
ORDER OF BUSINESS 
 

REGULAR MEETING OF CITY COUNCIL 
 

MONDAY, JUNE 18, 2012 AT 6:00 P.M. 
 
 
1. Approval of Minutes of meeting held on May 28, 2012. 
 
 
 
2. Public Acknowledgements 
 
PRESENTATION: CAMA Award – Jim Toye, CAMA Past President 
 
 
 
3. Hearings (6:00 p.m.) 
 
a) Proposed Rosewood Neighbourhood Concept Plan Amendment 
 Multi-Unit (Townhouse) to Multi-Unit (Medium Density) 
 Applicant:  Rosewood Land Inc. 
 (File No. CK. 4351-012-7)        
 
The purpose of this hearing is to consider proposed Rosewood Neighbourhood Concept Plan 
Amendment. 
 
Attached is a copy of the following: 
 

• Report of the General Manager, Community Services Department dated November 22, 
2011, recommending that the proposed amendment from Multi-Unit (Townhouse) to 
Multi-Unit (Medium Density) on the Rosewood Concept Plan be approved. 
 

• Letter dated May 29, 2012 from the Secretary of the Municipal Planning Commission 
advising the Commission supports the above-noted recommendation; 

 
• Notice that appeared in local press on June 2, 2012.  
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b) Proposed Rezoning from R1A to RM3 by Agreement 
 Multi-Unit (Townhouse) to Multi-Unit (Medium Density) 
 Applicant:  Rosewood Land Inc. 
 Proposed Bylaw No. 9032 
 (File No. CK. 4351-012-7)        
 
The purpose of this hearing is to consider proposed Bylaw No. 9032. 
 
Attached is a copy of the following: 
 

• Proposed Bylaw No. 9032; 
 

• Report of the General Manager, Community Services Department dated November 22, 
2011, recommending that the proposal to rezone Block J, Plan No. 94-S-017318, from R1A 
District, to an RM3 District, subject to a contract Zoning Agreement, be approved. (See 
Attachment 3a) 
 

• Letter dated May 29, 2012 from the Secretary of the Municipal Planning Commission 
advising the Commission supports the above-noted recommendation; (See Attachment 3a) 

 
• Notice that appeared in local press on June 2, 2012.  

 
 

 
4. Matters Requiring Public Notice 
 
a) Amendments to Council Policy No. C02-030 and Bylaw No. 8174 

(Files: CK. 1000-1; CS. 1000-1)__________________  
 
The following is a report of the General Manager, Corporate Services Department dated May 22, 
2012: 
 

“RECOMMENDATION: 1) that the threshold limit of $100,000 as stated in 
Council Policy No. C02-030, Purchase of Goods, 
Services and Work, be amended to be a threshold 
limit of $75,000; and 

 
 2) that the City Solicitor amend Sections 10 and 13 of 

Bylaw No. 8174, The City Administration Bylaw, 
2003, to reflect the $75,000 threshold limit. 
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REPORT 
 
In 2010, the provinces of Saskatchewan, Alberta and British Columbia signed the New 
West Partnership Trade Agreement (NWPTA).  The NWPTA is an economic agreement 
between these governments, and the partnership focuses on trade, international cooperation, 
innovation, and procurement.  As a r esult of the NWPTA, Saskatchewan municipalities 
will be subject to new procurement rules effective July 1, 2012.  T he key changes for 
municipalities in procurement are that thresholds are slightly lower, and tenders are to be 
posted on a common, electronic tendering system.  The City of Saskatoon will continue to 
procure openly, transparently, and non-discriminatorily. 
 
Under the NWPTA, municipal procurement thresholds are: 

 
• $75,000 for goods and services; and 
• $200,000 for construction. 

 
Currently, the City of Saskatoon’s threshold for public tenders is $100,000; therefore, the 
NWPTA’s threshold requirement of $75,000 is not a substantial change.  There will not be 
a significant increase in the number of tenders affected due to the lowering of the 
thresholds.  
 
The second requirement of the NWPTA is to post tender notices that are above the 
threshold amount on a common electronic tendering site.  It has been proposed by 
Government of Saskatchewan procurement officials that the SaskTenders website be used 
to post City of Saskatoon tenders.  This appears to be a workable option, and Purchasing 
Services, Corporate Services Department, will work with the government to implement 
this. 
 
The NWPTA allows for some exceptions to the government procurement rules.  The rules 
do not apply in the following circumstances: 

 
1. Where it can be demonstrated that only one supplier is able to meet the requirements of 

a procurement; 
2. Where an unforeseeable situation of urgency exists and the goods, services or 

construction could not be obtained in time by means of open procurement procedures; 
3. When the acquisition is of a confidential or privileged nature and disclosure through an 

open bidding process could reasonably be expected to compromise government 
confidentiality, cause economic disruption or be contrary to public interest; 

4. Land use and zoning policies; and 
5. Sale of surplus goods. 
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It is recommended that in order to ensure that the City of Saskatoon procurement practices 
comply with the NWPTA procurement rules, revisions to the appropriate sections of 
Council Policy No. C02-030, Purchase of Goods, Services and Work; and Bylaw No. 8174, 
the City Administration Bylaw, 2003, t hat currently reference the threshold limit of 
$100,000 for public tenders be amended to $75,000. 
 
POLICY IMPLICATIONS 
 
Council Policy No. C02-030 and Bylaw No. 8174 will be updated in order to comply with 
the requirements of the New West Partnership Trade Agreement, effective July 1, 2012. 
 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
There are no environmental implications. 
 
PUBLIC NOTICE 
 
Public Notice pursuant to Section 3 of Policy No. C01-021, Public Notice Policy, is not 
required.  However, your Administration feels that the changes to the policy are significant 
enough to warrant public notice.  The following notice was given: 

 
• Advertised in The StarPhoenix on Saturday, June 2, 2012  
• Posted on the City Hall Notice Board on Friday, June 1, 2012. 
• Posted on the City of Saskatoon website on Friday, June 1, 2012. 

 
ATTACHMENT 
 
1. Copy of Public Notice.” 
 

 
 
5. Unfinished Business 
 
 
 
6. Reports of Administration and Committees: 
 
a) Report No. 3-2012 of the Municipal Planning Commission; 
 
b) Administrative Report No. 10-2012; 
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c) Legislative Report No. 8-2012; 
 
*c)        Addendum to Legislative Report No. 8-2012 (added June 15);
 
d) Report No. 10-2012 of the Planning and Operations Committee; 
 
e) Report No. 1-2012 of the Firefighters’ Pension Fund Trustees; 
 
f) Report No. 2-2012 of the Naming Advisory Committee;  
 
g) Report No. 10-2012 of the Executive Committee. 
 
 
 
7. Communications to Council – (Requests to speak to Council regarding reports of 

Administration and Committees) 
 
 
 
8. Communications to Council (Sections B, C, and D only) 
 
 
 
9. Question and Answer Period 
 
 
 
10. Matters of Particular Interest 
 
 
 
11. Enquiries 
 
 
 
12. Motions 
 
 
 
13. Giving Notice 
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14. Introduction and Consideration of Bylaws 
 
Bylaw No. 9029 - The Mary Theresa Duh Farm Land Fixed Rate of Taxation Bylaw, 

2012 
 
Bylaw No. 9030 - The George Bradford Riddell Farm Land Fixed Rate of Taxation 

Bylaw, 2012  
 
Bylaw No. 9031 - The Street Closing Bylaw, 2012 (No. 5) 
 
Bylaw No. 9032 - The Zoning Amendment Bylaw, 2012 (No. 8) 
 
Bylaw No. 9034 - The Fire and Protective Services Amendment Bylaw, 2012  
 
Bylaw No. 9035 - The Meat Inspection Repeal Bylaw 
 
Bylaw No. 9036 - The Saskatoon Licence Appeal Board Bylaw, 2012  
 
 
 
15. Communications to Council – (Section A - Requests to Speak to Council on new 

issues) 
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-2- PL4350 - Z4/II 
Block J, Plan 94-S-I73I8 

May9, 20I2 

A. COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT RECOMMENDATIONS: 

That a report be forwarded to City Council recommending 

I) that, at the time of the Public Hearing, City Council consider the Administration's 
recommendation that the proposed amendment from Multi-Unit (Townhouse) to 
Multi-Unit (Medium Density) on the Rosewood Concept Plan be approved. 

2) that, at the time of the Public Hearing, City Council consider the Administration's 
recommendation that the proposal to rezone Block J, Plan 94-S-OI73I8 from RIA 
District to an RM3 District subject to a contract Zoning Agreement be approved. 

B. PROPOSAL 

An application has been submitted by Rosewood Land Inc. requesting that the Concept 
Plan for the Rosewood neighbourhood be amended, to redesignate Parcel J, 
Plan 94-S-OI73I8, from Multi-Unit (Townhouse) to Multi-Unit (Medium Density). 

Rosewood Land Inc. has also applied to rezone Parcel J, Plan 94-S-OI73I8 from an RIA 
District to an RM3 District subject to a contract Zoning Agreement. 

This proposal will allow for the development of six 3-storey apartment-style 
condominiums as a dwelling group, with a total of approximately 270 dwelling units. 

C. REASON FOR PROPOSAL 

Please refer to Attachment 2 - Application Letter dated May 20, 2011, from Glenn 
Pichler, Rosewood Land Inc. 

D. BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

This 3.79 ha (9.37 acre) parcel comprises the southwesterly portion of a larger 
undeveloped parcel owned by Rosewood Land Inc. The Concept Plan for the Rosewood 
neighbourhood identifies the entire westerly edge of this subdivision backing onto 
Boychuk Drive, for multi-unit residential development. The Developer proposes to 
develop a dwelling group of apartment style condominiums, rather than townhouse style 
units, which requires an amendment to the Concept Plan. A Zoning change to RM3 will 
accommodate this form of residential development. 
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E. JUSTIFICATION 

I) Community Services Department Comments 

PL 4350-Z4/11 
Block J, Plan No. 94-S-17318 

May9, 2012 

a) Official Community Plan Bylaw No. 8769 and Zoning Bylaw No. 8770 

The Concept Plan amendment complies with the critelia contained in 
Official Community Plan (OCP) Bylaw No. 8769 related to the design and 
development of new neighbourhoods. 

