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The District of North Vancouver
REPORT TO COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE

April 27, 2026
AUTHOR: Michael Gamble, Manager, Civic Facilities

SUBJECT: Strategic Facilities Plan Update

RECOMMENDATION:

THAT the Committee of the Whole support the current approach and development of the
Strategic Facilities Plan;

AND THAT the Committee of the Whole direct administration to bring forward a subsequent
report on the Strategic Facilities Plan to the Finance and Audit Committee in July outlining
progress to date and next steps.

REASON FOR REPORT:
This report is intended to:
¢ Provide Council with an updated overview of the scale, age and condition of the
District’s building portfolio and the associated service and risk implications;
e Explain why a strategic, service-based and risk-based approach is required to manage
District facilities sustainably over the long term; and
e Outline the work underway on the Strategic Facilities Plan, including how future
Council engagement will be phased and sequenced.

SUMMARY:

Council has considered Strategic Facilities Planning at several points over recent years. This
work supports a more consistent, long-term approach to managing the District’s building
portfolio in a way that sustains service delivery, manages risk, and aligns with
Council-approved plans and financial objectives.

The District owns and manages a large and aging facilities portfolio. While significant
renewal and replacement investments have been made over the past decade, many
buildings are now approaching or exceeding typical service life thresholds. Without a
strategic approach to prioritizing reinvestment, the District faces increasing risk of service
disruption, unplanned repairs, and constrained future options.
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This report connects current work to Council’s previously endorsed Strategic Facilities Plan
Framework principles (Attachment 1) and introduces service-based and risk-based thinking
as the foundation for future stages of the Strategic Facilities Plan. A service lens focuses on
how facilities enable District services, rather than viewing buildings in isolation. A risk lens
considers both the likelihood and consequences of facility failure, recognizing that not all
buildings carry the same service impact.

The Strategic Facilities Plan is a planning framework. It does not set service levels, approve
projects, or allocate funding. Future reports will build on this foundation and bring forward
findings, priority needs, and proposed next steps for Council consideration and direction.

BACKGROUND:

Council has previously endorsed a Strategic Facilities Planning Framework (Attachment 1)
that established high-level principles to guide future facility decisions. These principles
emphasize alignment with Council priorities, lifecycle cost management, consolidation and
co-location where appropriate, and planning ahead for buildings nearing the end of their
service life.

Since that time, staff have continued to advance renewal and replacement projects within
available funding, while also refining the analytical foundation required to support a more
strategic, portfolio-wide approach to facilities planning.

As reported in the 2025 State of the Assets Report (Attachment 2), the District owns and
manages over 100 facilities with a current replacement value (CRV) of approximately $921
million spread across 113,000 m? of floor space. The portfolio has a median building age of
approximately 41 years, and more than 20 buildings exceed or are approaching 60 years of
age.

While ongoing renewal and system upgrades have extended the useful life of many
buildings, age-related deterioration, evolving regulatory requirements, climate resilience
expectations, and changing service demands mean that a growing number of facilities are
now approaching major reinvestment or replacement decision points. Refer to Attachment 3
for a list of buildings and their respective condition ratings.

EXISTING POLICY:
Several District plans and policies impact the way in which District services are delivered and
how buildings are maintained, refurbished and replaced. Specifically, the following plans
include policies that impact building design, maintenance and refurbishment:

e Council's Strategic Directions;

e The Official Community Plan;

¢ 10-year Rolling Financial Plan;

e The Community Energy and Emission Plan - Impact 2050.
e The Climate Ready Municipal Buildings Policy;

e Strategic Facilities Plan Framework (June 2021); and

e The Transportation Plan;
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In addition, buildings need to address specific functional requirements that stem from the
approved strategic plans of the uses housed in District facilities including:
e Accessibility Plan 2023-2026;

e Child Care Action Plan-2020;

e Fire and Rescue Strategic Plan 2020-2025;

e Heritage Strategic Plan-2019;

e MONOVA 2020-2023 Strategic Plan;

e North Vancouver District Public Library 2024-2027 Strategic Plan;

e North Vancouver Recreation and Culture Commission Strategic Plan-2025;
e Parks and Open Space Strategic Plan-2012; and

e Rental and Affordable Housing Strategy-2016;

The SFP does not set service levels or approve individual capital projects. Decisions related
to services, funding, risk, and implementation remain subject to Council direction and are
guided by the 10-year Rolling Financial plan.

