Cloverdale Town Centre Plan Update
Survey Results

July 11 2018
The results of this survey, conducted between June 14 2018 and July 8 2018, are not weighted to the City of Surrey’s population.

Background

The City of Surrey is updating the Cloverdale Town
Centre Plan to reflect current conditions and
future needs. The plan will support the City’s
vision for vibrant, connected, and livable
communities, and provide direction for future
development in the area.

These results are based on 2 online surveys:
Open Community survey (June 14 - July 8 2018) – 543* survey participants
CitySpeaks Panel survey (June 19 - July 7 2018) – 169* survey participants (residents of Cloverdale)
*In total, 712 survey participants started the survey. However, 201 only answered the first question about the vision statement, as such, most
of these results are generated from a base of 511 survey responses.

Live or Own a Property/Business within the Plan Update Area
Live or own a property/business within the
Cloverdale Town Centre Plan Update Area

No 62%

Yes 38%

Q: Do you live or own a property/business within the Cloverdale Town Centre Plan Update Area?
Q: Do you live or own property in Surrey?
Total participants: 424/262

Live or own property in Surrey
No 3%

Yes 97%

Connection to Cloverdale Town Centre Plan Update Area

I own a home here

62%

I own a business here

20%

I work within this area

14%

I rent here

12%

I own other property here
None of the above

6%
2%

Q: Which of the following best describes your connection to the Cloverdale Town Centre Plan Update Area. Select all that apply.
Total participants: 162

Context & Vision for Cloverdale Town Centre
The Town Centre Plan reflects local identity and values and supports the city’s broader vision of becoming a greener, more
complete, more compact and connected community that is resilient, safer, inclusive, healthier and more beautiful.
Earlier we asked residents to identify places and characteristics that define Cloverdale’s Town Centre, and enhancements
they’d like to see in the area. This input was used to develop the following vision statement.
“Cloverdale Town Centre will be a distinctive, thriving centre for residential, commercial, social, cultural, and recreational
activities for all residents in the community of Cloverdale. The revitalized Town Centre will build upon community life that
has historically been focused on 176 Street and 176A Street.
For local residents, it will be a pedestrian-friendly neighbourhood with a variety of housing types, local businesses and
services, unique streetscapes, and public gathering spaces. As the historical heart of the city, Cloverdale Town Centre will
celebrate its heritage and embrace its role as a destination that attracts visitors from other parts of Surrey and the region
as well.”

Vision Statement

For some survey participants the vision statement
does not capture (or does not capture sufficiently)
recreational facilities, transportation improvements,
parking, affordability, schools and the people of
Cloverdale.

Many survey participants believe it is important to
maintain the ‘small town’ feel and heritage of
Cloverdale and are concerned that this will be lost
with the planned development in the area.

Q: Does this vision statement capture what matters most to you?
Q: If not, what's missing? Please refer to the Verbatims file to read all the comments submitted by survey participants for this question.
Total participants: 712/43

Comments on the Vision Statement
A number of survey participants focused on the need to improve the availability of parking in the downtown core.
Others focused on the ‘pedestrian friendly’ element and while pleased with the concept are concerned that the
downtown core does not become a car-free zone and that there will still be ample street parking to maintain easy access
to local businesses.
Other issues/concerns include:
• Making Cloverdale town centre more ‘compact’ as the area is already facing serious congestion issues
• Some existing infrastructure/amenities e.g. schools, parks etc. are reported as being at capacity and cannot support
the planned population growth leaving some to highlight the need for more schools and parks not housing in
Cloverdale.
• Increasing the density of housing will decrease the overall livability for many of the residents.
• Others mentioned the need to improve transit (areas covered and frequency of service) and walkability in the area to
support this growth.

Q: Other comments? Please refer to the Verbatims file to read all the comments submitted by survey participants for this question.
Total participants: 72

Future Land Use Concept

The draft land use plan provides a guide
to the locations, types (e.g., commercial)
and forms (e.g., townhouses) of future
land uses within the Town Centre.

Future Land Use Concept: Residential Features
The draft land use plan proposes more residential dwellings within walking distance of the Town Centre’s historical
commercial district to support walkable local businesses, including restaurants and small retail shops.
The following housing forms are being considered for neighbourhoods within walking distance of Cloverdale’s downtown.