The lands are designated "Residential" in OCP Bylaw No. 8769. No 
amendments to the OCP are required to accommodate the proposed 
Concept Plan amendment. 

The purpose of the RM3 Dishict is to provide for a valiety of residential 
developments in a medium-density form, as well as related community 
uses. 

The Developer is requesting the Concept Plan and zoning amendment to 
petmit the development of apmiment-style condominium units, rather than 
townhouse units. The Developer indicates that this form of housing will 
provide affordable units to the market. 

An RIA Zoning District was applied to all lands intended for residential 
development when the Rosewood neighbourhood was established. It is 
intended that as proposals for development of higher-density residential 
parcels are brought forward, the rezoning process is implemented to 
establish an appropliate zoning distJict for that specific parcel and 
proposed use. The RM3 Distlict accommodates medium-density, 
multiple-unit developments, providing for multi-unit developments m 
addition to other lower-density forms of residential development. 

b) Servicing Issues 

In review of this proposal, it was noted that the proposed density of 
development on this site exceeded the density approved in the initial 
Concept Plan. 

As outlined in the Rosewood Neighbourhood Concept Plan, there are 
limitations on sanitary sewer capacity for this neighbourhood. Increased 
density of development on this particular site, beyond oliginally planned, 
may have adverse impacts on the ability to develop other multi-unit sites 
in the neighbourhood with respect to sanitary sewage disposal capacity. 
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The Rosewood Neighbourhood Concept Plan approved by City Council in 
May 2008, classified the area currently proposed for rezoning as a 
Multi-Unit (Condominium) site. Parcels throughout the Rosewood 
neighbourhood with this classification were identified for development to 
a density of 13 units per acre. This calculation was based on an identified 
total area for Multi-Unit - Condominium development of 95.87 acres, 

. accommodating a total of 1247 dwelling units. 

The Infrastructure Services Department indicated that they are unable to 
support the density indicated, which is over and above the original 
Concept Plan approval. 

In response to the concerns noted by the Infrastructure Services 
Department and the Development Review Section, Community Services 
Department, a meeting with the Developer and their Engineering 
Consultant was held to discuss the approved density of the Rosewood 
Subdivision and identify potential options to accommodate the proposed 
development. 

In exploring options, it was felt that an appropriate first step would be to 
assess the existing development within Rosewood, as well as in adjacent 
developments to the notih of Rosewood, to determine whether the planned 
density differs from actual density of existing development. It was felt 
that some areas may not have been developed to their full density; 
therefore, it may be feasible to reassign unused sewage disposal capacity 
to other areas in the neighbourhood. 

To address these items, AECOM prepared a Servicing Review of the 
Southwest Rosewood Subdivision Development, providing an assessment 
of existing conditions, analysis, and recommendations regarding sanitary 
sewer and water distribution to ensure the design capacity for services in 
the Rosewood subdivision are not compromised by the proposed 
development. 

With regard to development density, an option presented in the AECOM 
repmi proposed that the development of270 units on the subject property be 
maintained, but the density on two other multi-unit sites owned by the 
Developer be reduced from 13 units per acre to 6.8 units per acre, to ensure 
that the total overall average density of these sites does not exceed the 
maximum design density of 13 units per acre. 
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To facilitate this approach, the Developers indicated their willingness to 
provide updated site plans and an application for Concept Plan amendment 
that would amend the designations on other parcels under their ownership in 
the neighbourhood with a multi-unit designation. By redesignating these 
additional parcels to a lower-density residential use, the overall average 
density of development of 13 units per acre for multi-unit residential 
development will be maintained. 

An application for a comprehensive Concept Plan amendment, along with 
site plans to indicate that redesign of specific parcels for single-unit 
(detached) development is feasible, will be submitted as soon as all 
information is in place. In the meantime, the Developers have submi~ted a 
letter of intent acknowledging their agreement to the proposed Concept Plan 
amendment (see Attacluuent 5). 

The Infrastructure Services Department has advised that this approach is 
satisfactory. 

c) Zoning by Agreement 

Should City Council decide to approve this application, it is recommended 
that the property be rezoned in accordance with Section 69(1) of the 
Planning and Development Act, 2007, which provides that a property may 
be rezoned to permit the carrying out of a specific proposal. In this 
instance, the proposed Zoning Bylaw No. 8770 would change the zoning 
designation from RIA District to RM3 District by Agreement. 

More specifically, it is recommended that the Zoning Agreement include 
the following provisions: 

i) Use: Multi-Unit Dwellings containing up to a total of 
270 dwelling units; and 

ii) All other development standards shall be those required in 
the RM3 Zoning District. 

d) Compatibility with Adjacent Land Uses 

The subject prope1iy is located in an area identified for development with 
multi-unit residential dwellings. Proximity to a collector road will ensure 
accessibility via public transit. It is felt that the proposed development is 
compatible with surrounding land uses. Landscaping and be1ms will help 
to alleviate visual impact on adjacent neighbouring properties. 
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e) Building Standards Branch 

The Building Standards Branch, Community Services Department, has no 
objection to the proposed rezoning application. The site, potential 
building floor plans, and elevations submitted have not been reviewed for 
code compliance. A building permit is required to be obtained before any 
construction on this parcel begins. 

4. Comments by Others 

a) Infi·astructure Services Department 

i) The Infrastructure Services Department requested that the 
Developer provide a response regarding whether or not a Traffic 
Impact Study is required, including whether the development will 
generate over 1 00 vehicles per hour in the peak direction of travel. 
If the impact is less than 100 vehicles per hour, the Developer is 
asked to provide the trip generation category, predictor variable 
and value, and the peak-hour trip rate used. 

Comment: In response, the Developer's consultants provided a 
Trip Generation estimate indicating that the 
proposed development of low-rise apartments 
would generate a similar amount of traffic in the 
morning and afternoon peak hours as the original 
land use (townhouses). 

Based on this submission, the Infrastmcture 
Services Department indicated that the depattmental 
requirements for traffic information have been 
satisfied. 

Comments provided by the Infrastructure Services Depattment in 
regards to servicing are provided in Section 1 b) of this report. 

b) Utility Services Deparhnent, Transit Services Branch 

At present, the Transit Services Brach has no service within 450 meters 
and has no short-term plans to service this development. However, if 
service was introduced in the long term, Rosewood Boulevard would be 
utilized and may include stops close to the vicinity of this development. 
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F. COMMUNICATION PLAN 

PL 4350-Z4/11 
Block J, Plan No. 94-S-17318 

May9, 2012 

The Planning and Development Branch, Community Services Department, sent 
notification letters to assessed property owners within 500 metres of the subject property, 
and to the President of the Lakeridge Community Association. 

When the original Concept Plan for the Rosewood neighbourhood was approved, 
residents of the Lakeridge neighbourhood expressed concern about commercial 
development in the southeast corner of the neighbourhood. As a result, the commercial 
development was relocated eastward to interior locations with multi-unit residential 
development situated around it. As a result of the previous concerns raised regarding 
land use within this area of the Rosewood neighbourhood, additional notification was 
provided to residents living on the Emmeline cui-de-sacs adjacent to Boychuk Drive, and 
to all residents within the existing developed area of Rosewood. A total of 477 notices 
were circulated. 

A public meeting was held on Wednesday, September 7, 2011, at Lakeridge School. 
Three people attended the meeting. A resident of the Lakeridge neighbourhood, whose 
property backed onto Boychuk D1ive, had questions and concerns about the density, 
height, and massing of the proposed development. Concerns about privacy in his 
backyard, as well as traffic flow, were expressed. It is anticipated that a berm to be 
constructed at the perimeter of the subject property, adjacent to Boychuk Drive will 
minimize visual impact of the proposed development. 

One written comment has been received by email expressing concern about loss of 
privacy in backyards of homes on Lavalee Crescent, as a result of tall residential 
buildings overlooking these properties. 

Once this application has been considered by the Municipal Plarroing Commission, a date 
for a Public Hearing will be set, and it will be advertised in accordance with Public 
Notice Policy No. C01-021. A notice will be placed in The StarPhoenix two weeks prior 
to the date of the Public Hearing. Notice of the Public Hearing will be forwarded to those 
affected by this rezoning, those who signed the attendance sheet at the Public Information 
meeting, those who requested notice, the Lakeridge Community Association, and the 
Community Consultant. 

G. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS 

There are no environmental and/or greenhouse gas implications. 
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1. Fact Summary Sheet 
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2. Application Letter dated May 20, 2011, from Glenn Pichler, Rosewood Land Inc. 
3. Communications Plan 
4. Site Plan 
5. Letter of Agreement- Density of Development 

Wtitten by: e Richter Senior Planner 

Reviewed by: 

Approved by: 

Approved by: 

Wallace, Manager 
Ianning and Development Branch 

Randy Grauer, General Manager 
Community Setvices partment 
Dated: /7 

S:\Reports\DS\2012\MPCZ4-11 Proposed Rosewood Neighbourhood Concept Plan Amendment- RIA to RM3 BlockJ, Plan No. 94-S-17318\bg 



ATTACHMENT 1 

FACTSUrurndARYSHEET 

A. Location Facts 

1. Municipal Address N/A 
2. Legal Description Block J, Plan No. 94-S-017318 
3. Neighbourhood Rosewood 
4. Ward 9 

B. Site Characteristics 

1. Existing Use of Property Undeveloped 
2. Proposed Use of Property Multi-unit residential 
3. Adjacent Land Uses and Zoning 

Notth Undeveloped- RMTN and BIB 
(Multi-unit residential/commercial) 

South Hwy 16/R.M. of Corman Park 
East Undeveloped -RIA One-unit residential 
West Boychuk Drive/Lakeridge subdivision 

4. No. of Existing Off-Street Parking Spaces 
5. No. of Off-Street Parking Spaces Required 
6 No. of Off-Street Parking Spaces Provided 
7. Site Frontage 
8. Site Area 37.9 ha 
9. Street Classification Boychuk Drive- major arterial-controlled 

access 
Rosewood Boulevard West- major 
collector 

c. Development Plan Policy 

1. Existing Development Plan Designation Multi-Unit (Townhouse) 
2. Proposed Development Plan Designation Multi-Unit (Medium Density) 
3. Existing Zoning District RIA 
4. Proposed Zoning District RM3 by Agreement 



Rosewood Land Inc. 
1-501 Gray Avenue 
Saskatoon, SK. S?N 2H8 
Ph: (306) 931-8660 
Fax: (306) 931-2389 

May 20,2011 

ATTACHMENT 2 

City of Saskatoon COPY 
Community Services Department 
222 3rd Avenue North 
Saskatoon, SK 
S7K OJ5 

Attention: Tim Steuart, Manager of Development Review 

Dear Sir: 

Re: Block J, Plan 94-S-17318 

Enclosed is the signed Application Form for Amendment to Zoning Bylaw No. 
8770 along with th~ payment of $3,000 for the following: 

• _$2000 for zoning amendments 
• $500 for zoning agreements 
• $500 for concept plan 

We would like the land rezoned to RM3 By Agreement. The following reasons 
are provided in support of this application: 

1. The current allowable Rmtn zoning would allow us to construct 
approximately 281 three storey townhouses with single car garages 
giving a density of 30 units/acre. With the proposed zoning we 
would reduce the density to 28.18 units/acre by constructing 264 
apartment style condominiums. 

2. The population per unit for apartment style units is considerable 
less than the population per unit for townhouse style units which 
translates to reduced sanitary sewer loading 

3. The reduced project populatiqn will result in reduced traffic loading 
for the area. 

4. The proposed development will be sold to individual owners as 
opposed to being marketed as a rental project. 

5. The proposed development will facilitate housing afford ability to first 
time home owners.· Affordable housing is a critical need in 
Saskatoon. 

6. Affordablity will be accompanied with the quality of construction 
similar to the "Trillium" project located at415 Hunter Road, some of 
the construction details are as follows: 
a) Quality acrylic stucco and stone exterior complete with 

decorative window baskets. Aluminum railings on all decks and 
quality PVC windows. European front entry doors at all building 



entrances. Project signage will be carved from quartz stone. All 
buildings will be heated using high efficiency boilers connected 
to indirect fire water heaters. 

b) The project will feature a $1,000,000 club house for the 
residents accessed by a key fob security system. The club 
house will feature a billiards room, a wifi lounge with plasma tv 
and fireplace, a fully equipped exercise room and a hot tub & 
salt water swimming pool. There is also a barbeque area at the 
rear of the club house. The club house and the swimming pool 
will be heated using high efficiency boilers connected to indirect 
fire water heaters. 

c) The interior of the residential units will be highly appointed with 
high end cabinets, quartz countertops, under mount sinks, 
stainless steel kitchen appliances, front loading washer & dryer, 
porcelain tile flooring in bathroom & laundry, bamboo or 
engineered hardwood flooring with excellent quality carpet, 
Grohe plumbing faucets, upgraded bath fixtures and hardware, 
high quality window blinds. 

d) The exterior of the project will be landscaped to meet or exceed 
the City of Saskatoon landscaping requirements. The entire 
project will be fenced using the Rosewood subdivision 
aluminum fence panel design, 

e) Enclosed is the 'Trillium" project brochure which gives an 
example of the type of development that is being proposed. 

If you have any questions do not hesitate to contact me. 

Yours truly, 

p r: 

Glenn Pichler 
Encl 



Project Name: Public Information Meeting for Rezoning-
Proposed Multi-Unit Residential Rezoning in Rosewood 
RlA District to RM3 District By Agreement 

Applicant: Rosewood Land Inc. 
PL 4350 -. Z4/11 File: 

Community Engagement Project Summary 

Project Description 
A public infmmation meeting held regarding a proposed rezoning on Parcel J in Rosewood 
Neighbourhood. The site is currently undeveloped with the original intent to construct Townhouses, 
however the developer requests to build 6 individual3-storey apartment style condominiums on this site. 
The meeting provided neighbouring residents (Lakeridge East aud Rosewood) the opportunity to 
comment on the proposal aud ask any questions that they may have. 

Meeting held at the Lakeridge School- Gymnasium (305 Waterbury Road), on Wednesday, Sept 7fu, 
starting at 7pm. 

Community Engagement Strategy 
• Purpose: To inform and consult. Residents provided with overview of development proposal and 

provided opportunity to ask questions and provide comments. Written comments will be accepted for 
the next few weeks. 

• What form of community engagement was used: Public Information meeting, with opportunity to 
view display panels aud speak directly with the proponents and/or City staff. Due to low turnout (3 
people) one on one discussions were held with those attending. City staff also provided overview of 
the rezoning process, noting further opportunities to provide comments and input. 

• Level of input or decision making required from the public- comments and suggestions sought from 
public. Community input will be summarized and incorporated into Planning Report to the 
Municipal Planning Commission and Council. 

• Who was involved 
o Internal stakeholders: Standard referral process was implemented. The following 

Departments were contacted for comments: Building Standards Branch, Neighourhood 
Planning Section, Future Growth, Transit Services, Infrastructure Services Department, and 
land Development Section. Councillor Paulsen aud Community Consultant were also 
contacted. 

o External stakeholders: Lakeridge Community Association (President Gary Polishak) 
contacted in addition to mailouts to residents. Total of 477 notices mailed. 



Summary of Community Engagement Input 
• Key milestones, significant events, stakeholder input 

As an initial stage in the planning process, this community engagement initiative provided 
interested parties with an opportunity early in the process to learn more about the proposed 
development and to provide perspective, comments and suggestions which will be considered by 
both the proponent and municipal staff in further analysis of this. proposal. 

• Timing of notification to the public including dates ofmailouts, psa's, newspaper advertisenients, 
immber of flyers delivered, who was targeted/invited 

Notification Processes 
Notification Method Details Target Audience I Attendance Attendance 
/Date Issued 
Public Information 4 77 flyers delivered Rosewood Residents in 3 people attended in 
Meeting Notice by direct mail proximity to site, and ell-iending addition to the 

along Rosewood Blvd N, Developers and 
August I 5, 2011 Lakeridge residents in City staff. 

proximity to the proposed 
developments (crescents 
backing onto Boychuk Dr, and 
extending along Kingsmere 
Blvd 

• Analysis of the feedback received, provide a brief summary of the comments to capture the flavour of 
the feedback reeeived 

o Questions and concern expressed by resident backing onto Boychuk Dr. with respect to 
density, height and massing of the proposed development. Concerns about privacy in 
backyard, as well as traffic flow. 

• Impact of community engagement on the project/issue 
o Input received from the community will be evaluated and incorporated as appropriate within 

the development proposal. Property will be zoning by agreement should the application be 
successful, ensuring that development proceeds as presented. 

• How will input be used to inform the project/issue 
• Any follow up or reporting back to the public/stakeholders 

o Participants at the meeting were advised that they will receive direct notice of future 
meetings, including the Public Hearing, provided they provided their name and mailing 
address 



Next Steps 
• Describe the next stages or steps in the process 
• Decisions to be made 
• Reports to be written to committees, council, include dates if applicable 

Action 
Internal Review to be completed with municipal departments 

Planning and Development Report prepared and presented to Municipal 
Planning Commission. MPC reviews proposal and recommends approval 
or denial to City Council 

Public Notice - draft bylaw prepared and Public Hearing date set. 
Lakeridge Community Association as well as all participants at Public 
Meeting will be provided with direct notice of Public Hearing. 
Newspaper ad placed in paper and onsite notification poster placed on 
site. 

Public Hearing- Public Hearing conducted by City Council, with 
opportunity provide for interested persons or groups to present. Proposal 
considered together with the reports of the Planning & Development 
Branch, Municipal Planning commission, and any written or verbal 
submissions received by City Council. 

Council Decision- may approve or deny bylaw. 

Attachments 
See attached: 

Notice of Public Information Meeting 
Attendance Sheet 

Anticipated Timing 
October 2011 

November 2011 

December 2011 

January 2012 

January 2012 

Handout provided by Developer at Public Infmmation Meeting; Site Plan Overlay on Airphoto 

Completed by: Jo-Anne Richter, Senior Planner, 975-7621 
Date: Sept. 15, 2011 

Please return a copy of this sununary to 
Lisa Thibodeau, Community Engagement Consultant 
Communications Branch, City Manager's Office 
Phone: 975-3690 Fax: 975-3048 Email: lisa.thibodeau@saskatoon.ca 



PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING 
A meeting will be held: 

Wednesday, September 7th, 2011 
Location: Lakeridge School- Gymnasium 

(305 Waterbury Road) 
. starting at 7:00 p.m. 

Residents are invited to review a rezoning proposal in the Rosewood Neighbourhood. 
Rosewood Land Inc. has applied to the City to amend the area as shown below within the 
Rosewood Neighbourhood Concept Plan from Multi-Unit (Townhouse) to Multi-Unit (RM3 -
Medium Density). The proposed amendments would change the land use on this site from 
townhouse style development to residential development in the form of six individual three­
storey apartment style condominiums containing approximately 265 dwelling units. 

The purpose of the meeting is to. provide neighbouring residents the opportunity to find out 
the details of the proposal, and for the applicant to obtain public input on this matter. The 
City of Saskatoon will also be in attendance to provide details on the rezoning process. 

