX or mountain bike 17% 16% 11% 23% 19%
Outdoor fitness equipment 14% 8% 17% 12% 15%
Tobogganing 39% 40% 31% 36% 45%
Cross-country skiing 17% 20% 17% 24% 13%
Launch a boat 27% 44% 13% 27% 31%
Camping (Radley or Hirsch C. Park) 33% 52% 20% 35% 34%
Golf 36% 56% 28% 38% 36%
Fish (river or ocean) 56% 80% 41% 64% 55%



PARKS & NATURAL AREAS 

• Radley, Hirsch Creek and Hospital Beach have the highest average participation rates with 
77%, 71% and 68% of respondents having visited these areas in the past year, 
respectively. 
 

• The lowest participation rates were for the Skate/bike Park and the Fire Mountain 
Shooting Range with only 27% of respondents having visited these areas over the past 
year. 

Participation Rates By Family Type 

• Couples with dependent children living at home have above average participation rates 
across most parks and natural areas except for: Coghlin Park (33% compared to an 
average rate of 35%) and Minette Bay (42% participation rate versus an average of 44%). 

 
* No findings reported due to low response rate            

 Lowest participation rate  

Highest participation rate         

  

VISITS TO PARKS/NATURAL AREAS 
BY FAMILY TYPE

Avg. 
Participatio

n Rate

Couple w. 
no 

dependent 
children at 

home

Couple w. 
dependent 
children at 

home

Single 
parent w. 

child/childre
n at home

Person living 
alone

Live with 
other related 
or unrelated 

adults

Other* NS*

Radley Park 77% 75% 79% 82% 74% 69%
Hirsch Creek Park 71% 68% 72% 82% 63% 77%
Skate/bike Park 27% 15% 40% 27% 11% 23%
Hospital Beach 68% 59% 71% 82% 70% 69%
Minette Bay 44% 47% 42% 9% 56% 46%
Coghlin Park 35% 35% 33% 18% 41% 46%
School Playgrounds 48% 23% 71% 73% 22% 38%
Centennial Park 46% 36% 49% 45% 52% 62%
Fire Mountain Shooting Range 27% 27% 32% 0% 19% 15%
Accessible Fishing Spot 39% 40% 45% 45% 19% 38%



Participation Rates by Age Group 

• 80% of survey respondents aged 20 to 34 had visited Radley and Hirsch Creek Parks, the 
highest participation rate among all other age groups. The 20 to 34 age group also has the 
highest participation rates when it comes to visiting School Playgrounds (58%) and Fishing 
Spots (48%). 
 

• A greater share of the 65 to 74 age group visited Centennial Park (52%), Coghlin Park 
(43%) and the Minette Bay area (52%) compared to other age groups. That said, the older 
age group had the lowest participation rate across all other parks and natural areas. 

 

    

  

VISITS TO PARKS/NATURAL AREAS 
BY AGE GROUP

Avg. 
Participatio

n Rate

19 or 
under* 20 to 34 35 to 49 50 to 64 65 to 74 75 or 

over* NS*

Radley Park 77% 80% 79% 76% 74%
Hirsch Creek Park 71% 80% 68% 75% 48%
Skate/bike Park 27% 28% 32% 25% 9%
Hospital Beach 68% 66% 69% 73% 57%
Minette Bay 44% 44% 36% 55% 52%
Coghlin Park 35% 28% 36% 40% 43%
School Playgrounds 48% 58% 52% 36% 26%
Centennial Park 46% 44% 46% 45% 52%
Fire Mountain Shooting Range 27% 30% 26% 31% 22%
Accessible Fishing Spot 39% 48% 39% 40% 17%

* No findings reported due to low response rate             Lowest participation rate Highest participation rate  



Participation Rates by Neighbourhood 

• At 82%, a greater portion of Whitesail survey respondents visited Radley Park than 
respondents from other neighbourhoods. 
 

• Except for the Fire Mountain Shooting Range, where they are the least likely to visit at 
24%, Nechako respondent have average or above average participation rates when 
visiting all other parks and natural areas. 
 

• Whitesail residents also have above average participation rates across all parks and 
natural areas, except for Minette Bay where they have the lowest participation rate at 
40%. 

 

 
* No findings reported due to low response rate              

Lowest participation rate  

Highest participation rate 

 

  

VISITS TO PARKS/NATURAL 
AREAS BY NEIGHBOURHOOD

Avg. 
Participati

on Rate
Cable Car Kildala Nechako Whitesail Kitamaat*

Elsewhere 
outside 
DOK*

Radley Park 77% 76% 72% 74% 82%
Hirsch Creek Park 71% 72% 61% 76% 72%
Giant Spruce Trail 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Coho Flats Trail 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Fisherman's Trail 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
North Cove Trail 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Skate/bike Park 27% 20% 15% 35% 32%
Hospital Beach 68% 56% 61% 71% 73%
Minette Bay 44% 48% 48% 44% 40%
Snowflake Fairgnds./Horse Trails 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Hirsch Creek Canyon Trail 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Pine Creek Trail 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Coghlin Park 35% 28% 31% 45% 32%
Smith Street Trail 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Joe's Trail 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
School Playgrounds 48% 36% 39% 52% 56%
Centennial Park 46% 32% 41% 56% 44%
Fire Mountain Shooting Range 27% 36% 24% 20% 33%
Accessible Fishing Spot 39% 44% 28% 44% 43%



TRAILS IN & NEAR KITIMAT 

• Giant Spruce is the most commonly visited trail among survey respondents, with 72% of 
the 246 respondents having visited it over the past year.  
 

• Smith Street Trail was the least popular trail among respondents with only 19% having 
visited over the past year. 

Participation Rates by Family Type 

• 29% of couples with dependent children at home visited Joe’s Trail, the highest 
participation rate for this trail among family types. 
 

• Single Parents with children at home are particularly fond of the Giant Spruce Trail, with 
91% of them having visited the trail last year. 
 