Residential Form 1 – Northeast of downtown: duplexes or rowhouses with
driveways on rear lanes

Strongly Like

9%

Like

28%

Neutral

Dislike

Strongly Dislike

Q: Tell us what you think of the following: Northeast of downtown: duplexes or rowhouses with driveways on rear lanes.
Conceptual rendering looking southwest from 179 Street & 60 Avenue.
Total participants: 511

23%

18%

23%

Residential Form 1 – Northeast of downtown: duplexes or rowhouses with
driveways on rear lanes
I don’t like this option because…
I like this area the way it is

16%

The draft land use is out of character
with surrounding uses
Too different from existing
Too much parking will result

11%
2%
5%

Too much traffic will result
Don’t like the way it looks
Other

34%
8%
23%

Many survey participants mentioned a number of
these reasons in their ‘Other’ comments.
Other reasons include: the existing infrastructure
(roads, parking, schools etc.) cannot support the
growth planned, the housing is too dense and crime
rates will likely increase.

Q: Tell us why you dislike this option and what you would rather see by selecting from reasons provided or entering other. I don’t like this option because...
Please refer to the Verbatims file to read all the comments submitted by survey participants for this question.
Total participants: 207

Residential Form 1 – Northeast of downtown: duplexes or rowhouses with
driveways on rear lanes
I would rather see the following land use(s) at this location…
Single-family homes
Duplexes
Rowhouses

57%
6%
0%

Townhouses

4%

Apartments

3%
Some survey participants want the area to remain as it is.

Mixed-use (Commercial/residential)
Other

12%
16%

Other uses include: parks and green areas, commercial/
retail space, a swimming pool, a high school or a
community centre/hall.

Q: I would rather see the following land use(s) at this location:
Please refer to the Verbatims file to read all the comments submitted by survey participants for this question.
Total participants: 207

Residential Form 2 – East of downtown: Apartments north of Cloverdale Traditional
School, and townhomes stepping down from apartments to the west

Strongly Like

9%

Like

39%

Neutral

Dislike

Strongly Dislike

Q: East of downtown: Apartments north of Cloverdale Traditional School, and townhomes stepping down from apartments to the west.
Conceptual rendering looking west from 179 Street linear park.
Total participants: 509

23%

13%

17%

Residential Form 2 – East of downtown: Apartments north of Cloverdale Traditional
School, and townhomes stepping down from apartments to the west
I don’t like this option because…
I like this area the way it is

17%

The draft land use is out of character
with surrounding uses

17%

Too different from existing

4%

Too much parking will result

6%

Too much traffic will result
Don’t like the way it looks
Other

34%
2%
21%

Many survey participants mentioned a number of
these reasons in their ‘Other’ comments.
Other reasons include: it is too much density for the
infrastructure (water, sewage, schools etc.) in place,
if existing rental units are eliminated many current
residents won’t be able to afford higher rents and
parking availability will be an increasing issue.

Q: Tell us why you dislike this option and what you would rather see by selecting from reasons provided or entering other. I don’t like this option because...
Please refer to the Verbatims file to read all the comments submitted by survey participants for this question.
Total participants: 150

Residential Form 2 – East of downtown: Apartments north of Cloverdale Traditional
School, and townhomes stepping down from apartments to the west
I would rather see the following land use(s) at this location…
Single-family homes
Duplexes

51%
3%

Rowhouses

4%

Townhouses

4%

Apartments
Mixed-use (Commercial/residential)
Other

1%
Some survey participants want the area to remain as it is.

13%
23%

Other uses include: apartment/townhouse combinations
with affordable rents, single-family homes with size
restrictions or parks.

Q: I would rather see the following land use(s) at this location:
Please refer to the Verbatims file to read all the comments submitted by survey participants for this question.
Total participants: 150

Residential Form 3 - In the northwest (west of Highway 15): Rowhouses with rear
lane access and townhomes west of Cloverdale Catholic Parish Centre

Strongly Like

11%

Like

35%

Neutral

Dislike

Strongly Dislike

Q: In the northwest (west of Highway 15): Rowhouses with rear lane access and townhomes west of Cloverdale Catholic Parish Centre.
Conceptual rendering looking southeast from 173B Street and 60 Avenue.
Total participants: 507

25%

12%

17%

Residential Form 3 - In the northwest (west of Highway 15): Rowhouses with rear
lane access and townhomes west of Cloverdale Catholic Parish Centre
I don’t like this option because…
I like this area the way it is

15%

The draft land use is out of character
with surrounding uses
Too different from existing
Too much parking will result

11%
5%
7%

Too much traffic will result
Don’t like the way it looks
Other

36%
Many survey participants mentioned a number of
these reasons in their ‘Other’ comments.