ANALYSIS:

Previous Council discussions and direction have established a set of Strategic Facilities Plan
Framework principles (Attachment 1) to guide how the District plans, renews, and manages
its facilities portfolio. In the context of this report, these principles can also be viewed as
opportunities to improve service outcomes, manage risk more intentionally, and create
long-term value for the community. A summary of the opportunities that can be considered
through the Council endorsed principles are:

e Align facilities with Council-approved goals and service strategies
Ensures facilities actively support evolving service needs and Council priorities, rather
than being managed solely based on age or condition.

¢ Improve accessibility, inclusivity, and user experience
Leverages renewal, major reinvestment, or replacement scoping to address
accessibility, safety, functionality, and inclusivity for staff, partners, and the public.

o Optimize space utilization and co-locate services where appropriate
Consolidates compatible services into shared or multi-use facilities, improving service
integration, flexibility, and long-term efficiency.

¢ Plan service locations to improve access and connectivity
Locates or relocates services where they are easier to reach by transit and active
transportation, supporting equitable access and broader land-use objectives.

o Extend service life through timely and strategic reinvestment
Protects existing assets and maximizes lifecycle value through bridge renewals or
major refurbishment where continued use aligns with service needs.
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e Make proactive decisions for facilities nearing the end of service life
Plans ahead for replacement scoping, consolidation, transition, or decommissioning,
rather than responding reactively to failure or emergency conditions.

e Advance climate, energy, and resilience objectives through facility investment
Integrates emissions reduction, energy performance, and climate resilience into
building decisions in a coordinated and cost-effective way.

Service-Based Thinking

Facilities exist to support service delivery. Service-based thinking shifts the focus from the
individual building alone to the service the building enables and the consequences to the
community if it becomes unavailable.

This distinction is important for Council because the District’s facilities portfolio is highly
varied. Facilities with similar physical condition ratings can have very different implications for
service delivery. For example, the failure of a fire hall and the failure of a park washroom do
not carry the same level of service impact. This service-based perspective is essential for
understanding relative risk across buildings that serve very different functions, and for
informing where limited resources should be directed to protect core municipal services.

Risk-Based Thinking

Risk-based thinking works alongside the service lens. It considers the likelihood that a facility
will fail or fall below an acceptable standard, and the consequence of that failure for service
delivery, the community, and the District’s financial position. Together, service and risk
assessment provide a structured basis for understanding where the District’s exposure is
greatest.

This information supports informed decision-making by Council by clarifying trade-offs
between investment, service levels, and risk. It helps guide the allocation of funding across
the portfolio and provides transparency around where the District is choosing to reduce risk,
where it may accept a higher level of risk, and where adjustments to levels of service may be
considered, in alignment with Council’s risk tolerance and strategic priorities.

Service Areas and Primary Service Providers

The Strategic Facilities Plan is organized around the District’'s Service Areas, to ensure
facilities are considered in relation to the services they enable rather than as standalone
assets.

For planning purposes, each facility is assigned a Primary Service Provider (PSP). The
Primary Service Provider represents the service provider most dependent on that facility and
best positioned to assess its importance to service continuity. This provides a consistent and
service-focused frame of reference for analysis, without changing service mandates or
decision authority. Where facilities support multiple services, financial impacts will be
addressed through proportional allocation to the respective Service Areas in later stages of
the Plan.
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Refer to Attachment 3 for the list of buildings and their assigned Service Area and Primary
Service Provider.

Lifecycle Context

Facilities follow a predictable deterioration pattern. As facilities age, the range of viable
options narrows. Decisions that could have been made earlier with greater flexibility
increasingly shift toward more disruptive and costly outcomes if deferred.