PROPOSED REZONING d 
From R1A to RM3 by Agreement- fa N 

For more information, please contact: 
Shall Lam, Planning and Development Branch 
City of Saskatoon, Community Services Department, 

~ CUyof 
:.411 Saskatoon ................ _.. .......... 

Phone: 975-7723 or email: shall.lam:@:s:a:sk:a:to:o:n.:ca~----~~~:;":~::;~~~=~~ ~ uvCWI.vMaiters 
Ef13"jmg tJw, Co 
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Public Information Meeting 
Proposed Rezoning at Boychuck & Rosewood Blvd West 

Rosewood Neighbourhood 

ATTENDANCE SHEET 

Please provide your name and address if you wish to be contacted with more information about tonight's Public 
Information Meeting. Any information you provide is voluutary and will not be disclosed to outside organizations. 
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May. 14. 2012 11 :21AM ~oychuk Construction Corp 

Rosewood Land Inc. 
·!-SOl Gray Avenue 
Saskatoon, SK. S7N 2H8 
Ph: (306) 931-8660 
Fax: (306) 931-2389 

May11,2012 

City of Saskatoon 
Department of Planning and Development 
222 3rd Avenue North 
Saskatoon, SK 
S7KOJ5 
Fax: 975-77121 
Email: jo-anne.richter@saskatoon.ca 

Attention: Jo-Anne Richter 

Dear Madam; 

No. OL40 P. 2 

ATTACHMENTS 

Re;· Letter of Intent: Rosewood Neighbourhood Concept Plan· Redesignatlon of 
lands held by Rosewood Land Inc. 

This letter will confirm our agreement, as owners of the 2.59 ha parcel located directly 
east of the phase 4 development to submit an application for concept plan amendment 
to the Rosewood Neighbourhood Concept, to change the designation on this parcel from 
Multi Unit (Condominium) to Single Unit (Detached). The proposed amendment will 
provide for development of one and !'¥?unit dwellings. We acknowledge the 
Rosewood Concept Plan has been approved for a maximum permitted density 7.3 units 
per acre for parcels designated as Single Unit (Detached). 

Further, we acknowledge that the proposed development of the parcel of land described 
as Block J, Plan 94-S-17318, as a multi-unit site with 270 units Will, When averaged with 
the density of the development proposed on all Rosewood Land Inc. and Boychuk 
Investments Inc. lands, not exceed 13 units per acre. If required, applications will be 
submitted for additional parcels in Rosi;!Wood, under the ownership of Rosewood Land 
Inc. and currently designated Multi Unit (Condominium), to redesignate them to a lower 
density development, to ensure an overall average maximum design density of 13 units 
per acre, averaged between all sites. , 

Rosewood Land Inc. Boychuk Investments Inc. 

Pe?~ Per: 
... ;. 

Randy Pichler "'.Ron Olson 
,,..,,._ 

l 
! 
! . I 

! 



City of 

Saskatoon 
Office of the City Clerk 

222- 3rdAvenue North ph 306•975•3240 
Saskatoon, SK S7KOJ5 fx 306•975•2784 

City Clerk 

Dear City Clerk: 

Re: Municipal Planning Commission Report for Public Hearing 
Proposed Rosewood Neighbourhood Concept Plan Amendment 
Multi-Unit (Townhouse) to Multi-Unit (Medium Density) 
Proposed Rezoning from R1A to RM3 by Agreement 
Applicant: Rosewood Land Inc. 
(FileNo. CK. 4351-012-7) 

May29,2012 

The Municipal Planning Conunission, at its meeting on May 29, 2012, considered a repmt of the 
General Manager, Community Services Depattment dated November 22, 2011, with respect to 
the above proposed Rosewood Neighbourhood Concept Plan amendment. 

The Commission has reviewed the following issues with the Administration and the Applicant: 
• Use of a berm rather than some other type of sepat·ation to transition between new and 

existing development, in terms of better connectivity - The be1m for this proposed 
development will complete the berm along Boychuk Drive. New neighbourhoods will 
look at other options. 

• With respect to the affordable housing aspect referenced by the Applicant, it was clarified 
that the units would be smaller (approximately 850 sq. ft to 1,000 sq. ft) to try to make 
them available at a more affordable price point (approximately $230,000-$260,000). 

• The land east of this proposed development is owned by the Applicant and has not yet 
been built on. It is proposed that it will include duplexes and single-family residential 
development. 

• Clarification was provided regarding the Infrastructure Services Department's review 
with AECOM regarding density and impact on the satlitary sewer and water distribution 
systems. The Applicant provided information with respect to energy saving options they 
are proposing, including the type of lighting, heating and water fixtures that will be used. 

Following review of this matter, the Conunission is supporting the following reconunendations 
of the Conununity Services Depattrnent: 

1) that the proposed atnendment from Multi-Unit (Townhouse) to Multi-Unit 
(Medililll Density) on the Rosewood Concept Plan be approved; and 

2) that the proposal to rezone Block J, Plan No. 94-S-017318, from RIA District, to 
an RM3 District, subject to a contract Zoning Agreement, be approved. 

www.saskatoon.ca 



May29, 2012 
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The Commission respectfully requests that the above recommendations be considered by City 
Council at the time of the public hearing with respect to the above proposed amendment. 

Yours truly, 

Diane Kanak 
Deputy City Clerk 

DK:sj 

Attachment 



THE STARPHOENIX, SATURDAY, JUNE 2, 2012 



BYLAW NO. 9032 

The Zoning Amendment Bylaw, 2012 (No.8) 

The Council of The City of Saskatoon enacts: 

Short Title 

I. This Bylaw may be cited as The Zoning Amendment Bylaw, 2012 (No. 8). 

Purpose 

2. The purpose of this Bylaw is to authorize a rezoning agreement which is annexed hereto 
as Appendix "B". 

Zoning Bylaw Amended 

3. Zoning Bylaw No. 8770 is amended in the manner set fmih in this Bylaw. 

RlA District to RM3 District 

4. The Zoning Map, which forms pmi of Bylaw No. 8770 is amended by rezoning the lands 
described in this Section and shown as!W~ on Appendix "A" to this Bylaw from an 
RIA District to an RM3 District subject to the provisions of the Agreement annexed as 
Appendix "B" to this Bylaw: 

(a) Pm·cel J as shown on a Plan of Proposed Subdivision of Parcel P, Plan 
102083510, S.W. '!. Sec. 18 - Twp. 36 - Rge. 4 - W.3'd Mer. Saskatoon, 
Saskatchewan by R.A. Webster, S.L.S. dated February 8th, 2010, Revised May 
30, 2012. 

Execution of Agreement Authorized 

5. The Mayor and Clerk are authorized to execute the Agreement annexed as Appendix "B" 
to this Agreement 

Coming into Force 

6. This Bylaw shall come into force on the day of its final passing. 

Read a first time this day of , 2012. 

Read a second time this day of , 2012. 

Read a third time and passed this day of , 2012. 

Mayor City Clerk 



RMTN 
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From R1A to RM3 by Agreement-~~ 
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Now therefore this Agreement witnesseth that the Parties hereto covenant and agree 
as follows: 

Land to be Used in Accordance with Agreement 

1. The Owner agrees that, upon the Land being rezoned from an RIA District to an 
RM3 District, none of the Land shall be developed or used except in accordance 
with the terms and conditions set out in this Agreement. 

Use of Land 

2. The Owner agrees that the use of the Land will be restricted to Multi-Unit 
Dwellings comprising of no more than 270 dwelling units. 

Development Standards 

3. The development standards applicable to the Land shall be those applicable to an 
RM3 Zoning District. 

Application of Zoning Bylaw 

4. The Owner covenants and agrees that, except to the extent otherwise specified in 
this Agreement, the provisions of The City of Saskatoon Zoning Bylaw No. 8770 
as amended from time to time shall apply. 

Compliance with Agreement 

5. The Owner covenants and agrees not to develop or use the Land unless such 
development, use and construction complies with the provisions of this Agreement. 

Dispositions Subject to Agreement 

6. The Owner covenants and agrees that any sale, lease or other disposition or 
encumbrance of the Land or part thereof shall be made subject to the provisions of 
this Agreement. 



Definitions 

7. Any word or phrase used in this Agreement which is defined in Zoning Bylaw No. 
8770 shall have the meaning ascribed to it in that Bylaw. 

Departures and Waivers 

8. No departure or waiver of the terms of this Agreement shall be deemed to authorize 
any prior or subsequent departure or waiver, and the City shall not be obliged to 
continue any departure or waiver or permit subsequent departure or waiver. 

Severability 

9. If any covenant or provlSlon of this Agreement is deemed to be void or 
unenforceable in whole or .in part, it shall not be deemed to affect or impair the 
validity of any other covenant or provision of this Agreement. 

Governing Law 

10. This Agreement shall be governed and interpreted in accordance with the laws of 
the Province of Saskatchewan. 

Effective Date of Rezoning 

II. It is understood by the Owner that the Land shall not be effectively rezoned from 
an RIA District to an RM3 District until: 

(a) the Council of The City of Saskatoon has passed a Bylaw to that 
effect; and 

(b) this Agreement has been registered by the City, by way of Interest 
Registration, against the Title to the Land. 

Use Contrary to Agreement 

12. (1) The Council of The City of Saskatoon may declare this Agreement void 
where any of the Land or buildings thereon is developed or used in a manner 
which is contrary to the provisions of this Agreement, and upon the 
Agreement being declared void, the Land shall revert to an RIA District. 



(2) If this Agreement is declared void by the Council of The City of Saskatoon, 
the City shall not, by reason thereof, be liable to the Owner or to any other 
person for any compensation, reimbursement or damages on account ofloss 
or profit, or on account of expenditures, or on any other account whatsoever 
in connection with the Land. 