• Except for Giant Spruce, Fisherman’s and Joe’s, a significantly greater share of Persons 
living with other adults have visited most trails, including: Coho Flats (77%); North Cove 
(54%); Hirsch C. Canyon (38%); and Smith Street Trail (31%). 

 
* No findings reported due to low response rate              

Lowest participation rate  

Highest participation rate 

  

VISITS TO TRAILS BY 
FAMILY TYPE

Avg. 
Participation 

Rate

Couple w . 
no 

dependent 
children at 

home

Couple w . 
dependent 
children at 

home

Single 
parent w . 

child/childre
n at home

Person 
living alone

Live w ith 
other 

related or 
unrelated 

adults

Other* NS*

Giant Spruce 72% 69% 71% 91% 67% 85%
Coho Flats 53% 41% 60% 45% 52% 77%
Fisherman's 24% 20% 25% 9% 33% 23%
North Cove 48% 41% 53% 36% 41% 54%
Hirsch Creek Canyon 41% 37% 46% 18% 33% 54%
Pine Creek 30% 28% 29% 36% 30% 38%
Smith Street Trail 19% 15% 24% 9% 15% 31%
Joe's Trail 26% 23% 29% 18% 26% 23%
Other 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%



Participation Rates by Age Group 

• Except for Fisherman’s and Pine Creek trails, the 20 to 34 age group has the highest 
participation rates for most trails. 
 

• The 65 to 74 age group is characterized by having the lowest participation rates for most 
trails except for Giant Spruce, where the 50 to 64 age group has the lowest participation 
rate among age groups. 

 

Participation Rates by Neighbourhood 

• Kildala and Cable Car respondents have lower than average, and most often the lowest, 
participation rates among other neighborhoods for most trails. The only exception being 
Hirsch C. Canyon, where Cable Car have the highest participation rate across age groups 
at 48%. 
 

• Nechako respondent have average or above average participation rates across all trails. 
 

• Whitesail residents also exhibit average or above average participation rates across all 
trails, except for Pine Creek where their participation rate is just below average at 28%. 

 
* No findings reported due to low response rate             Lowest participation rate Highest participation rate 

VISITS TO TRAILS BY 
AGE GROUP

Avg. 
Participation 

Rate

19 or 
under* 20 to 34 35 to 49 50 to 64 65 to 74 75 or 

over* NS*

Giant Spruce 72% 80% 71% 69% 57%
Coho Flats 53% 63% 54% 49% 26%
Fisherman's 24% 27% 23% 29% 17%
North Cove 48% 55% 47% 49% 26%
Hirsch Creek Canyon 41% 55% 40% 38% 22%
Pine Creek 30% 32% 26% 33% 26%
Smith Street Trail 19% 23% 20% 15% 13%
Joe's Trail 26% 31% 27% 22% 13%
Other 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

VISITS TO TRAILS BY 
NEIGBOURHOOD

Avg. 
Participation 

Rate
Cable Car Kildala Nechako Whitesail Kitamaat*

Elsewhere 
outside 
DOK*

Giant Spruce 72% 60% 69% 76% 75%
Coho Flats 53% 44% 39% 62% 59%
Fisherman's 24% 20% 20% 27% 26%
North Cove 48% 48% 39% 50% 52%
Hirsch Creek Canyon 41% 48% 35% 42% 42%
Pine Creek 30% 28% 19% 45% 28%
Smith Street Trail 19% 8% 17% 21% 23%
Joe's Trail 26% 16% 20% 26% 32%
Other 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%



INDOOR RECREATION PROGRAMS 

• At 77% participation rate, Public Swimming is the most popular recreation program 
among survey respondents. At a distance second and third place, are Recreational Events 
(48%) and Adult Programs (39%), respectively. 
 

• Senior programs and workshops were the least popular with only 9% of survey 
respondents attending either program over the past year.  

Participation Rates by Family Type 

• Public swimming was particularly popular among single parents and couples with 
dependent children at home with 100% and 90%, respectively, having attended this 
program over the past year. 
 

• Single parents with dependent children at home also had the highest participation rates 
across family types for Adult drop-in programs (27%) and Career Development Courses 
(36%). 

 
* No findings reported due to low response rate             Lowest participation rate Highest participation rate 

  

PARTICIPATION IN 
RECREATION PROGRAMS 

BY FAMILY TYPE

Avg. 
Participati

on Rate

Couple w . 
no 

dependent 
children at 

home

Couple w . 
dependent 
children at 

home

Single 
parent w . 

child/childre
n at home

Person 
living alone

Live w ith 
other 

related or 
unrelated 

adults

Other* NS*

Preschool programs 15% 4% 27% 18% 0% 0%
Youth programs 21% 3% 38% 27% 0% 15%
Adult programs 39% 37% 42% 27% 44% 15%

Public ice activities 43% 29% 63% 36% 15% 38%
Public swimming 77% 64% 90% 100% 52% 62%

Swim lessons 25% 8% 46% 18% 0% 8%
Seniors programs 9% 12% 7% 9% 11% 15%

Recreation events 48% 36% 60% 27% 44% 38%
Adult drop-in programs 11% 7% 16% 18% 7% 0%

Career dev. courses 19% 16% 19% 36% 11% 31%
Leisure activities 18% 21% 18% 18% 19% 0%

Workshops 9% 9% 11% 9% 4% 8%



Participation Rates by Age Group 

• Among survey respondents, low participation rates in recreation programs are common 
among the 50 to 64 and 65 to 74 age groups. That said, there are four programs, where 
the 65 to 74 age group has notably higher than average participation rates: Adult 
Programs, Seniors Programs; Leisure Activities and Workshops. 

 
* No findings reported due to low response rate Lowest participation rate  Highest participation rate 

Participation Rates by Neighbourhood 

• Kildala respondents had low participation rates across most recreational programs except 
for four programs where they had the highest participation rates of any group: Adult 
programs; Senior Programs, Adult drop-in Programs and Leisure Activities. 