Even with ongoing renewal of building systems throughout the building’s life, older buildings
are more likely to require replacement, not only due to age but also because regulatory
requirements and the community’s needs have changed. Given that much of DNV's portfolio
is now in the 40-60 year age range, at or past the typical service life threshold for many
building systems, multiple facilities are approaching this decision point simultaneously.

Current Approach and Interim Measures

Work is underway in 2026 to refresh key facility data, including current replacement values
and condition information required to support service and risk-based assessment. This data
refresh will ensure that future Council discussions related to the Strategic Facilities Plan are
informed by current and consistent information.

In the near term, staff are managing facility renewal within existing capital funding
constraints, directing available investment toward the highest-risk needs while planning work
continues on other facilities. Council has approved funding for urgent and routine renewal
and has included a provision in the 2026—2030 Financial Plan associated with the Strategic
Facilities Plan. This provision supports interim measures to manage emerging risks and
maintain progress on priority facilities while longer-term planning work is completed. In
practice, interim investments are being directed toward three broad types of work:

e Interim Repairs and Bridge Renewal work: targeted investment to extend a facility's
safe, functional life for a defined period, typically 5-15 years, recognizing that a longer-
term solution will be required;

e Major Renewals: significant refurbishment or modernization where the intent is to
retain the facility long-term, typically an additional 20-30 years; or

e Replacement Scoping: early identification of facilities likely to require full
replacement, consolidation, or relocation, triggering advance planning and site
investigation. New buildings may last more than 60 years with proper maintenance
and investment in renewal throughout their lifecycle.

This approach provides a practical short-term response to an aging portfolio but is not a
long-term funding solution. The gap between the scale of reinvestment required to sustain
current service levels and available capital funding continues to grow, reinforcing the need
for a more strategic, portfolio-wide planning framework.
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Timing/Approval Process:

This report forms part of an intentionally phased Council engagement approach. Early
reports focus on shared understanding, frameworks, and analytical lenses. Future reports will
introduce additional components of the Strategic Facilities Plan and clarify where and when
Council direction will be sought.

Concurrence:

The service-based approach and risk-based approach described in this report has been
developed in collaboration with internal departments and service providers across the
organization, reflecting how facilities are used to deliver District services.

Financial Impacts:

The scale of reinvestment required across the District’s building portfolio exceeds the funding
available over the next ten years. The $754 million identified in the Rolling 10-year Financial
Plan represents the estimated cost of sustaining current service levels only, and does not
include additional requirements related to climate resilience or evolving service expectations.
The 2026-2030 Capital Plan prioritizes work within available funding and includes a $36
million provision for Interim Repairs and Bridge Renewal work, to address critical risks and
maintain asset functionality as planning advances. This approach helps manage near-term
pressures while medium and longer-term plans and strategies are further developed through
the 2027 Financial Planning process.

The Strategic Facilities Plan will inform the development of long-term service, investment,
and funding options for Council’s consideration. While there are no immediate financial
impacts associated with receiving this report, allocation of the $36 million for Interim Repairs
and Bridge Renewal work will be included in a Financial Plan Amendment and additional
information on medium- and longer-term strategies will be brought to the Finance & Audit
Committee to inform development of the 2027-2036 Capital Plan.

Liability/Risk:

The building portfolio has an overall physical condition rating of Poor, with a large share of
buildings at or past their service life. Without a framework for prioritizing investment by
service impact, there is a risk that available capital is directed based on urgency rather than
consequence, resulting in higher costs and fewer options over time.

The SFP addresses this by giving staff and Council a consistent basis for assessing where
the greatest risk lies and sequencing investment accordingly. Future reports will bring
forward condition and risk assessments by service area for Council consideration.

Social Policy Implications:
A service-based lens supports more equitable and transparent decision-making by focusing
on service continuity, accessibility, and community benefit across different service areas.