6%
21%

Other reasons include: crime rates will increase,
there are not enough schools and amenities in place
and it eliminates affordable housing in the area.

Q: Tell us why you dislike this option and what you would rather see by selecting from reasons provided or entering other. I don’t like this option because...
Please refer to the Verbatims file to read all the comments submitted by survey participants for this question.
Total participants: 149

Residential Form 3 - In the northwest (west of Highway 15): Rowhouses with rear
lane access and townhomes west of Cloverdale Catholic Parish Centre
I would rather see the following land use(s) at this location…
Single-family homes
Duplexes

62%
5%

Townhouses

1%

Apartments

1%

Mixed-use (Commercial/residential)
Other

11%
19%

Some survey participants want the area to remain as it is.
Other uses include: parks and recreation areas, a
swimming pool, daycares, schools or retail space.

Q: I would rather see the following land use(s) at this location:
Please refer to the Verbatims file to read all the comments submitted by survey participants for this question.
Total participants: 149

Residential Form 4 - West of Highway 15 (south of the Catholic Parish Centre):
Townhomes and duplexes or rowhouses transitioning to single-family

Strongly Like

11%

Like

34%

Neutral

Dislike

Strongly Dislike

Q: West of Highway 15 (south of the Catholic Parish Centre): Townhomes and duplexes or rowhouses transitioning to single-family.
Conceptual rendering looking east from 173 Street.
Total participants: 505

20%

15%

20%

Residential Form 4 - West of Highway 15 (south of the Catholic Parish Centre):
Townhomes and duplexes or rowhouses transitioning to single-family
I don’t like this option because…
I like this area the way it is

17%

The draft land use is out of character
with surrounding uses
Too different from existing

11%
6%

Too much parking will result

11%

Too much traffic will result
Don’t like the way it looks
Other

36%
5%
15%

Many survey participants mentioned a number of these
reasons in their ‘Other’ comments.
Other reasons include: townhomes are too close to the
highway, the area will be too densely populated and the
existing infrastructure cannot support the increase in
population.

Q: Tell us why you dislike this option and what you would rather see by selecting from reasons provided or entering other. I don’t like this option because...
Please refer to the Verbatims file to read all the comments submitted by survey participants for this question.
Total participants: 177

Residential Form 4 - West of Highway 15 (south of the Catholic Parish Centre):
Townhomes and duplexes or rowhouses transitioning to single-family
I would rather see the following land use(s) at this location…
Single-family homes
Duplexes
Townhouses
Apartments
Mixed-use (Commercial/residential)
Other

60%
7%
3%
2%
11%
16%

Some survey participants want the area to remain as it is.
Other uses include: green space and parks, recreation
facilities, daycares or schools.

Q: I would rather see the following land use(s) at this location:
Please refer to the Verbatims file to read all the comments submitted by survey participants for this question.
Total participants: 177

Residential Form 5 - Northeast of Highway 10 & 180 Street (Bourassa Farm site): Mixeduse on the corner stepping down to apartments, townhomes and single-family homes

Strongly Like

15%

Like

40%

Neutral

Dislike

Strongly Dislike

17%

12%

16%

Q: Northeast of Highway 10 & 180 Street (Bourassa Farm site): Mixed-use on the corner stepping down to apartments, townhomes and single-family homes.
Conceptual rendering looking northeast from 180 Street and Highway 10.
Total participants: 505

Residential Form 5 - Northeast of Highway 10 & 180 Street (Bourassa Farm site): Mixeduse on the corner stepping down to apartments, townhomes and single-family homes
I don’t like this option because…
I like this area the way it is

15%

The draft land use is out of
character with surrounding uses
Too different from existing
Too much parking will result

9%
7%
5%

Too much traffic will result
Don’t like the way it looks

Other

29%
Many survey participants mentioned a number of
these reasons in their ‘Other’ comments.

7%
29%

Other reasons include: townhouses are too close to
the highway, too much density is planned and the
existing infrastructure cannot support this growth.