 

PARTICIPATION IN 
RECREATION PROGRAMS 

BY AGE GROUP

Avg. 
Participati

on Rate

19 or 
under* 20 to 34 35 to 49 50 to 64 65 to 74 75 or 

over* NS*

Preschool programs 15% 18% 18% 11% 4%
Youth programs 21% 15% 33% 11% 4%
Adult programs 39% 41% 37% 35% 57%

Public ice activities 43% 45% 56% 36% 9%
Public swimming 77% 80% 78% 73% 78%

Swim lessons 25% 34% 30% 11% 13%
Seniors programs 9% 3% 6% 15% 26%

Recreation events 48% 52% 57% 33% 35%
Adult drop-in programs 11% 11% 13% 9% 9%

Career dev. courses 19% 24% 17% 18% 13%
Leisure activities 18% 18% 14% 18% 26%

Workshops 9% 7% 10% 5% 17%

PARTICIPATION IN 
RECREATION PROGRAMS 

BY NEIGHBOURHOOD

Avg. 
Participati

on Rate
Cable Car Kildala Nechako Whitesail Kitamaat*

Elsewhere 
outside 
DOK*

Preschool programs 15% 12% 7% 11% 23%
Youth programs 21% 28% 17% 21% 22%
Adult programs 39% 44% 46% 36% 35%

Public ice activities 43% 32% 39% 44% 51%
Public swimming 77% 80% 72% 82% 76%

Swim lessons 25% 20% 19% 20% 35%
Seniors programs 9% 12% 17% 6% 7%

Recreation events 48% 52% 48% 48% 49%
Adult drop-in programs 11% 12% 19% 11% 7%

Career dev. courses 19% 20% 17% 21% 18%
Leisure activities 18% 24% 26% 9% 16%

Workshops 9% 16% 7% 9% 7%



PROGRAMS/ACTIVITIES IN INDOOR RECREATIONAL FACILITIES 

• Riverlodge is the most popular indoor recreational facility among respondents with 88% 
of them having visited the facility in the past year.  
 

• At a distance second and third place are Tamitik (67%) and Sam Lindsay Aquatic Centre 
(66%). 
 

• The least popular indoor facilities included the Museum & Archives (43%) and School 
Facilities (43%). 

Participation Rates by Family Type 

• Couples with dependent children at home have the highest participation rates of any 
family type across all but the KIR and the Golf & winter Club facilities. The latter facilities 
are most popular among Persons living with other adults. 

 
* No findings reported due to low response rate              

Lowest participation rate  

Highest participation rate 

  

ATTENDANCE TO REC. 
FACILITIES BY FAMILY TYPE

Avg. 
Participat
ion Rate

Couple w . 
no 

dependent 
children at 

home

Couple w . 
dependent 
children at 

home

Single 
parent w . 

child/childre
n at home

Person 
living alone

Live w ith 
other 

related or 
unrelated 

adults

Other* NS*

Riverlodge 88% 77% 96% 82% 81% 92%
Kitimat Ice rink 50% 40% 66% 36% 11% 69%
Sam Lindsay Aquatic Centre 66% 59% 79% 45% 41% 62%
Tamitik Arena 67% 55% 78% 55% 52% 77%
School facilities 43% 23% 59% 45% 26% 31%
Mount Elizabeth Theatre 69% 63% 77% 55% 63% 69%
Museum & Archives 43% 44% 46% 27% 44% 23%
Kitimat Public Library 45% 27% 57% 36% 44% 54%
Hirsch C. Golf & Winter Club 61% 57% 67% 45% 48% 77%



Participation Rates by Age Group 

• Except for Riverlodge and KIT, the 20 to 34 age group has the lowest participation rates 
for most indoor recreation facilities. 
 

• For Riverlodge the lowest participation rate belongs to the 65 to 74 age group.  
 

• 43% of respondents visited the Museum/Archives last year making it the least popular 
recreational facility. In contrasts, 78% of the 65 to 78 age group have the highest 
participation rates for attending the Museum/Archives. This older age group is notably 
more likely to visit the Public Library than other age groups. 
 

• While survey respondents aged 50 to 64 were the least likely among all age group to 
visit KIT, they were also the more likely to visit the Sam Lindsay Aquatic Centre. 

 
* No findings reported due to low response rate              

Lowest participation rate  

Highest participation rate 

  

ATTENDANCE TO REC. 
FACILITIES BY AGE GROUP

Avg. 
Participat
ion Rate

19 or 
under* 20 to 34 35 to 49 50 to 64 65 to 74 75 or 

over* NS*

Riverlodge 88% 86% 91% 85% 83%
Kitimat Ice rink 50% 48% 60% 40% 43%
Sam Lindsay Aquatic Centre 66% 61% 68% 75% 65%
Tamitik Arena 67% 61% 71% 69% 57%
School facilities 43% 34% 53% 36% 39%
Mount Elizabeth Theatre 69% 56% 76% 73% 74%
Museum & Archives 43% 27% 40% 56% 78%
Kitimat Public Library 45% 34% 48% 45% 61%
Hirsch C. Golf & Winter Club 61% 52% 71% 56% 61%



Participation Rates by Neighbourhood 

• Kildala respondents have lower than average, and most often the lowest, participation 
rates among other neighborhoods for all facilities except for School Facilities. 
 

• Nechako respondents have average or above average participation rates across all 
facilities except for School Facilities. 
 

• Whitesail respondents have above average participation rates across all facilities. These 
respondents also have the highest participation rates in all, but the following three 
facilities: Museum & Archives; Kitimat Public Library and the Golf & Winter Club. 
 

• 72% of Cable Car respondents have visited the Hirsch C. Golf & Winter Club, the highest 
participation rate of any other neighbourhood resident group. 