Environmental Impact:

Understanding service dependency allows environmental and climate resilience
considerations to be integrated more strategically when planning future facility renewals or
replacements.
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Public Input:

Public input has not been undertaken as part of this report. Opportunities for public
engagement and advisory committee input will be considered in later stages of the Strategic
Facilities Plan, as appropriate.

Conclusion:

The District’s portfolio is aging, the reinvestment gap is significant, and prioritizing within
current funding constraints is not a sustainable long-term strategy. The Strategic Facilities
Plan establishes a more structured approach based on service needs, informed by condition
and risk, and planned in a way that is realistic given available resources. No decisions or
commitments are being requested at this stage, and buildings continue to be maintained
within the approved provisions in the Financial Plan. The next update to the Finance and
Audit Committee in July will provide additional information on medium- and longer-term
strategies to inform development of the 2027-2036 Capital Plan.

The Strategic Facilities Plan provides a structured, transparent approach to managing
facilities in a way that supports service continuity, manages risk, and allows Council to
consider future choices with clearer information and greater flexibility.

Respectfully submitted,

/%ﬁ

Michael Gamble
Manager, Civic Facilities

Attachments:

Attachment 1: Strategic Facilities Plan Framework principles
Attachment 2: 2025 State of the Assets Report excerpt
Attachment 3: Building Condition List

REVIEWED WITH:
U Business and Economic U Finance o External Agencies:
U Bylaw Services L U Fire Services L U Library Board
U Clerk’s Office L dais L U Museum and Archives
U Climate and Biodiversity =~ U Human Resources L U NSEM L
U Communications o U Integrated Planning o U NS Health o
U Community Planning L aiTs L U NVRC L
U Development Engineering U Parks L U RCMP L
U Development Planning U Real Estate L U Other: L
U Engineering Operations . U Review and Compliance
U Environment o U Solicitor o
Q Facilities o Q utilities L

31



THIS PAGE LEFT BLANK INTENTIONALLY

32



Attachment 1: Strategic Facilities Plan Framework principles

| ]
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universal

District facilities will support the District’s
goals and objectives and will provide safe and implement the District’s goals and user group
inclusive spaces in a sustainable manner. strategic plans as endorsed by Council.

rvices where most ( lidate uses into shared buildings

most easny accessed. or sites.

o /ing zero em
advam.e of the 2050 t

Plan for the closure of buildings reaching Plan ahead - thereby allowing time to plan for
the end of their useful life. improved service and reduced net costs.
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Attachment 2: 2025 State of the Assets Report

DISTRICT OF
NORTH
VANCOUVER

Asset Management

2025 State of the Assets Report




DISTRICT OF

NORTH
VANCOUVER

State of Assets Overview

Service Areas and Asset Categories
Approximate Current Replacement Value ($M)

Transportation . Transportation 960
Buildings | Bullleruge 860
Water 670

. Drainage 540

Drainage B Ssanitary 410
Sanitary Parks (excludes buildings) 150
. Vehicles and Equipment 60

. Wharves 20

Vehicles and Equipment B Technology -
Wharves Bl Golf (excludes buildings) 20
L8 Technology Library (excludes buildings) 5

‘t’ Golf Notes:

» Current Replacement Value (CRV) is the estimated cost to replace an asset with a new asset of equivalent functionality
and capacity, using current design standards and market rates.

* Approximate CRV is based on assets included in the Tangible Capital Asset (TCA) reporting.

* Workis ongoing to improve the accuracy of our asset inventory, condition data, and cost estimates as part of our asset
management improvements.
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DISTRICT OF

NORTH
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Capital Planning
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Buildings Overview corcror

RTH
VANCOUVER
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By Buildings Overview (What does this mean?) ety

VANCOUVER

In Summary

1. Buildings are aging, and the maintenance backlog is growing
2. Several buildings no longer meet functional and service needs

3. Historical funding has been insufficient and is unsustainable long-term
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Attachment 3: Building Condition List

Year Installed / Physical | Physical | Functional | Functional | Demand/ | Demand /
Reconstruction | Building Condition | Condition | Condition | Condition | Capacity | Capacity