Registration of Interest 

13. (1) The Parties hereto acknowledge that this Agreement is made pursuant to 
Section 69 of The Planning and Development Act, 2007 and the Owner 
agrees that this Agreement shall be registered by way of an Interest 
Registration against the Title to the Land. As provided in Section 23 6 of 
The Planning and Development Act, 2007, Section 63 of The Land Titles 
Act, 2000 does not apply to the Interest registered in respect of this 
Agreement. 

(2) This Agreement shall run with the Land pursuant to Section 69 of The 
Planning and Development Act, 2007, and shall ~ bind the Owner, its 
successors and assigns. · 

Enurement 

14. This Agreement shall enure to the benefit of and be binding upon the Parties hereto 
and their respective heirs, executors, administrators, successors and assigns. 

The City of Saskatoon 

Mayor 
c/s 

City Clerk 

Rosewood Land Inc. 

c/s 



Mfidavit Verifying Corporate Signing Authority 

Canada 
Province of Saskatchewan 

To Wit: 

) 
) 
) 

I,---------:~~------' ofthe City of Saskatoon, in the 
(Name) 

Province of Saskatchewan, -----~-:-::;-=c-;------' make oath and say: 
(Position Title) 

1. I am an officer or director of the corporation named in the within instrument. 

2. I am authorized by the corporation to execute the instrument without affixing a 
corporate seal. 

Sworn before .me at the City of 

Saskatoon, in the Province of 

Saskatchewan, this day of 

A Commissioner for Oaths in and for 
the Province of Saskatchewan. 

My Commission expires 

(or) Being a Solicitor. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

(Signature) 
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PUBLIC NOTICE 
Saskatoon C~yCouncl will consider and vote on the 
folowlng revhlons to the PurthaseofGoods, Services and 
Work Polley (City Coundl Polley C02.030), both effective 
July 1, 2012: 
• As a rest-it of the New West Partne~hlp 

Agroomen~ the public tender threshold 
amount is revted to$75,000froma previous 
amountof$100,000; and 

• Consulting services that exceed $75,000 wll 
requre advertising. 

INFORMATION- Questions regardng the preposed 
rev~ ions may be directed to the following: 
Corporate Services Department, Purchasing Services 
Section, Phone 975-2605 (Dean Derdall) 

PUBUC HEARING -City Co unci wll hear all submissions on 
the preposed revisions and all pe~ns wlho are present at 
theCltyCoundl rneetlre and wish to speak on Monday, 
June 18, 2012at6:00 p.m.lnCounciiChambers,City Hal, 
Saskatoon, Saskatchewan. 

AI written submissions for C~yCoundFs consideration 
must be forwarded to: 

His Worship the Mayor and 
Members of CftyCoundl 
c/o City Clerk's Office, ay Hall 
222 3rd Avenue North, Saskatoon SK S7K OJ5 

AI submissions received by the City Clerk by 10:00 a.m. 
on Monday, June 18,2012, will be forwarded to City 
Coundl. City Co unci will also hear all pe~ns who are 
present and wish to speak to the proposed revisions. 

ATTACHMENT 1 

~~ 





















































REPORTNO. 10-2012 

His Worship the Mayor and City Council 
The City of Saskatoon 

Saskatoon, Saskatchewan 
Monday, June 18,2012 

ADMINISTRATIVE REPORTS 

Section A- COMMUNITY SERVICES 

A1) Land Use Applications Received by the Community Services Department 
For the Period Between May 17,2012 and June 6, 2012 
(For Information Only) 
(Files CK. 4000-5, PL. 4355-D, PL. 4350, PL. 4300, and PL. 4131-3-9-1) 

RECOMMENDATION: that the information be received. 

The following applications have been received and are being processed: 

Concept Plan Amendment 
• Address/Location: 

Applicant: 
Legal Description: 
Purpose of Amendment: 

Neighbourhood: 
Date Received: 

Discretionary Use 
• Application No. D2112: 

Applicant: 
Legal Description: 
Current Zoning: 
Proposed Use: 
Neighbourhood: 
Date Received: 

Rezoning. 
• Application No. Z16/12: 

Applicant: 
Legal Description: 
Current Zoning: 
Proposed Zoning: 
Neighbourhood: 
Date Received: 

Evergreen District Village South 
City of Saskatoon, Land Branch 
Part ofSE Y. and NE Y. 7-37-4-W3M 
Modifications to street pattern, shortened block 
lengths, and more lots with rear lane access 
Evergreen 
May7, 2012 

2106 Louise Avenue 
Pamar Management Ltd. 
Lot 14B, Block 338, Plan No. G102 
R2 
Parking Station 
Holliston 
May29, 2012 

414 Avenue F South 
Juniper Housing Corporation 
Lots 27 and 28, Block 28, Plan No. E5618 
R2 
Existing RM3 by Agreement to Include This Property 
Riversdale 
May27, 2012 
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• Application No. Z17/12: 

Applicant: 
Legal Description: 

Current Zoning: 
Proposed Zoning: 
Neighbourhood: 
Date Received: 

Subdivision 
• Application No. 43/12: 

Applicant: 
Legal Description: 

Current Zoning: 
Neighbourhood: 
Date Received: 

• Application No. 44112: 
Applicant: 

Legal Description: 

Current Zoning: 
Neighbourhood: 
Date Received: 

• Application No. 45/12: 
Applicant: 
Legal Description: 
Current Zoning: 
Neighbourhood: 
Date Received: 

• Application No. 46/12: 
Applicant: 
Legal Description: 
Current Zoning: 
Neighbourhood: 
Date Received: 

Kloppenburg Crescent/Street/Way/Bend/Link 
Corner of Evergreen Boulevard/Kloppenburg Link 
City of Saskatoon, Land Branch 
Part of LSD 3-18-37-04-3, Ext. 33 and Part NW Y. 
7-37-4-W3M; Part of Plan No. 78S34536; Part ofNE 
Y. 7-37-4-W3M; Part ofLSD 4-18-37-04-3, Ext. 33 
RlA 
RlBandRMTN 
Evergreen 
June 1, 2012 

1315 11 111 Street East 
Webster Surveys for Mark Bobyn 
Lots 23 and 24, Block 12, Plan No. 091; and 
Lot 35, Block 12, Plan No. 101410579 
R2 
Varsity View 
May22, 2012 

Rosewood Phase 6 
Webster Surveys for Boychuk Investments and City 
of Saskatoon, Land Branch 
Parcels AA and BB, Plan No. 101875394, and 
Parcel CC, Plan No. 89S02055 
RlA 
Rosewood 
May22, 2012 

424 Avenue F South 
Larson Surveys for Paul Lui 
Lots 32, 33, and 34, Block 28, Plan No. E5618 
R2 
Riversdale 
May 18,2012 

Rosewood Parcel W 
Webster Surveys for Lakewood Estates Ltd. 
Parcel EE, Plan No. 102028586 
FUD 
Rosewood 
May 23,2012 
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Subdivision 
• Application No. 47112: 

Applicant: 

Legal Description: 
Current Zoning: 
Neighbourhood: 
Date Received: 

• Application No. 48/12: 
Applicant: 

Legal Description: 

Current Zoning: 
Neighbourhood: 
Date Received: 

• Application No. 49/12: 
Applicant: 
Legal Description: 
Current Zoning: 
Neighbourhood: 
Date Received: 

• Application No. 50/12: 
Applicant: 
Legal Description: 
Current Zoning: 
Neighbourhood: 
Date Received: 

• Application No. 51/12: 
Applicant: 
Legal Description: 
Current Zoning: 
Neighbourhood: 
Date Received: 

120 !12th Street West 
Webb Surveys for Daryl Kraus c/o 
Mosaic Developments Corp. 
Lot 13, Block 5, Plan No. I5611 
R2 
Sutherland 
May23, 2012 

1114 13th Street East 
Webb Surveys for Mainstay Management Ltd. and 
D-Mo Developments Inc. 
Lot 28, Block 17, Plan No. G18 and 
Lots 45 and 46, Block 17, Plan No. 101452340 
R2 
Varsity View 
May25, 2012 

McClocklin Road/Hampton Circle 
Webster Surveys for Saskatoon Land DevCo. Ltd. 
Patt of the NW Y4 6-37-4-W3M 
RM3 
Hampton Village 
May 29,2012 

111 Rosewood Gate 
Webb Surveys for Casablanca Holdings Inc. 
Parcel E, Plan No. 102079526 
RMTN 
Rosewood 
May 29,2012 

29th Street/ A venue P North 
Digital Mapping Systems 
Part Street S25, Plan No. 60S16143 
R2 
Mount Royal 
May 30,2012 
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• Application No. 52/12: 
Applicant: 
Legal Description: 
CutTent Zoning: 
Neighbourhood: 
Date Received: 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS 

Arscott Crescent 
Digital Planimetrics 
Part SW and NW Y. 7-37-4-W3M 
RIA 
Evergreen 
May 31,2012 

There are no environmental and/or greenhouse gas implications. 

PUBLIC NOTICE 

Public Notice pursuant to Section 3 of Policy No. CO 1-021, Public Notice Policy, is not required. 

ATTACHMENTS 

1. Plan of Proposed Concept Plan Amendment 
2. Plan of Proposed Discretionary Use No. D2/12 
3. Plan of Proposed Rezoning No. Z16/l2 
4. Plan of Proposed Rezoning No. Z17/12 
5. Plan of Proposed Subdivision No. 43/12 
6. Plan of Proposed Subdivision No. 44/12 
7. Plan of Proposed Subdivision No. 45/12 
8. Plan of Proposed Subdivision No. 46/12 
9. Plan of Proposed Subdivision No. 47/12 
10. Plan of Proposed Subdivision No. 48/12 
11. Plan of Proposed Subdivision No. 49/12 
12. Plan of Proposed Subdivision No. 50/12 
13. Plan of Proposed Subdivision No. 51/12 
14. Plan of Proposed Subdivision No. 52/12 
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A2) Motion- Councillor D. Hill 
Rezoning Request- 7111 Avenue between Queen Street and Duchess Street 
(Files CK. 4351-012-9 and PL. 4110-24-3) 

RECOMMENDATION: that the General Manager, Community Services Department, be 
instructed to proceed with a consultation with the City Park Local 
Area Planning Committee and Community Association to provide an 
update on the recent initiatives, such as the new Integrated Growth 
Plan and Infill Strategy, which may have an impact on the 
outstanding rezoning contained in the City Park Local Area Plan, and 
report to City Council upon conclusion of the consultation. 