 
* No findings reported due to low response rate              

Lowest participation rate  

Highest participation rate 

  

ATTENDANCE TO REC. 
FACILITIES BY 

NEIGHBOURHOOD

Avg. 
Participat
ion Rate

Cable Car Kildala Nechako Whitesail Kitamaat*
Elsewhere 

outside 
DOK*

Riverlodge 88% 84% 81% 89% 91%
Kitimat Ice rink 50% 44% 33% 53% 60%
Sam Lindsay Aquatic Centre 66% 68% 56% 71% 71%
Tamitik Arena 67% 64% 48% 71% 75%
School facilities 43% 32% 33% 41% 53%
Mount Elizabeth Theatre 69% 64% 57% 70% 76%
Museum & Archives 43% 44% 33% 47% 43%
Kitimat Public Library 45% 44% 41% 47% 46%
Hirsch C. Golf & Winter Club 61% 72% 44% 64% 66%



LEVEL OF SATISFACTION 

Outdoor Activities 

• At 89%, Natural parkland/green spaces had the highest level of satisfaction among all 
outdoor activities.  Followed closely by Neighbourhood Playgrounds (86%) and Skate/bike 
Park (85%). 
 

• The highest level of dissatisfaction was associated with Public Washrooms (63% 
very/somewhat dissatisfied); River Access for camping (63%); and Winter Activities in 
parks (57%). 
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Level of Satisfaction with Outdoor Activities 

Very/Somewhat satisfied Very/Somewhat dissatisfied



Level of satisfaction by neighbourhood 
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Indoor Activities 

• At 94%, “Workshops” had the highest level of satisfaction among all outdoor activities.  
Followed closely by “Leisure Activities” (93%) and “Career Development Courses” (92%). 
 

• The highest level of dissatisfaction was associated with “Preschool Programs” (77%); 
“Youth Programs” (85%); and “Adult Programs” (86%). 
 
 

 
77%

85%

86%

87%

87%

88%

88%

89%

90%

92%

93%

94%

23%

15%

14%

13%

13%

12%

12%

11%

10%

8%

7%

7%

Preschool programs

Youth programs

Adult programs

Public ice activities

Public swims

Swim lessons

Recreation events

Seniors programs

Adult drop-in programs

Career dev. courses

Leisure activities

Workshops

Level of Satisfaction with Indoor Activities

Very/Somewhat satisfied Very/Somewhat dissatisfied



Level of satisfaction by neighbourhood 
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RECREATION PRIORITIES 

Outdoor Activities 

When asked to rank their top three outdoor recreation priorities Trails and Walkways had the 
largest number of mentions (238), followed by Parkland & Park Design (201) and Other Park 
features (146). 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Indoor Activities 

When asked to rank their top three indoor recreation priorities Indoor Recreation Facilities had 
the largest number of mentions (166), followed by General Interest Programs (143) and Drop-In 
Programs (119). 
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BARRIERS TO PARTICIPATION 

• 43% of survey respondents identified “Inconvenient program timing” as their most 
common barrier to participation. 
 

• With only 3% of respondents selecting the “Registration Process is too Difficult” option, 
this was the least commonly cited barrier. 
 

• 35% of all survey respondents identified “Cost – Too expensive” as a barrier to their 
participation in recreational programs. 

Family Types 

• Compared to other family types, couples with no dependent children at home are the 
least affected by “Inconvenient program timing”, “Cost – Too expensive”, 
“Health/mobility concerns” and “Lack of interest in available programs”. 
 

• “Inconvenient program timing”, “Cost – Too expensive” and “Lack of childcare” are the 
top three most common barriers affecting single parents with children at home. 

 
* No findings reported due to low response rate             Lowest rate Highest rate 

Age Groups 

• Compared to other age groups, the participation of the 65 to 74 age group is 
disproportionally affected by “Health/Mobility”, “Quality of Programs” and “Not feeling 
safe/secure”. This age group’s participation is also the least impacted by all other listed 
barriers to participation. 
 

• The impact of barriers such as “Lack of information”, “Costs – too expensive”, “Lack of 
childcare” and “Transportation difficulties” decreases with age. Whereas 42% of the 20 
to 34 age group identified the “Costs- Too Expensive” as a barrier, only 13% of the 65 to 
74 age group identified it as a barrier. 

 

BARRIERS TO PARTICIPATION
BY FAMILY TYPE

Avg. 
Response 

Rate

Couple w . 
no 

dependent 
children at 

home

Couple w . 
dependent 
children at 

home

Single 
parent w . 

child/childre
n at home

Person 
living alone

Live w ith 
other 

related or 
unrelated 

adults

Other* NS*

Lack of information 27% 21% 29% 9% 37% 38%
Not interested in what is available 30% 27% 29% 27% 44% 31%
Timing of programs is inconvenient 43% 29% 48% 64% 52% 46%
Too expensive 35% 23% 41% 55% 44% 23%
Health/Mobility/M. health/Special needs 11% 7% 7% 18% 26% 15%
Lack of childcare 16% 1% 29% 45% 0% 8%
Transportation difficulties 4% 4% 4% 9% 0% 15%
Quality of programs 9% 8% 11% 0% 15% 8%
Registration process is too difficult 3% 1% 2% 0% 7% 8%
Don’t feel safe or secure 4% 5% 4% 0% 4% 8%



 

Neighbourhoods 

• 39% of Kildala residents claim “Costs – Too Expensive” affect their ability to participate 
on recreational programs. 
 

• In contrasts, only 16 % of Cable Car residents identifies the cost of programs as a barrier, 
the lowest share among neighbourhood resident groups. 