Q: Tell us why you dislike this option and what you would rather see by selecting from reasons provided or entering other. I don’t like this option because...
Please refer to the Verbatims file to read all the comments submitted by survey participants for this question.
Total participants: 138

Residential Form 5 - Northeast of Highway 10 & 180 Street (Bourassa Farm site): Mixeduse on the corner stepping down to apartments, townhomes and single-family homes
I would rather see the following land use(s) at this location…
Single-family homes
Duplexes

36%
5%

Rowhouses

1%

Townhouses

2%

Apartments

2%

Mixed-use (Commercial/residential)
Other

Some survey participants want the area to remain as it is.

12%
41%

Q: I would rather see the following land use(s) at this location:
Please refer to the Verbatims file to read all the comments submitted by survey participants for this question.
Total participants: 138

Other uses include: a hospital, parks/green space, schools
or commercial space with sufficient parking.

Future Land Use Concept: Commercial Features

The plan encourages small scale commercial
development in the Town Centre core while
continuing to support larger format autooriented commercial and industrial uses
along Highway 10 and to the south.

Commercial Features - Expanding the Mixed-use Downtown Core to the Intersection
of Highway 15 (175 St) & Highway 10 (56 Ave)
52%

26%

Like

Neutral

22%

Dislike

This proposal is disliked because include the area is already very
congested and this will be exacerbated with the planned increase in
population density, there will be less parking available, businesses will
suffer more and Cloverdale’s ‘old small town feel’ will be disrupted.

Q: What do you think about expanding the mixed-use downtown core to the intersection of Highway 15 (175 St) & Highway 10 (56 Ave)?
Conceptual rendering looking northeast from Highway 10 and Highway 15.
Please refer to the Verbatims file to read all the comments submitted by survey participants for this question.
Total participants: 445

Commercial Features 2 – Redistributing Public Parking Lots to Allow for the
Revitalization of 176A Street
The old plan designated several lots along 176A Street for public parking. The new concept would consolidate these into
a few lots to allow for more residential development to occur adjacent to the downtown.
43%
30%

Like

27%

Neutral

Dislike

The main reasons for disliking the plan are that there will be fewer
parking spaces available, the area will be more congested, not
everyone can walk to the downtown core and local businesses will
suffer as a result.

Q: What do you think about the redistribution of public parking lots to allow for revitalization of 176A Street?
Designated public parking areas in downtown: Old plan (left) vs. new plan (right).
Please refer to the Verbatims file to read all the comments submitted by survey participants for this question.
Total participants: 479

Locations of Parks & Open Spaces
The plan includes new parkland to provide more recreational space for a growing local population.

61%

26%
13%

Like

Q: Tell us what you think of the following park locations:
Total participants: 469

Neutral

Dislike

Location of Parks & Open Spaces
Frequently mentioned reasons for disliking the proposed park locations include:
•
•
•
•
•

There is a need for even more green space and parks with trails and picnic areas
Park areas should be larger to cater to the increasing population many of whom will have little or no private green space
A park is needed in downtown Cloverdale
There should be more green space between structures e.g. courtyard-style green spaces in apartment buildings
Concerns that existing neighbourhoods will be negatively impacted and existing residents displaced e.g. around
Neighbourhood Park.

Q: Tell us what you think of the following park locations. Please tell us why.
Please refer to the Verbatims file to read all the comments submitted by survey participants for this question.
Total participants: 55

Types of Park Amenities
Walking Paths

80%

Lawn/open space

62%

Play Structures

57%

Benches

54%

Splash Park

45%

Dog Park

41%

Sports Courts

30%

Other
I have no preference

10%
5%

Q: What types of park amenities would you like to see? Select your top 5 preferences.
Please refer to the Verbatims file to read all the comments submitted by survey participants for this question.
Total participants: 469

Other park amenities includes:
• Gardens/trees/shrubs
• Natural space
• Picnic/BBQ areas
• Bike area for children
• Walking/running track
• Paved paths for those using strollers and
wheelchairs
• Workout equipment/fitness stations
• Outdoor climbing walls/parkour area
• Swimming pool

Types of Park Amenities
Some of the comments reiterated some of the additional types of amenities requested previously. Other survey
participants mentioned:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Dog parks
Public washrooms
Drinking fountains
Seating/shaded seating areas
Visually appealing art work/sculptures
The need for regular maintenance of gardens and parks
There are also concerns about public safety and the increased risk of crime and homelessness in the parks.