BACKGROUND 

During its April 30, 2012 City Council meeting, Councillor D. Hill gave the following Notice of 
Motion: 

"TAKE NOTICE that at the next regular meeting of City Council I will move the 
following motion: 

'THAT the Administration be instructed to undertake the 
appropriate process to rezone the area west of 7111 A venue between 
Queen Street and Duchess Street from RM1 to R2. '" 

During its May 14, 2012 meeting, City Council passed the following motion in refenal: 

"THAT the matter be referred to the Administration for a repmt to determine where 
this particular LAP recommendation sits compared to other LAP recommendations 
that have come fmward to City Council." 

REPORT 

Citv Park Local Area Plan 

During its April 26, 2010 meeting, City Council adopted the City Park Local Area Plan (LAP). The 
City Park LAP process differed from other LAPs as a Comprehensive Secondary Review was 
conducted with the LAP Committee, comprised of community stakeholders, prior to City 
Council's approval. The reason for the review was to futther discuss issues where the LAP 
Committee and the Administration did not concur on LAP recommendations. To address this, an 
administrative response followed each LAP Committee recommendation in the City Park LAP. 
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One of the items of concern to the LAP Committee, which was discussed in the Comprehensive 
Secondary Review, was the area zoned RMl District (Low Density Multiple-Unit Dwelling 
District) west of ih A venue between Queen Street and Duchess Street. Current zoning for the 
City Park neighbourhood is shown on the attached map (see Attachment 1 ). The purpose of the 
RMl District is to provide for residential development in the form of one- to four-unit dwellings, 
while facilitating certain small- and medium-scale conversions and infill developments, as well 
as related community uses. 

While the LAP Committee noted they were generally in favour of density, they noted concerns that 
four-unit infill developments would not be appropriate for the residential character of the 
neighbourhood, potentially crowding neighbouring homes, adding to the sh01tage of on-street 
parking, or having a physical appearance not consistent with the character of the sunounding 
buildings. The recommendation of the LAP Committee was that the area be immediately 
rezoned to a district that permits a maximum of two dwelling units per site, such as the R2 
District. The purpose of the R2 District is to provide for residential development in the form of 
one- and two-unit dwellings, as well as related community uses. The administrative response to 
the LAP Committee's recommendation was that a zoning change in this area would not be 
pursued at the time because the Planning and Development Branch is currently reviewing both 
the Official Community Plan (OCP) Bylaw No. 8769 and Zoning Bylaw No. 8770 and there may 
be changes to the low-density residential zoning districts. Therefore, proposing changes to this 
area would be premature. The area was identified on maps as "under review" and the repott 
recommended that additional consultation with City Park stakeholders will occur in regard to 
Zoning Bylaw No. 8770 changes to low-density residential districts. A map of the proposed 
zoning for the neighbourhood and relevant excerpts of the City Park LAP are included in 
Attachments 2 and 3. 

During its October 11, 2011 meeting, City Council approved other land use and zoning 
amendments recommended in the City Park LAP for properties generally located in the n01thern 
and westem portions of the neighbourhood. The purpose of these amendments was to more 
appropriately reflect the existing intensity of land use, as well as to provide opp01tunities for 
mixed use development in a light industrial area. Your Administration noted at that time that the 
area marked "under review" in the City Park LAP was excluded from these changes and that the 
RM1 zoning designation for properties in central City Park would be re-examined at the 
appropriate time. 

Recent Initiatives 

Since the completion of the City Park LAP, a number of significant initiatives have been 
undertaken and received by City Council; most prominently, the Saskatoon Speaks Community 
Visioning process, the new Strategic Plan, and the emerging Integrated Growth Plan (IGP). 
These initiatives will guide fmther review of the OCP Bylaw No. 8769 and Zoning Bylaw No. 
8770. 



Administrative Report No. 10-2012 
Section A- COMMUNITY SERVICES 
Monday, June 18, 2012 
Page? 

The IGP lays out a plan to ensure the fundamental building blocks used to shape Saskatoon 
match the vision and expectations of the citizens of Saskatoon. Inherent in the concept of 
moving the IGP forward is that in order to affect change within the city, broad concepts need to 
be put into use through strategy and policy. Within the IGP, your Administration outlined a set 
of strategies as the recommended approach to growth. Three of these strategies are directly 
related to infill development; specifically, that the City of Saskatoon (City) establish infill 
corridors, continue to support strategic infill, and that your Administration amend policies and 
develop incentives to suppmt strategic infill. It is under these recommended strategies that your 
Administration has been working to formalize an Infill Development Strategy. 

Infill Development Strategy 

When complete, the Infill Development Strategy will identifY programs and policies to provide the 
necessary regulations and innovations to suppott balanced and sensitive infill in Saskatoon. Infill 
development oppottunities have been categorized into one of three "levels" of infill to be assessed 
further: 

1) neighbourhood level (infill of individual residential lots); 
2) intermediate level (development or redevelopment opportunities on larger parcels of 

land); and 
3) strategic level (significant infill in key locations that could have a city-wide effect). 

Work on the first component is underway with a study directed to neighbourhood level infill 
development, which will address infill development challenges and oppottunities for individual 
residential lots in established neighbourhoods. The study will have two major components: a 
targeted public engagement process to guide the preparation of Infill Development Guidelines, and 
the creation of infill design guidelines and development regulations that will identifY relevant 
qualities for infill development. 

The Infill Development Guidelines will atticulate values, goals, and objectives for sensitive 
residential infill development in established neighbourhoods. In the development of the guidelines, 
consideration will be given to a number of components including: 

a) development standards including setbacks, height, and site coverage; 
b) parking provisions; 
c) architectural design guidelines; 
d) site grading and drainage requirements; 
e) site servicing requirements; 
f) other regulatmy considerations; and 
g) a separate Design Guidelines Manual for Garden and Garage Suites. 
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A consultant to conduct this work will be selected through a Request for Proposals. The 
neighbourhood level Infill Development Guidelines study is to be completed by mid-2013. Upon 
completion of the study, rep01is and proposed amendments to OCP Bylaw No. 8769 and Zoning 
Bylaw No. 8770 will be prepared for review by committees and City Council, with approvals 
and bylaw amendments anticipated being in place by late 2013. Upon completion of this work, 
your Administration will have additional information to help guide consideration of residential 
land use and zoning amendments in neighbourhoods such as City Park. 

LAP Implementation 

In 2011, your Administration developed a system to prioritize LAP recommendations. This matrix 
provides a systematic approach to the implementation process by identifying the recommendations 
of highest priority. The new priority system is based on the following criteria: 

1. Community Input- community residents have reviewed the list of recommendations 
for their neighbourhood and have indicated their priorities. It is noted that 
community associations are only one stakeholder in the neighbourhood, and the 
involvement of a broader range of residents is required; 

2. Available Resources/Programs- existing City resources and programs; 
3. Adoption Date of LAP - with the recommendations of the oldest LAPs receiving 

additional priority; 
4. Ease of Completion- refers to the amount of time and effort required; and 
5. Dependency on Other Branches/Depatiments - the level of dependency on other 

depatiments for completion. 

To date, 11 LAPs have been completed and adopted by City Council. Including Neighbourhood 
Safety reports resulting from LAP recommendations, 272 of 492 total recommendations have 
been completed as of May 31, 2012. Within the City Park LAP, 13 of 47 recommendations have 
been completed as of May 31, 2012. The City Park LAP recommendation in question is 
approximately the sixth highest priority out of the 34 remaining recommendations from the repoti. 
When considering the recommendations of all LAP reports, this recommendation ranks 
significantly lower and is tied for 79tl' highest priority. The main reason for this lower overall 
ranking is due to the consideration of the LAP adoption date that assigns a higher priority to older 
LAP recommendations. It is impotiant to note that the priority matrix is simply a tool utilized by 
the Neighbourhood Planning Section to identify high priority LAP recommendations and that 
implementation does not occur in clu·onological order. 

There are a few zoning-related recommendations that rate higher in the priority matrix than the City 
Park LAP recommendation. These include recommendations from the Westmount and Nutana 
LAP repotis. 
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Potential Timeframe for Outstanding Remaining Land Use Changes from City Park LAP 

The Neighbourhood Planning Section moves forward with land use and zoning amendment 
recommendations when the timing is appropriate. There is no specific timeframe that would set a 
deadline for implementation. In situations where the Administration does not believe any ongoing 
or planned initiatives would impact the desired effect of the land use changes, the process will often 
begin within two years. 

If City Council chooses to direct the Administration to consult with the City Park LAP Committee 
and Community Association to provide an update on the recent initiatives identified above and 
discuss potential impacts regarding low-density residential districts of the neighbourhood, your 
Administration will proceed in late 2012 to avoid conflicting with the traditional summer vacation 
period. This provides the best opportunity for local stakeholders to learn more about the initiatives 
and pat1icipate in discussions. The consultation may impact the extent and timing of the proposed 
lattd use and zoning amendments. 

Land Use and Zoning Amendment Process 

Regardless of the timefi·ame for the land use and zoning amendments, the process will include: 

a) written notification to affected propet1y owners and stakeholders; 
b) a public open house to provide information about the proposed amendments; 
c) gathering of written comments fi·om affected propet1y owners, residents, 

stakeholders, and the Administration; 
d) submission of a report to be considered by the Municipal Planning Commission; 
e) authorization from City Council to advet1ise the proposed amendments and schedule 

a public hearing; and 
f) City Council to consider the proposed amendments, along with all collected 

comments, at a public hearing. 