 
* No findings reported due to low response rate             Lowest rate Highest rate 

 

BARRIERS TO PARTICIPATION 
BY AGE GROUP

Avg. 
Response 

Rate

19 or 
under* 20 to 34 35 to 49 50 to 64 65 to 74 75 or 

over* NS*

Lack of information 27% 31% 26% 24% 17%
Not interested in what is available 30% 31% 37% 20% 9%
Timing of programs is inconvenient 43% 49% 51% 29% 26%
Too expensive 35% 42% 33% 35% 13%
Health/Mobility/M. health/Special needs 11% 7% 7% 16% 17%
Lack of childcare 16% 34% 16% 0% 0%
Transportation difficulties 4% 6% 2% 5% 0%
Quality of programs 9% 11% 7% 7% 13%
Registration process is too difficult 3% 3% 1% 5% 0%
Don’t feel safe or secure 4% 4% 2% 2% 13%

BARRIERS TO PARTICIPATION 
BY NEIGHBOURHOOD

Avg. 
Response 

Rate
Cable Car Kildala Nechako Whitesail Kitamaat*

Elsewhere 
outside 
DOK*

Lack of information 27% 32% 20% 27% 29%
Not interested in what is available 30% 20% 37% 33% 26%
Timing of programs is inconvenient 43% 56% 33% 56% 35%
Too expensive 35% 16% 39% 35% 38%
Health/Mobility/M. health/Special needs 11% 8% 19% 6% 8%
Lack of childcare 16% 16% 13% 15% 20%
Transportation difficulties 4% 4% 4% 8% 3%
Quality of programs 9% 4% 7% 12% 11%
Registration process is too difficult 3% 4% 6% 3% 1%
Don’t feel safe or secure 4% 8% 6% 6% 2%
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APPENDIX II: WORKSHOP SUMMARY 
Summary of Input from Focus Group Workshops – October 2017 

In October 2017, three workshops were held regarding Kitimat’s new Leisure Services Master Plan. The 

purpose of the workshops was (1) to inform participants about the project; (2) to request their 

perceptions about the strengths and challenges of public recreation in Kitimat; and, (3) to identify 

potential values, objectives and recommendations to include in the Master Plan. This summary reflects 

input obtained from each workshop.  

The numbered lists reflect order of priority (high to low), as determined by “voting” using audience 

response technology. The lists of interests reveal the most popular activities for group participants (and 

their household members?). The lists of values, objectives and recommendations were prepared by 

each group; participants selected their top choices in order of priority.  The final list for each workshop 

session is a compilation of the recommended Master Plan priorities of all group members. 

Comments that follow the numbered lists are additional suggestions or elaborations from the 

brainstorming process, in the general order of importance based on group discussions. Numbers in 

brackets indicate the number of similar comments, even though participants were encouraged to 

provide new suggestions. 

Mayor and Council, Noon, 23 October 2017   
 3 participants 

Interests in Parks 
and Recreation 
(participants 
checked as many 
as apply) 
 
 

1. Trail uses (walking, running, biking, etc.) 
2. Outdoor recreation (nature, boating, picnicking, etc.) 
3. Outdoor sports (sports fields, ball diamonds, etc.) 
4. Park features (playground, bike park, skateboard park, etc.) 
5. Aquatics (indoor and outdoor pools) 
6. Ice arenas (skating, hockey, ringette, etc.) 
7. Other indoor recreation (fitness, youth or seniors’ centre, drop-in sports, 

activities, etc.) 
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Strengths of Parks 
and Recreation in 
Kitimat 

Parks 

 Love them 

 Huge open spaces and connecting walkways 

 Excellent system of walkways (2) 

 Public appreciation of need for a perimeter walk 
 
Recreation 

 Times open seems extensive 

 Updated, well-appointed facilities (2) 

 Staff 

 Pool, arena, library siting 

 Accessible and inexpensive facilities and programs (2) 

  

 Intense Programming (2) 

 Outdoor theatre downtown (2017 event) 

 Halloween Howl (Annual event) 

 Social media doing much better 
 

Challenges of Parks 
and Recreation in 
Kitimat 

Parks 

 No dog parks 

 Perception of private/public golf course…dissonance in community (2) 

 Extensive walkways makes maintenance and renovation a concern (3) 

 Perceived perimeter walkway needs clash with need to upgrade interior 
walkways 

 Challenges: skiing outside of community 
 
Recreation 

 Demographics – less children and impacts on leisure planning 

 Difficulty downsizing with reduced population 

 Usage 

 Age of facilities 

 No control or response from MK Bay Marina 

 Marina – need more capacity 

 Further school consolidation 

 Theatre financially constrained for capital needs (MET) 
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Values that Should 
Guide the Kitimat’s 
LSMP 

1. Cost/benefit analysis is positive 
2. Good quality of life 
3. Wide-ranging opportunities 
4. All ages 
5. Retain the old and add new 
6. Strengthen identity 
7. Affordability 
8. Clean air and water (manage pollution) 
9. Use of seasons in our favour—more outdoor focus 
10. More active indoor facilities 

 

 Focus upon rationalization of facilities (2 arenas) 

 Increase outdoor focus (MW, Walkways, marina, golf course) 

 New outdoor focus (MW) while still affirming old (Radley, Hirsch) 

 Outdoor recreation for kids 

 Continue to provide quality programming for kids, youth, adults, seniors 
 

 

Recommendations 1. More events October – March 
2. Rubber track indoors 
3. Improve existing camping / parks 
4. Events Signage 
5. Better maintain outdoor furniture 
6. New museum 
 

 Fix, or continue to work on, Radley Campground erosion 

 No riverside camping 
Lobby for left hand turn lane at [Onion Lake] ski trails 
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Employee Workshop, 2:00pm, 23 October 2017  
 10 participants 

Interests in Parks 
and Recreation 
(participants 
checked as many 
as apply) 

1. Trail uses (walking, running, biking, etc.) 
2. Outdoor recreation (nature, boating, picnicking, etc.) 
3. Outdoor sports (sports fields, ball diamonds, etc.) 
4. Park features (playground, bike park, skateboard park, etc.) 
5. Aquatics (indoor and outdoor pools) 
6. Ice arenas (skating, hockey, ringette, etc.) 
7. Other indoor recreation (fitness, youth or seniors’ centre, drop-in sports, activities, etc.) 