Q: Other comments? Please refer to the Verbatims file to read all the comments submitted by survey participants for this question.
Total participants: 72

Place-Making Features
The plan supports initiatives such as gateway signage, public art, street furniture and lighting to enhance the historical
identity of the downtown. While the 176 Street Character Area has seen significant improvements over the years, 176A
Street could be further enhanced to achieve a unified look and feel in the district.

Enhancement Projects Prioritized
Streetscape Furniture or Enhancements i.e. benches, light poles

66%

Beautification i.e. ornamental tree grates, in-ground plantings

61%

Park/Plaza Improvements

51%

Historical Features i.e. monuments, markers, interpretive signage

50%

Gateway Entry Features i.e. signage, foliage/plantings

42%

Public Art i.e. statues, art installations
Other
I have no preference

31%
6%
8%

Q: Which enhancement projects would you like to see prioritized? Select all that apply.
Please refer to the Verbatims file to read all the comments submitted by survey participants for this question.
Total participants: 461

Other enhancements includes:
- Providing easy walkable access to the town centre area
- Improving parking
- Installing more hanging baskets
- Promoting Cloverdale's history and heritage by
maintaining the "old town" frontage.

Maintaining Historical Building Heights in the 176 Street Character Area

Like

83%

Neutral

Dislike

14%

The main reasons for disliking the plan are:
- The buildings need to be updated and the area modernized
- Meanwhile, others support increasing the height of the
buildings to 4 storeys while preserving their character and style.

4%

Q: The buildings along 176 Street are 1-2 storeys in height. How do you feel about maintaining these historical building heights in the 176 Street Character Area?
Q: Please explain why. Please refer to the Verbatims file to read all the comments submitted by survey participants for this question.
Total participants: 461

Highest Priority Enhancement Projects
Streetscape Furniture or Enhancements i.e. benches, light poles

34%

Beautification i.e. ornamental tree grates, in-ground plantings

25%

Park/Plaza Improvements

25%

Historical Features i.e. monuments, markers, interpretive signage

24%

Gateway Entry Features i.e. signage, foliage/plantings

7%

Public Art i.e. statues, art installations

7%

Q: Which of these projects would be your highest priority?
Total participants: 351

Transportation Plan

The transportation plan includes new local
roads (circled in yellow) to improve connectivity
in the existing street network and support
higher concentrations of residential
development near the downtown.

Transportation Plan
Among those who do not support the plan, some of the
reasons mentioned are:

57%

•

29%

•
•
•
•

14%

•
•
Yes

No

Neutral

There is already heavy traffic congestion in the area and
there are concerns that the proposed infrastructure will be
insufficient to support the growing population;
Skytrain or LRT should be a priority;
There will be less parking available;
The increased traffic flowing through residential
neighbourhoods will impact the tranquility of these areas;
There are safety concerns with building a new road close to
an elementary school and a new park;
Some of these new roads would be at the expense of
existing homes;
Some survey participants mentioned that there should be
more extensive use made of roundabouts and bike routes
in the plans.

Q: Do you generally support the draft Transportation Plan?
Q: Please explain why. Please refer to the Verbatims file to read all the comments submitted by survey participants for this question.
Total participants: 447

Transportation Plan
Other comments related to:
•

The need for a comprehensive transit service (bus, LRT or Skytrain) for all areas of Cloverdale to provide residents with
a viable alternative to being car-dependent.

•

The need for more parking spaces particularly where housing density will be increased.

•

The need for walking paths, bike paths and sidewalks to improve access to and from the downtown core.

•
•

Improved maintenance and repair of existing roads.
The need for more traffic lights, left-turn lanes, roundabouts and crosswalks for more effective and safe traffic
management.

Q: Other comments? Please refer to the Verbatims file to read all the comments submitted by survey participants for this question.
Total participants: 58

Stormwater Management

Drainage infrastructure upgrades are highlighted in blue on
the following maps (with the number indicating the
required pipe size in millimetres). The cost of utility
upgrades are offset by development fees (i.e., Development
Cost Charges).