OPTIONS 

City Council has the option of deferring consideration of this matter until amendments resulting 
fi·om the neighbourhood level Infill Development Guidelines study have been implemented, which 
is expected to occur in late 2013. City Council also has the option to direct the Administration to 
undet1ake the Land Use and Zoning Bylaw amendment process for RMI Lands shown in 
Attachment I, generally west of 7tl' A venue. 

POLICY IMPLICATIONS 

No policy implications have been noted in this repot1. 



Administrative Report No. 10-2012 
Section A- COMMUNITY SERVICES 
Monday, June 18,2012 
Page 10 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 

There are no financial implications. 

STAKEHOLDER INVOLVEMENT 

The City Park LAP was created with input from local stakeholders. The land use and zoning 
amendment process will provide opp01tunities for members of the public to comment upon the 
proposed changes. 

PUBLIC COMMUNICATION PLAN 

The land use and zoning amendment process includes significant communication with local 
stakeholders and the public. 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS 

There are no environmental and/or greenhouse gas implications. 

PUBLIC NOTICE 

Public Notice pursuant to Section 3 of Policy No. C01-021, Public Notice Policy, is not required. 

ATTACHMENTS 

1. City Park Zoning Map - Current 
2. City Park Local Area Plan Zoning Map - Proposed 
3. Excerpts from the City Park LAP 

A3) Adult Services Land Use Review 
(Files CK. 4350-012-2 and PL. 4350-Z12/12) 

RECOMMENDATION: 1) that City Council approve the advertising to amend Zoning 
Bylaw No. 8770 as follows, and as further described in the 
rep01t and attachments: 

a) to provide a definition of adult service agencies; 
b) to permit adult service agencies as a home-based 

business on an out-call basis only; 
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BACKGROUND 

c) to limit in-call adult service agencies to the IL 1 -
General Light Industrial District and the IH- Heavy 
Industrial District; and 

d) to include a 160 metre separation distance between 
in-call adult service agencies and residential 
properties, schools, parks, and active and passive 
recreational facilities; 

2) that the General Manager, Community Services 
Department, be requested to prepare the required notice for 
advetiising the proposed amendments; 

3) that the City Solicitor be requested to prepare the required 
amendments to Zoning Bylaw No. 8770; 

4) that at the time of the public hearing, City Council consider 
the Administration's recommendation that the bylaw 
amendments be approved; and 

5) that City Council endorse the concept of separation 
distances between in-call adult service agencies to ensure 
clustering of adult service businesses does not occur, and 
that the Administration report back in due course on an 
implementation strategy. 

At its May 28, 2012 meeting, City Council received a repoti from the General Manager, 
Community Services Depatiment, with a recommendation to approve advetiising with respect to the 
proposal to amend Zoning Bylaw No. 8770 petiaining to adult service agencies, and resolved: 

"that consideration of the matter be deferred until such time as the Municipal 
Planning Commission has had an opp01iunity to conclude its deliberations on the 
matter, and that the Administration submit a fmiher rep01i to Council at that time 
regarding the experience of Winnipeg, Calgary and Edmonton, as well as safety 
issues." 

During its May 29, 2012 Municipal Planning Commission (MPC) meeting, Police Chief Weighill, 
Saskatoon Police Services, provided clarification and fmiher information as requested from MPC at 
its May 15, 2012 meeting. The MPC supp01ied the recommendation for advetiising the proposed 
amendments and resolved, in part: 
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"5) that the Administration be requested to report further with respect to 
strategies for a separation of adult service activities from residential areas, 
schools, churches, parks and other recreational areas; and 

6) that the Administration be requested to repmt further with respect to 
strategies to limit concentration of adult service activities in any one area 
of the city." 

REPORT 

Other Municipalities 

A review of other Canadian municipalities that cun·ently license adult service businesses was 
undeltaken. Information was obtained from the City of Calgary, the City of Edmonton, the City of 
Red Deer, and the City of Winnipeg. A sunnnary ofinfmmation obtained from these municipalities 
is outlined below. 

1. City of Calgary 

a. The City of Calgary refers to three separate bylaws for licensing and regulating 
different types of adult services, as follows: 
i. the Dating and Escort Service Bylaw relates to any dating and/or escott 

service business; 
ii. the Massage Bylaw includes body rub centres and practitioners; and 

iii. the Exotic Entertainers Bylaw regulates and licenses businesses and 
entertainers that provide audiences of one or more persons a nude or 
semi-nude activity, wholly or partially designed to appeal to sexual 
appetites or inclinations. 

b. The Dating and Escott Service Bylaw prohibits dating and/or escmt service 
business activity to be catTied out in a dwelling unit or any premises located in a 
residential land use district. 

c. Dating and/or escott service businesses are permitted in zoning districts that allow 
for office use on an out-call basis only. Examples of these districts include 
Commercial Corridor/Office Districts, Commercial Neighbourhood/Community 
Districts, and Industrial Business/Commercial Districts. 

d. Recently, Calgary's City Council approved amendments to their Massage Bylaw 
to differentiate between massage categories. Massage practitioners who are not 
members to one of the four massage associations in Alb etta would be re-classified 
as "Body Rub Practitioners" and would be subject to enhanced license 
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requirements, such as a separation distance of 500 metres from other body rub 
centres or a residence. The intent of the amendments is to improve consumer 
protection and minimize negative impacts created in, or adjacent to, residential 
uses. Separation distance was particularly established to ensure body rub centres 
are not "clustering" together and creating body rub districts. 

City of Edmonton 

a. The City of Edmonton's Business License Bylaw includes adult service type 
businesses (body rub centres/practitioners, and escorts/escmi agencies) and 
outlines the regulations and requirements for each type within the bylaw. 

b. Independent escort agencies are permitted as a home based business for office use 
only. 

c. Escort agencies are permitted to locate in zoning districts that permit professional, 
financial, and office support services on an out-call basis only. Examples of these 
districts include Low Intensity Business Zones, Light Industrial Zones, and 
Commercial Office Zones. 

d. Body rub practitioners are considered under the City of Edmonton's Zoning 
Bylaw as "Personal Service Shops" and are permitted to locate in zoning districts 
that allow for this use. Examples of these districts include General Business 
Zones, Low Intensity Business Zones, and Neighbourhood Convenience 
Commercial Zones. 

e. The City of Edmonton does not have a separation distance regulation. 

2. City of Red Deer 

a. The City of Red Deer regulates and licenses escort agency businesses and escorts 
under their Escmi Service Bylaw. 

b. Escort agencies are permitted as home-based businesses for office use only. 

c. The City of Red Deer's Land Use Bylaw does not identify any zoning districts 
that would allow for escort service businesses; rather, adult entertainment 
businesses are listed under discretionary uses in major arterial commercial 
districts. Adult entertainment businesses are not considered as an escort service 
business and are defined separately. 
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d. Adult entertainment must be located 150 meters from any other drinking 
establishment or residential district. 

e. The City of Red Deer does not have a separation distance regulation for escmi 
service businesses. 

3. City of Winnipeg 

a. The Doing Business in Winnipeg Bylaw (licensing bylaw) regulates escort agency 
businesses in the City of Winnipeg. 

b. The City of Winnipeg's Zoning Bylaw prohibits escoti agencies to operate as a 
home-based business. 

c. Escmi agencies are a conditional use in specific districts as listed in the 
Downtown Winnipeg Zoning Bylaw. Their Multiple-Use Sector and Character 
Sector in the downtown are examples of districts where escort agencies have the 
potential to locate. 

d. An adult service business or adult entetiainment establishment is permitted in 
specific zoning districts as listed in Winnipeg's Zoning Bylaw. 

e. Adult service businesses and/or adult entertainment establishments are defined 
separately from escoti agencies and apply different licensing regulations and 
requirements. 

f. Only adult service businesses and/or adult entertainment establishments located in 
commercial or industrial districts must be located 1,000 feet (305 metres) or more 
away from a residential district; park or recreational district; any place of worship; 
any elementary, middle, or high school; or any other adult service or 
entertainment use. The separation distance was implemented when the City of 
Winnipeg approved their X-Rated Stores Bylaw in 1993. 

g. The separation distance regulation does not apply to escort agency businesses. 

Separation Between Adult Service Agencies and Other Land Uses 

As noted in the report to the MPC dated Apri130, 2012, fi·om the General Manager, Community 
Services Department, commercial locations for adult service agencies that could have client 
visits (operating on an in-call basis) may result in land use conflicts with other land uses, 
primarily residential uses, resulting from potential hours of operation, noise, and traffic flow. 
The land use concerns around adult service agencies that would provide in-call service are 
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associated with clients coming to the business location. Your Administration is of the opinion 
that these types of adult service agencies are best located in areas where residential uses are 
limited or prohibited to minimize potential land use conflicts and recommend that they only be 
permitted to locate in the IL 1 - Light Industrial (ILl) District and the IH - Heavy Industrial (IH) 
District. 

Concerns have been expressed that even though the proposed amendments would provide for 
adult service agencies to establish only in the IL 1 and IH Districts, there are areas in the City of 
Saskatoon (City) where residential propetties are adjacent to industrial districts. Furthermore, 
schools, parks and active or passive recreational facilities where children may gather could be 
located in or close to the ILl and IH Districts. A separation distance between adult service 
agencies and these land uses is desirable to minimize the potential for land use conflict and 
provide a buffer between the operation of the adult service agency and the clients that attend 
these establishments. 