 

Strengths of Parks 
and Recreation in 
Kitimat 

Parks 

 Public gardens are complimented (2) 

 Minette Bay West (MBW) progress 

 Playgrounds 
 
Recreation 

 Special community events (Mudder, Canada Day, Hallowe’en) (3) 

 People enjoying walking in the rink, especially in winter 

 Facilities 

 Fun swims 

 General interest workshops 
 

Challenges of 
Parks and 
Recreation in 
Kitimat 

Parks 

 No take up on Communities in Bloom 

 Minette Bay West (MBW) 

 No splash park 

 Winter/summer adventure parks 
 

Recreation 

 No mountain biking 

 Trampoline room needed 

 Updated fitness room at pool 

 No public washrooms outdoors 

 Programs not running due to low enrolment 

 Preschool programs 

 More indoor activities during winter 

 Advertising for events/services 

 Needs wayfinding strategy 

 Marquee sign is outdated, not visible from road – electronic sign would be better 

 Riverbank camping (free) 

 Riverbank camping condition - eroding 
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Values that 
Should Guide 
Kitimat LSMP 

1. Accessibility for all 
2. Attract and retain people 
3. Fiscal responsibility 
4. Encourage citizen participation 
5. Promote healthier communities 
6. Plan for potential future population 
7. Environmental sustainability 
8. Balance use versus cost 
9. Something for everyone 
10. Year-round access - outdoors 
 

 Ongoing and improved access and parking for all trail systems 

 Wheelchair accessible park space and trails 
 

Recommendations 1. More community events 
2. Centralize recreation facilities 
3. Replace KIR floor 
4. Indoor walking track  
5. More office and storage space 
6. Large space for youth with gymnastics 
7. Large space for seniors 
8. Address wading pools 
9. Encourage new / provide indoor facilities – small movie theatre, bowling alley, indoor golf 

driving range 
10. Ski/snowboard/toboggan hill in town (temporary) 

 Annual concert/summer events 

 Keep KIR 

 Repurpose KIR for other uses 

 Move Riverlodge to KIR – centralize facilities 

 New building for Riverlodge 

 New gymnastic facility (2) 

 Indoor walking track and speed oval 

 Focus on community gathering spaces 

 Include public access to waterfront 

 Renovate wading pools and convert to splash park 

 More programs for teens – hiking, boarding, fishing 

 Youth programs at youth centre 
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Public Workshop #1, 5:30pm, 23 October 2017 
 10 participants 

Interests in Parks 
and Recreation 
(participants 
checked as many 
as apply) 

1. Trail uses (walking, running, biking, etc.) 
2. Outdoor recreation (nature, boating, picnicking, etc.) 
3. Outdoor sports (sports fields, ball diamonds, etc.) 
4. Park features (playground, bike park, sk8 park, etc.) 
5. Aquatics (indoor and outdoor pools) 
6. Ice arenas (skating, hockey, ringette, etc.) 
7. Other indoor recreation (fitness, youth or seniors’ centre, drop-in sports, 

activities, etc.) 

Strengths of Parks 
and Recreation in 
Kitimat 

Parks 

 Ocean access 

 Family parks 

 Can bike on sidewalk – great safety for kids 

 Camp sites 

 Fishing 

 Access to fishing 

 Archery at Kildala 

 Quantity and access to playgrounds 

 Free booking of covered areas, grass, and playgrounds at Radley Park 

 Access to Kildala School sports fields in summer 

 Nature walks – river and trails (2) 

 Sidewalks separated from roads 

 Green space and walkways (3) 
  
Recreation 

 Family nights 

 Pool (2) 

 Nice arena and pool 

 Skating rink 

 Indoor facilities 

 Two ice surfaces (2) 

 Arts/culture: museum, library, MET 
 

 Pool cheap/discount day 

 Custodial services 

 Program options at Riverlodge 

 Library and museum programs (3) 

  

Challenges of 
Parks and 
Recreation in 
Kitimat 

Parks 

 Limited access to ocean fishing/boating 

 Access to Kitimat River 

 Poor management of river bank campers 

 Reduced camping space 
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 Poor maintenance of campground 

 Park/playground access for wheels (walkers, wheelchairs) 

 No bike lanes on road 

 DOK vehicles and sidewalk interactions 

 Neglect of connecting walkways off arterial walkways (2) 

 No sidewalk from beginning of town to fire hall on Haisla 

 No sidewalk on Quatsino 

 Walkways need to be cleaned early 
 

 Sk8 park – use by people of all ages sometimes leads to conflict 

 Poor condition of turf fields 

 Sports fields need upgrading 

 Trail wayfinding 

 Trail maintenance 

 No automated waterpark 

 Aging wading pools 

 Wading pool hours are limited 

 Bear maintenance/relocation 
 

Recreation 

 No access to museum for people with mobility challenges 

 Small museum that leaks 

 Aging facilities 

 KIR aging  

 Riverlodge aging 

 Cleanliness of some pool facilities 

 No indoor playground 

 Limited access to instructors for programs 

 Programming with low numbers is a challenge 

 Sk8 park – kids without helmets 
 

Values that 
Should Guide  
Kitimat LSMP 

1. New and upgraded indoor facilities 
2. Better management of air, land and water quality, environmental 

sustainability 
3. Year-round trail system and promote walking, maintain wild spaces 
4. Premium destination facilities for camping/fishing 
5. Upgrade aging facilities 
6. Age- and ability-friendly 
7. Improved collaboration in planning and implementation, including 

contractors, union workers, and volunteers 
8. Support sense of place, arts/culture/heritage 
9. Finance for high and low population growth 
10. Riverbank management 

 

 Facilitate river access with other ownership groups 
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 Less flower bulb replacement – save $, still have flowers 

 Continue to modernize indoor/outdoor facilities 

 More experienced coaches for all activities 

 Age and ability friendly walkways/access 

 Environmentally sustainable change and planning 

 Build off ‘garden city’ and walkway original plan 

 Maintain network arterial and internal 

Recommendations 1. New indoor facilities - indoor playground, bowling alley 
2. Expand and improve Riverlodge with space for community groups 
3. Environmentally sustainable operations 
4. Indoor artificial turf and track with lights 
5. More cost-effective and improved landscaping of public spaces 
6. Spray park 
7. Modernize ice arenas 
8. Encourage participation by new residents and tourists 
9. New museum 
10. Lit trails 