Asset Name Year Size (m?) Service Area Primary Service Provider Actual Target Actual Target Actual Target
Governance and

DNV Operations Centre 1996 3,908 |Admin Corporate D B (o] B D B
Governance and

DNV Municipal Hall 1994 6,528 |Admin Corporate D B C B
Governance and

DNV Operations Centre East Equipment Shelter 1960 786 |Admin Corporate D C D (o] D C

DNV Operations Centre Old Admin/Garage /Welding Governance and

Shop 1977 952  |Admin Corporate C D B D C
Governance and

DNV Operations Centre Old Warehouse 1960 582  |Admin Corporate D C D B D C
Governance and

DNV Operations Centre South Equipment Shelter 1980 301 |Admin Corporate B D C
Governance and

DNV Operations Centre Salt Shed 2012 103 |Admin Corporate (o] (o] C
Governance and

Grouse Mountain Salt Shed 1980 93 Admin Corporate C C C (o] (o] C
Parks, Recreation, and

Capilano Library 1985 1,615 |[Culture Libraries & Archives D B D B (o] B
Parks, Recreation, and

Parkgate Library 1994 1,525 |Culture Libraries & Archives C B C B B B
Parks, Recreation, and

Museum & Archives Community History Centre 1920 1,000 |Culture Libraries & Archives D B B B C B
Parks, Recreation, and

Lynn Valley Village - Library & North Commercial 2007 4,898 |[Culture Libraries & Archives C B C B C B
Parks, Recreation, and

Cates Park East Washrooms (Little Cates) 1975 31 Culture Parks & Golf C D B D C
Parks, Recreation, and

Panorama Park Washrooms 1994 102  |Culture Parks & Golf C D B D C
Parks, Recreation, and

Kilmer Park Field House 1968 112  |Culture Parks & Golf C D B C C
Parks, Recreation, and

Cates Park Washrooms and Caretaker House 1980 127 |Culture Parks & Golf
Parks, Recreation, and

Eldon Park Field House 1966 130 |Culture Parks & Golf
Parks, Recreation, and

McCartney Creek Park Concession & Field House 1995 186  |Culture Parks & Golf
Parks, Recreation, and

Bridgman Park Washrooms 1987 56 Culture Parks & Golf
Parks, Recreation, and

Parks Horticulture Nursery 1975 86 Culture Parks & Golf
Parks, Recreation, and

Viewlynn Park Washrooms 1970 27 Culture Parks & Golf
Parks, Recreation, and

Princess Park Washrooms 1970 56 Culture Parks & Golf
Parks, Recreation, and

Cleveland Park Field House 1980 197 |Culture Parks & Golf
Parks, Recreation, and

Inter River Park South Field House 1982 170  |Culture Parks & Golf
Parks, Recreation, and

Kirkstone Park Washrooms 1970 52 Culture Parks & Golf
Parks, Recreation, and

Myrtle Park Field House 2003 202  |Culture Parks & Golf
Parks, Recreation, and

Murdo Frazer Park Washrooms 2015 47 Culture Parks & Golf
Parks, Recreation, and

Norgate Park Changerooms 2016 129  |Culture Parks & Golf
Parks, Recreation, and

William Griffin Park Field Washrooms 2016 49 Culture Parks & Golf
Parks, Recreation, and

Windsor Field Washrooms 2011 57 Culture Parks & Golf
Parks, Recreation, and

Norgate Park Washrooms 2016 55 Culture Parks & Golf
Parks, Recreation, and

Parkgate Park Washrooms 2006 29 Culture Parks & Golf
Parks, Recreation, and

Delbrook Park Field House 2023 110 |Culture Parks & Golf
Parks, Recreation, and

Cates Park Concession & Washrooms 1975 255 |Culture Parks & Golf - Commercial
Parks, Recreation, and

Deep Cove Canoe & Kayak Centre 1988 338 |Culture Parks & Golf - Commercial
Parks, Recreation, and

Lynn Canyon Park Visitors Centre 2002 290 |Culture Parks & Golf - Commercial C B B B D B
Parks, Recreation, and