Stormwater Management
60%

39%

1%
Yes

No

Q: Do you generally support the draft Stormwater Management Plan?
Please refer to the Verbatims file to read all the comments submitted by survey participants for this question.
Total participants: 438

Neutral

Stormwater Management
Survey participants who commented mentioned:
•
•
•

Their concerns about the propensity of existing areas to flood after heavy rains.
More development in the area requires a greater stormwater infrastructure.
Support for being proactive and upgrading the infrastructure prior to the increased development.

Q: Other comments? Please refer to the Verbatims file to read all the comments submitted by survey participants for this question.
Total participants: 15

Sanitary Sewer Plan

Sanitary sewer infrastructure upgrades are
highlighted in blue on the following maps (with
the number indicating the required pipe size in
millimetres). The cost of utility upgrades are
offset by development fees (i.e., Development
Cost Charges).

Sanitary Sewer Plan
60%

39%

1%
Yes

No

Q: Do you generally support the draft Sanitary Sewer Plan?
Please refer to the Verbatims file to read all the comments submitted by survey participants for this question.
Total participants: 436

Neutral

Sanitary Sewer Plan
Some survey participants admitted that they do not know enough about the topic to provide an informed view.
There are concerns about whether the planned work will be sufficient or whether there will be a need to do further
work in the future, while others do not want to see property taxes increased as a results of this development.

Q: Other comments? Please refer to the Verbatims file to read all the comments submitted by survey participants for this question.
Total participants: 9

Water Service Plan

Water infrastructure upgrades are highlighted in blue on the
following maps (with the number indicating the required pipe
size in millimetres). The cost of utility upgrades are offset by
development fees (i.e., Development Cost Charges).

Water Service Plan

58%

39%

Some survey participants mentioned that the water
supply and water pressure to current residents are
not optimal, so even more upgrades are necessary to
ensure the problems are not exacerbated with the
planned development in the area.

3%
Yes

No

Neutral

Q: Do you generally support the draft Water System Service Plan?
Q: Please explain why. Please refer to the Verbatims file to read all the comments submitted by survey participants for this question.
Total participants: 436

Water Service Plan
Some survey participants expressed concerns that the work and materials used be long-lasting to avoid having to dig up
these roads again in the near future and that the work planned is the most cost-effective.
Another requested that roads are fully repaved and not simply patched-up once the sewers and water lines have been laid.

Q: Other comments? Please refer to the Verbatims file to read all the comments submitted by survey participants for this question.
Total participants: 11

A Sample of Final Comments on the Cloverdale Town Centre Update Plan
“It is important to me that Cloverdale Town Centre has lots of trees along
the streets, benches to sit and rest, and a feeling of being in a safe,
relaxing, and pleasant destination. Keep the stores unique, not allowing
"chain stores" to infringe on the feel of the main street.”
“Though there is a housing shortage, my concern is overcrowding in the local
schools which we already have and lack of housing being affordable.”
It looks like you are planning to greatly increase the local
population and that will be a problem if there are not enough
facilities to handle the increase. Parking? Grocery stores? etc.

“Very impressed with the overall plan.”

“With the amount of people that you are planning to bring into the
community (apartments, townhouses, rowhomes) it does look that
you need to provide more parks/green areas.”

“My main concern is the lack of parking in the city core. We are
adding so much additional housing but not adding to the parking
we have now. People will go elsewhere to shop or do business if
they are inconvenienced. It would be a shame for our quaint town
centre to suffer or die due to lack of planning.”
“Overall, this draft looks promising even though the increasing
density will forever change the small town feel of Cloverdale.”
“I don't like it. Too dense. Too many cars. Too much traffic.”

“Transit needs to be addressed and very accessible for people to use it.
Cloverdale needs to have an inviting pedestrian friendly core with enough
parking. Businesses and new housing need to have underground parking
where possible. There needs to be green space and small city squares.”