 Tourism? Outdoor activities, draw new visitors $ 

 Expand Riverlodge to allow for more indoor recreation space, and for non-
profit groups to have a permanent space 

 Facility space already set up with tables and chairs 

 Used oil management (cooking and vehicles) 

 Recycling of used oil and rubber 

 Encourage community recycling and composting programs 

 Air quality monitoring 

 Potable water monitoring 

 Perennial gardens instead of bulbs 

 Focus on fixing/improve existing facilities 

 Modernize facilities 

 Replace Riverlodge 

 Sani-dump at Riverlodge 

 Embrace 50‘s feel of buildings 

 Assist HCGWC in promoting 4 seasons of activities in our community 
- 

 Walkways, soccer fields needs upgrade, tennis courts updated 

 More playgrounds per area 
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Public Workshop #2, 7:00pm, 23 October 2017 
 9 participants 

Interests in Parks 
and Recreation 
(participants 
checked as many 
as apply) 

1. Trail uses (walking, running, biking, etc.) 
2. Outdoor recreation (nature, boating, picnicking, etc.) 
3. Outdoor sports (sports fields, ball diamonds, etc.) 
4. Park features (playground, bike park, sk8 park, etc.) 
5. Aquatics (indoor and outdoor pools) 
6. Ice arenas (skating, hockey, ringette, etc.) 
7. Other indoor recreation (fitness, youth or seniors’ centre, drop-in sports, 

activities, etc.) 

Strengths of Parks 
and Recreation in 
Kitimat 

Parks 

 Walking Trails, system is improving (4) 

 Ball diamonds and soccer fields 

 Large playground 

 Playgrounds – swings, slides 

 Rifle range 
Recreation 

 Customer Service 

 Events – Canada Day, Craft fairs (2) 
 

 Pool (3) 

 Youth centre 

 Riverlodge (2) 

 Ice rinks 

 All ages 

 Adult fitness programs 

 Kids summer programs 

 Skating 

 Rental of facilities 

 Options 

 Co-operation with staff – residents 

 Sk8 Park 

 Collaboration 

Challenges of 
Parks and 
Recreation in 
Kitimat 

Parks 

 No public washrooms 

 Too many trees on Haisla blocking view 

 Access to Kitimat River 

 Walking paths are in poor shape 

 Ploughing out sidewalks in winter (some sidewalks are allowed to get buried 
in snow) 

 Mountain biking trails 

 Need ‘real’ mountain bike trails 

 Sidewalk not available from/to viewpoint (Coghlin Park) 

 More boardwalks on trails 
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 Access to winter activities 

 Designated winter sports area (e.g., snowboarding) 

 Ploughed out parking for winter outdoor rec 

 Ocean side trails to waterfront 

 Salt water beach access 

 Activities in parks 

 Pavement along Haisla Boulevard North 

 Trail maintenance (2) and parking 

 Trail access (2) 

 Trail wayfinding 
 

 More camping 

 More designated parking 

 More information in camping parks on what to do it Kitimat 

 Unregulated camping on river 
 

Recreation 

 Need outdoor rec program at youth centre for teens 

 Annual closure of pool at prime time 
 

Values that 
Should Guide  
Kitimat LSMP 

1. Manage riverbank camping 
2.  Healthy outdoor-orientated community 
3. Fully accessible (year-round) and connected parks and trails 
4. Financially responsible 
5. Sustainable parks, respect climate change 
6. Maintain and improve infrastructure 
7. Bike orientated community 
8. Support outdoor recreation tourism opportunities and destinations 
9. Quality programs for all, including aging population 
10. Outdoor education for kids 
 

 Healthy lifestyle promotion 

 A vision of a healthy, outdoor orientated community 

 Planning for needs of an aging population 

 Wheelchair accessible park space and trails 

 Ongoing and improved access and parking to all trail systems 

 Consider further infrastructure if population increases significantly 

 Destination quality camping 

 Consider the effects of climate change on recreation in community 
 

Recommendations 1. New indoor facilities - indoor playground, bowling alley 
2. Expand and improve Riverlodge with space for community groups 
3. Environmentally sustainable operations 
4. Indoor artificial turf and track with lights 
5. More cost effective and improved landscaping of public spaces 
6. Spray park 
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7. Modernize Kitimat’s ice arenas 
8. Encourage participation of new residents and tourists 
9. New museum 
10. Lit trails 

 

 Need complete perimeter trail system 

 Need sidewalk from Kiwanis to Save On Foods 

 Commitment to better connect Kitimat by bicycle  - Cable Car to town to Rio 
Tinto; wide shoulders on roads, much improved bridge crossing on Haisla 
[Kitimat River] and Hirsch Creek [Hwy 37] (3) 

 More programs for teens – hiking, boarding hill, fishing trips 

 Youth programs at youth centre 

 Need sidewalk and bike path on Haisla Hill 

 Need to work harder to keep sidewalks clear for walkers at corners 

 Include public access to waterfront 

 Lobby for left hand turn lane at [Onion Lake] ski trails 

 Improve sites at Hirsch Creek Park for camping 

 No riverside camping 

 Maintain and repair what we have – no band aid fixes 

 Increase frequency and extent of maintenance on local hiking trails 
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DISTRICT OF KITIMAT STATEMENT OF OBJECTIVES 

Mayor and Council June 1981 

1. The provision of basic leisure services at a reasonable cost to anyone desiring programs or 
the use of facilities for which taxes have been and are being used. 

2. The concept of pluralism is adopted whereby it is recognized that individuals and groups 
with different and varying backgrounds will desire various forms of leisure services. 