Northlands Golf Clubhouse 1997 950 [Culture Parks & Golf - Commercial D B B B B B
Parks, Recreation, and

Murdo Frazer Pitch & Putt Pro Shop 1995 27 Culture Parks & Golf - Commercial C B C C
Parks, Recreation, and

Maplewood Farm Farmer's House 1924 172 |Culture Parks & Golf - Commercial C B C B B C
Parks, Recreation, and

Lynn Canyon Ecology Centre 1971 418  |Culture Parks & Golf - Commercial D C C B B B
Parks, Recreation, and

Northlands Turf Centre 1997 700 |[Culture Parks & Golf - Commercial D C B C C C
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Year Installed / Physical | Physical | Functional | Functional | Demand/ | Demand /
Reconstruction | Building Condition | Condition | Condition | Condition | Capacity | Capacity

Asset Name Year Size (m?) Service Area Primary Service Provider Actual Target Actual Target Actual Target
Parks, Recreation, and

Maplewood Farm Greenhouse 1980 121 |Culture Parks & Golf - Commercial D C (o] (o] B C
Parks, Recreation, and

Northlands Pump House 1995 65 Culture Parks & Golf - Commercial C (o] (o] B C
Parks, Recreation, and

Maplewood Farm Visitors Centre 1999 149  |Culture Parks & Golf - Commercial
Parks, Recreation, and

Maplewood Farm Storage Barn 1920 275  |Culture Parks & Golf - Commercial
Parks, Recreation, and

Maplewood Farm Livestock Barn 1978 465  [Culture Parks & Golf - Commercial
Parks, Recreation, and

Murdo Frazer Park Guest Cabin (Log Cabin) 1945 74 Culture Parks & Golf - Commercial
Parks, Recreation, and

Murdo Frazer Park Main Cabin 1950 96 |Culture Parks & Golf - Commercial
Parks, Recreation, and

Maplewood Farm Washrooms 2014 56 Culture Parks & Golf - Commercial
Parks, Recreation, and

Northlands Turf Centre Sand Storage 1997 93 Culture Parks & Golf - Commercial
Parks, Recreation, and

Northlands Concession 1997 7 Culture Parks & Golf - Commercial
Parks, Recreation, and

Murdo Frazer Pitch & Putt Caretaker House 1975 62 Culture Parks & Golf - Commercial C C C B B C
Parks, Recreation, and

Murdo Frazer Pitch & Putt Turf Centre 2003 60 Culture Parks & Golf - Commercial C C B C B C

Gerry Brewer Building 1997 14,155 |Protective Services Protective Services

Fire Station #5 - Norgate 1972 557  |Protective Services Protective Services

Fire Station #3 - Montroyal 2013 598  |Protective Services Protective Services

Fire Station #4 - Parkgate 1994 1,022 |Protective Services Protective Services

Fire Station #2 - Lynn Valley 1973 1,156 |Protective Services Protective Services

Fire Station #1 - Maplewood Fire & Rescue Centre -

Main Building 2024 4,438 |Protective Services Protective Services

Fire Station #1 - Maplewood Fire & Rescue Centre -

Burn Prop 2024 211  |Protective Services Protective Services

Fire Station #1 - Maplewood Fire & Rescue Centre -

Commercial Prop 2024 671  |Protective Services Protective Services

Fire Station #1 - Maplewood Fire & Rescue Centre -

Residential Prop 2024 203 |Protective Services Protective Services
Planning and

1326 Main Street Building 1968 1,222 |Development Re Holdings C D B C C
Planning and

Residential - H1 1949 378 |Development Re Holdings © © B © ©
Planning and

Lynn Valley Village - Plaza 2007 2,415 |Development Re Holdings B B B B B
Planning and

Lynn Valley Village - South Commercial 2007 2,313 |Development Re Holdings C B B B B B
Planning and

Residential - C1 1976 349  |Development Re Holdings [ C C B D C
Planning and

Residential - S1 1959 157  |Development Re Holdings D [ C B C C
Planning and

Lynn Valley Village - Restaurant 2009 424  |Development Re Holdings D B B B B B
Planning and