Q: Do you have any other comments about the draft Cloverdale Town Centre Update Plan?
Please refer to the Verbatims file to read all the comments submitted by survey participants for this question.
Total participants: 199

Appendix

Residential Form 1 – Northeast of downtown: duplexes or rowhouses with
driveways on rear lanes by Relationship with Plan Update Area

9%
21%

Strongly Like

9%

33%

28%

19%
23%

Like
Neutral

8%

24%
25%

Dislike

15%

Strongly Dislike

26%

20%

Live or own a property/business
Do not live or own a
within the Plan Update Area property/business within the Plan
Update Area

18%

23%
Overall

Residential Form 2 – East of downtown: Apartments north of Cloverdale Traditional
School, and townhomes stepping down from apartments to the west by Relationship
with Plan Update Area
9%

8%

29%
47%

9%

39%

Strongly Like

Like

24%
23%

Neutral
Dislike

14%

21%
13%

Strongly Dislike
25%

12%
11%

Live or own a property/business
Do not live or own a
within the Plan Update Area property/business within the Plan
Update Area

17%
Overall

Residential Form 3 - In the northwest (west of Highway 15): Rowhouses with rear
lane access and townhomes west of Cloverdale Catholic Parish Centre by Relationship
with Plan Update Area
10%

10%

11%

40%

35%

28%
Strongly Like
Like

25%

Neutral
Dislike

24%

25%

14%

Strongly Dislike

11%
23%

14%

Live or own a property/business
Do not live or own a
within the Plan Update Area property/business within the Plan
Update Area

12%
17%
Overall

Residential Form 4 - West of Highway 15 (south of the Catholic Parish Centre):
Townhomes and duplexes or rowhouses transitioning to single-family by Relationship
with Plan Update Area
11%

10%

25%
41%
Strongly Like

Dislike

34%

17%

Like
Neutral

11%

20%

22%

21%
11%

Strongly Dislike
25%

17%

Live or own a property/business
Do not live or own a
within the Plan Update Area property/business within the Plan
Update Area

15%
20%
Overall

Residential Form 5 - Northeast of Highway 10 & 180 Street (Bourassa Farm site): Mixeduse on the corner stepping down to apartments, townhomes and single-family homes by
Relationship with Plan Update Area
14%

15%

15%

31%
46%

Strongly Like
Like

20%

Neutral

Dislike

40%

14%

Strongly Dislike

15%
11%

22%

13%

Live or own a property/business
Do not live or own a
within the Plan Update Area property/business within the Plan
Update Area

17%
12%
16%
Overall

Commercial Features - Expanding the Mixed-use Downtown Core to the Intersection
of Highway 15 (175 St) & Highway 10 (56 Ave) by Relationship with Plan Update Area

48%

58%

52%

Like
Neutral

27%

Dislike

23%
25%

Live or own a property/business
within the Plan Update Area

26%

19%

22%

Do not live or own a
property/business within the
Plan Update Area

Overall

Commercial Features 2 – Redistributing Public Parking Lots to Allow for the
Revitalization of 176A Street by Relationship with Plan Update Area

25%

34%

30%

23%
28%

Like

27%

Neutral
Dislike
52%

Live or own a property/business
within the Plan Update Area

39%

43%

Do not live or own a
property/business within the
Plan Update Area

Overall

Location of Parks & Open Spaces by Relationship with Plan Update Area

62%

61%

61%

23%

27%

26%

15%

13%

13%

Live or own a property/business
within the Plan Update Area

Do not live or own a
property/business within the
Plan Update Area

Overall

Like
Neutral

Dislike

Maintaining Historical Building Heights in the 176 Street Character Area
by Relationship with Plan Update Area

83%

82%

83%

12%

15%

14%

5%

3%

4%

Live or own a property/business
within the Plan Update Area

Do not live or own a
property/business within the
Plan Update Area

Overall

Like
Neutral
Dislike

Transportation Plan by Relationship to Plan Update Area

46%
64%

Yes
No

57%

20%
10%

Neutral
34%

Live or own a property/business
within the Plan Update Area

14%

26%

29%

Do not live or own a
property/business within the
Plan Update Area

Overall

Stormwater Management by Relationship to Plan Update Area

46%
64%

Yes
No

20%

60%

1%
10%

Neutral
34%

Live or own a property/business
within the Plan Update Area

39%
26%

Do not live or own a
property/business within the
Plan Update Area

Overall

Sanitary Sewer Plan by Relationship to Plan Update Area

56%

62%

60%

1%

1%

37%

39%

Do not live or own a
property/business within the
Plan Update Area

Overall

Yes
No

2%

Neutral

42%

Live or own a property/business
within the Plan Update Area

Water Service Plan by Relationship to Plan Update Area

54%

Yes
No

61%

58%

2%

3%

42%

37%

39%

Live or own a property/business
within the Plan Update Area

Do not live or own a
property/business within the
Plan Update Area

Overall

4%

Neutral