3. The right of citizens to participate in leisure pursuits of their choice is recognized.  That fact 
notwithstanding, it is the view of the District of Kitimat that there is a hierarchy of leisure 
pursuits whereby certain pursuits are of greater value to the individual and the community 
than others might be.  In line with this view, the DOK is committed to encourage broad 
participatory opportunities and since participation is considered as having a higher value 
than spectatorship, individual and group participation in leisure programs will be promoted 
and encouraged. 

4. Any services provided which may be considered to be over and above the basic leisure 
services will be provided only on the basis of a proportionately greater input on the part of 
the participant. 

5. Commercial enterprises shall not be allowed to profit at the expense of the taxpayer while 
using District of Kitimat facilities and resources. 

6. Competition with the private sector will be avoided, except where the private sector 
chooses to offer what is considered to be a basic leisure service. 

7. The value of programs or services provided by the District of Kitimat shall not be 
determined solely by the amount of revenue produced or by the number of participants 
involved. 

8. The cost of administering the collection of revenue shall not be disproportionate to the 
revenue which accrues or the advantage gained. 

9. In order to allow the fullest and most economical use of the District of Kitimat's facilities, 
no group or individual shall be given exclusive rental of any room or facility for an extended 
period of time. 

10. In carrying out its responsibility, the DOK continually strives for improvement and thus 
constant analysis and assessment of programs and facilities will take place to assure 
changing needs are assessed and met as required. 

11. The District of Kitimat will seek communication and cooperation with all public, quasi-
public and private leisure delivery and related agencies to ensure that comprehensive 
coordinated and integrated systems of leisure services and programs are affected. 

 
 

Passed by Council in June 1981 

 

 



 
 

 
 

ADVISORY RECREATION COMMISSION 

MISSION STATEMENT 

It is the Goal of the Advisory Recreation Commission, through sound leadership, to represent 
the community and to keep Council informed of indoor and outdoor recreational opportunities 
for the people of Kitimat. 

OBJECTIVES 

· To promote a healthy lifestyle physically and mentally and to provide quality programs 
and facilities. 

· To encourage, through the Recreation Department, the availability of the highest quality 
programming in our community. 

· To encourage the development of sportsmanship, leadership skills, skills development, 
self esteem, enjoyment and creativity within the recreational community. 

 

APRIL 1995 

RECREATION DEPARTMENT RESPONSIBILITIES 

 

The Recreation Department is mandated by the first item of the District of Kitimat Statement 
of Objectives:  The provision of basic leisure services at a reasonable cost to anyone desiring 
programs or the use of facilities for which taxes have been, and are being, used. 

 

The mandate is carried out through policies of Council via the Manager with community 
input through the Advisory Recreation Commission and liaising with community groups and 
individuals. 
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Appendix C: Park Classifications 

 

 



 
 

 
 

 
 Community Neighbourhood Linear Pocket 

Purpose 

Serves larger 
geographic area 
than a 
neighbourhood; 
may host diverse 
natural features, 
provides several 
amenities or 
unique features 

Park space that is 
easily accessible by 
walking from 
surrounding area  
Serves as a social 
and recreational 
meeting place 

Linear parks that 
usually contain 
walkways or trails 
and occasionally 
streams. Walkways 
are used to reach 
destinations such as 
schools or 
downtown and 
minimize pedestrian 
interaction with 
vehicular traffic. 
Long linear spaces 
may be used for 
play and 
transportation as 
well as wildlife 
corridors. 
 

Small spaces 
downtown 
with a variety 
of amenities 
that add 
character and 
social 
opportunities 
within the 
built 
environment 

Typical 
Amenities 

Large natural 
areas 
Multiple 
amenities  
Splash Park 
Sport field(s) 
Parking 
Garbage facilities 
Dog waste bag 
dispensers 
Benches 
Picnic Tables 
Walkways and 
trails 

Play area may 
include open space, 
playground 
equipment, wading 
pools 
Walkway access 
Garbage facilities 
Dog waste bag 
dispensers 
Benches 
Picnic Tables 
 

Benches 
Flower gardens 
Garbage facilities 
Mowed and 
unmowed grass 
areas 
Walkways 
 

Walkways 
Benches 
Garbage 
facilities 
Flower 
gardens 
Trees 
Lighting 
Picnic Tables 
Greenspace, 
mowed or 
hard surface 
Public art 
 

Examples 

Minette Bay West 
Radley Park 
Hirsch Creek Park 
Sk8 Park 
Off Leash Dog 
Park 

Raley Street Park 
Heron Street Park 
Ray Brady 
Playground (Cable 
Car) 
Angle Street Park 

Green space with 
walkways behind 
residential lots 
Haisla Hill 
B2 Park 
Sumgas Creek 
Daudet Creek 

Centennial 
Park 
Coghlin Park 
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Appendix D: Partnerships and Contracts 

 

 

 



 
Tamitik Arena Concession Operations Open (Tender Process Underway) 
Fire Mountain Rifle Range Maintenance Fire Mountain Shooting Club 
Bill Rich Soccer Complex Management Kitimat Youth Soccer Association 
Rifle Range Clean-Up Kitimat Marlin Swim Club 
Snowflake Community Fairgrounds Snowflake Community Fairgrounds Society 
Canada Day Celebrations Festivals Kitimat / Kitimat Kinsmen Club 
Snowflake Seniors' Centre Kitimat Seniors Centre Association, Branch 129 
Kitimat Demon's Inter-City Adult Hockey Kitimat Demons Hockey Club 
Kitimat Youth Centre Kitimat Community Services Society 
Hirsch Creek Golf and Winter Club HCGWC Society 
Facility Users  Various  

(Minor Hockey, Figure Skating, Ladies Hockey, Adult 
Hockey Leagues, Martial Arts, Tae Kwon Do, 
Lacrosse, Minor Softball, Soccer Fields, Trade Shows 
/ Conferences / Sporting Events) 

Kitimat Grant Writer Nanci Warren 
Sparky’s Skate Guy Sparks 
Joint User Agreement Coast Mountain School District 82 
Departmental Recycling  Curb Appeal 

(Paper, cardboard, plastics and other small 
recyclables) 
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