Residential - H2 1985 240  |Development Re Holdings [ [ C B C C
Planning and

Lynn Valley Village - Parking Structure 2007 8,114 |Development Re Holdings B B B B B C
Planning and

Residential - H4 1949 180 |Development Re Holdings C C C B C C
Planning and

Residential - H3 1985 250 |Development Re Holdings C [ C B C C
Planning and

Lynn Valley Village - East Commercial 2007 438  |Development Re Holdings [ B B B B C
Planning and

Residential - K1 1954 197 |Development Re Holdings D D C C C D
Planning and

Old - Fire Training Centre Burn House 1983 166  |Development Re Holdings C
Planning and

Old - Fire Training Centre Main Building 1983 658  |Development Re Holdings D
Parks, Recreation, and

Lynn Valley Community Recreation Centre 1988 726 [Culture Recreation & Culture D B (o] B C B
Parks, Recreation, and -:

Deep Cove Cultural Centre 1992 572 [Culture Recreation & Culture C C B C
Parks, Recreation, and

Parkgate Community Centre 2000 4,686 |Culture Recreation & Culture D B C B B B
Parks, Recreation, and

Hendry Hall 1944 280  [Culture Recreation & Culture C D B D C
Parks, Recreation, and

Ron Andrews Community Recreation Centre 1974 2,982 |Culture Recreation & Culture D D B
Parks, Recreation, and

Karen Magnussen Community Recreation Centre 1975 6,001 |[Culture Recreation & Culture D D B
Parks, Recreation, and

Delbrook Community Recreation Centre 2016 14,087 |Culture Recreation & Culture B
Parks, Recreation, and

North Vancouver Tennis Centre 1994 6,170 |Culture Recreation & Culture C B B B B B
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Year Installed / Physical | Physical | Functional | Functional | Demand/ | Demand /
Reconstruction | Building Condition | Condition | Condition | Condition | Capacity | Capacity

Asset Name Year Size (m?) Service Area Primary Service Provider Actual Target Actual Target Actual Target
Parks, Recreation, and

RNB Dance School 1908 288 |Culture Recreation & Culture D C B B B C
Parks, Recreation, and

Lynn Creek Community Recreation Centre 2024 2,508 |Culture Recreation & Culture B B B
Parks, Recreation, and

Seymour Dance 1989 470  [Culture Recreation & Culture D C B B C C
Parks, Recreation, and

Lions Gate Community Recreation Centre 2022 7,762 |Culture Recreation & Culture B B B
Social Services and

Capilano United Church - Education Building 1961 912  [Housing Social Services D B D B (o] B
Social Services and

Lynnmour Jaycee House & Creative Childcare Centre 1981 290 [Housing Social Services D B D B (o] B
Social Services and

Maplewood | Hope Centre 1975 416 |Housing Social Services D B D B (o] B
Social Services and

Seymour Youth Centre 1992 382 |Housing Social Services D B D B C B
Social Services and

Lynn Valley Kids Club Preschool 1975 192 |Housing Social Services D B (o] B D B
Social Services and

The Grove Childcare 2015 193 |Housing Social Services C B B B B
Social Services and

Capilano United Church - Church Building 1925 388  |Housing Social Services D C D B C C
Social Services and

Lynn Valley Parent Participation Preschool 1908 280 |Housing Social Services C B D B B B
Social Services and

Residential - 01 1977 206 |Housing Social Services D C C B C C
Social Services and

Capilano United Church - Residential House 1961 240  |Housing Social Services D C C C C C
Social Services and

Residential - M2 1976 241  |Housing Social Services D C C B C C
Social Services and

Residential - D1 1951 368 |Housing Social Services B C C B C C
Social Services and

Mollie Nye House 1913 342 |Housing Social Services C B B B B B
Social Services and

Residential - M1 1975 204  |Housing Social Services C C C B C C
Social Services and

Little Rascals' Daycare 2003 474 |Housing Social Services C C C C C C
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