Your Administration has reviewed the Provincial Legislation that governs planning in 
Saskatchewan (The Planning and Development Act, 2007) and is of the opinion that Zoning 
Bylaw No. 8770 may provide for a separation distance between land uses (such as adult service 
agencies and residential properties). In this regard, a reasonable separation distance to provide a 
buffer between adult service agencies and residential properties would minimize the potential for 
land use conflict. It is recommended that a separation distance of 160 metres be used, which 
would ensure that an adult service agency would be located at least one block from a residential 
property. While other municipalities have applied separation distances of 300 to 500 metres to 
forms of adult services, these distances would have the potential of pushing adult service 
businesses to the fringes of industrial areas. 

To ensure that adult oriented businesses maintain an appropriate distance from schools, parks, 
and active and passive recreational facilities, it is also recommended that a separation distance of 
160 metres be provided from adult setvice agencies that provide in-call service (have client 
visits) and these land uses. 

As noted in the attached reports (see Attachment 1 ), it is proposed that adult setvice businesses 
be permitted as home-based businesses for office purposes only. The Adult Services Licensing 
Bylaw, 2012, Bylaw No. 9011 prohibits in-call service. Operations out of the home would also 
be subject to home-based business regulations as outlined in Zoning Bylaw No. 8770. For 
example, signs advertising or identifying the home-based business are not permitted on the 
property and only one employee would be permitted to come to the business location and an off­
street parking space must be available for this employee. Your Administration does not believe a 
separation distance to schools, parks and active and passive recreational facilities is required as 
the home-based location will only function for office purposes, Services will be provided on an 
out-call basis only, client visits are prohibited at the home-based business location and signage is 
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not permitted. Land use concerns would be similar to any office permitted as a home-based 
business and no further restrictions, including separation distances are proposed. 

Concentration of Adult Service Agencies 

The Cities Act provides City Council with the authority to specify a minimum distance that two 
or more businesses within a class, or two or more classes of business, must be separated from 
one another. This provision of The Cities Act was used to provide a separation distance of 
160 metres between pawn shops in Business License Bylaw No. 8075 in response to a 
concentration of pawn shops along 20th Street West. The 160 metres was used to ensure that no 
more than one pawn shop would be established on a block. 

In response to concerns noted by the MPC over the potential impact on safety, real or perceived, 
from the clustering of adult service agencies and to ensure dispersion of this business throughout 
the city, a similar separation distance as that used for pawn shops could be applied to adult 
service agencies. It is not anticipated that concentration of adult service agencies will be an 
immediate issue in the City. In this regard, your Administration is recommending that future 
amendments to the Adult Services Licensing Bylaw, 2012, Bylaw No. 9011 be considered to 
provide for a separation distance of 160 metres between adult services businesses. This 
separation distance would ensure that there is no more than one adult service agency per block. 

Safety Concerns 

On May 29, 2012, Police ChiefWeighill, Saskatoon Police Services, attended the MPC meeting to 
provide clarification and further infmmation as requested from the MPC at its May 15, 2012 
meeting. At the meeting it was noted that Saskatoon Police Services does not suppmt locating 
adult services businesses all in one area of the city, or clustering of the business. It was noted 
that the light industrial areas are active and have traffic. The goal is to establish parameters that 
are workable to encourage adult services businesses to be licensed and to work within the 
established parameters. With respect to the home-based business, Saskatoon Police Services 
would have the authority to go to the home to check if there is a license, investigate any issues, 
and provide better safety for people in the business and residents in the area. 

OPTIONS 

The only option is to reject the recommendation for advertising approval. If the advertising is 
not approved, the proposed amendments will be deferred and your Administration will require 
more direction from City Council regarding where adult service businesses will be permitted to 
be located in the city. 
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POLICY IMPLICATIONS 

The proposed recommendations will provide for the operation of an adult service agency as a 
home-based business as an office only (out-call only, no client visits), and in-call adult service 
agencies to locate in ILl and IH Districts subject to a 160 metre separation distance from 
residential properties, schools, parks and active passive recreational facilities. 

Amendments to the text of Zoning Bylaw No. 8770 will be required to incorporate the 
recommendations related to adult service agencies as noted in this report and in Attachment 1 as 
follows: 

a) add a definition of adult service agencies; 
b) add adult service agencies to the list of prohibited uses in the B6 - Downtown 

Commercial District, MX1 - Mixed Use 1 District, and the RAl - Reinvestment 
District; and 

c) provide a separation distance of 160 metres between adult service agencies and 
residential properties, schools, parks, and active and passive recreational facilities. 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 

There are no financial implications. 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS 

There are no environmental and/or greenhouse gas implications. 

PUBLIC NOTICE 

If the application for advettising is approved by City Council, it will be advertised in accordance 
with Public Notice Policy No. C01-021, and a date for a public hearing will be set. A notice will 
be placed in The StarPhoenix two weeks prior to the date on which the matter will be considered 
by City Council. 

ATTACHMENT 

1. Rep01t to City Council- Adult Services Land Use Review- Dated May 28, 2012 
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A4) Communications to Council 
Subject: Requests for Extension of Noise Bylaw No. 8244 
(Files CK. 185-9 and LS. 205-1) 

RECOMMENDATION: 

BACKGROUND 

1) that City Council approve various requests for extension of 
hours to Noise Bylaw No. 8244, subject to administrative 
conditions, as outlined in this report; 

2) that City Council approve the PotashCorp Fireworks 
Festival's request for a Temporary Street Closure to Traffic 
Bylaw No. 7200 for the closure of Broadway Bridge on 
August 31 and September 1, 2012; and 

3) that future requests for extension of hours to Noise Bylaw 
No. 8244 be considered by City Council, subject to 
administrative conditions, as outlined in this report. 

During meetings held on April 16, April 30, May 14, and May 28, 2012, City Council received 
requests for extension of hours to Noise Bylaw No. 8244, as outlined below: 

1) Nowshad Ali, President, Saskatoon Fireworks Festival Inc.- 2012 Fireworks Festival­
August 31 and September 1, 2012. Request to extend hours of Noise Bylaw No. 8244 
from 10:00 p.m. to 11:45 p.m. The Potash Corp Fireworks Festival event organizers 
also request a Temporary Street Closure to Traffic Bylaw No. 7200 for the Broadway 
Bridge on August 31 and September 1, 2012, from 7 p.m. to 11 p.m.; 

2) Andrew Whiting, Senior Interpreter, Meewasin Valley Authority - PotashCorp River 
Cinema- August 3 to 5 and August 17 to 19, 2012. Request to extend hours of Noise 
Bylaw No. 8244 to 12:00 a.m.; 

3) Sharon Preston, PotashCorp- PotashCorp Annual Summer Bm·beque- July 13, 2012. 
Request to extend hours ofNoise Bylaw No. 8244 to 11:00 p.m.; 

4) Scott Ford, Director of Marketing and Events - Credit Union Centre - A Taste of 
Saskatchewan- July 10 to 15,2012. Request to extend hours of Noise Bylaw No. 8244 
to 10:30 p.m.; 

5) Don Somers, Organizing Committee Member - River Lights Festival - July 13 to 15, 
2012. Request to extend hours ofNoise Bylaw No. 8244 to 11:00 p.m.; 
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6) Robert Wyma, Executive Director, 25111 Street Theatre Centre Inc. - PotashCorp Fringe 
Theatre Festival- August 2 to 11, 2012. Request to extend hours of Noise Bylaw No. 
8244 to 11:00 p.m.; 

7) Joan Hugg, Rock of Ages Church- Church in the Park- July 15 and August 12,2012. 
Request to extend hours of Noise Bylaw No. 8244 to 12:00 p.m.; and 

8) Thomas Bell, Hotel Senator - Roofstock- July 28, 2012. Request to extend hours of 
Noise Bylaw No. 8244 to 12:30 a.m. 

In response to these requests, City Council requested the Administration to report on proposed 
administrative conditions. 

REPORT 

Organizers of public outdoor events are required to apply for extensions to bylaws, where 
applicable. The Administration has reviewed all requests and is cunently working with event 
organizers to ensure that solutions are in place to mitigate potential issues. 

Depending on the scale and location of the event, Leisure Services Branch will apply some 
combination of the following Administrative conditions to an approval: 

a) coordination of a parking and traffic plan with the Constmction and Design Branch, 
Infrastmcture Services Department; 

b) coordination of a parking, traffic, and emergency plan with the Saskatoon Police Services; 
c) coordination of an emergency plan with the Fire and Protective Services Department; 
d) meet on site at least tln·ee weeks prior to the event with required Administrative staff to 

discuss set up and placement of any tents, lights, and staging within the park or street; 
e) providing a plan indicating how any alcohol service will be designed and monitored to 

ensure it remains in designated areas; and 
f) notifYing neighbours via flyer of the upcoming event. 

In the case of the specific event requests included in this repmi, the City Administration has worked 
successfully with event organizers in the past. 

Earlier this year, after various discussions following the review and approval of the "WakeRide" 
event, your Administration began preparing individualrepmis on nearly all events. In retrospect, it 
has been detetmined that separate repotis are not adding "value" to the process. Therefore, it is 
recommended that most events be approved by City Council, subject to Administrative conditions, 
in accordance with the recommendation provided in Council's agenda. 
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In situations where City Council (or the Administration) believes a specific report is required, such a 
report may be requested by Council, or may be provided by the Administration as the case may be. 
City Council may also wish to request an information repott, early in the spring each year that 
would outline the proposed "calendar" of public events for the coming summer event season. 

OPTIONS 

City Council may choose not to approve the recommendations provided in this repott. This would 
be contrary to the collaborative working relationship cunently maintained between event organizers 
and the City Administration. City Council may also wish to receive a specific repott for each future 
requested event. 

POLICY IMPLICATIONS 

There are no policy implications. 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 

There are no financial implications. 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS 

There are no enviromnental and/or greenhouse gas implications. 

PUBLIC NOTICE 

Public Notice pursuant to Section 3 of Policy No. COl-021, Public Notice Policy, is not required. 



Section B- CORPORATE SERVICES 

B1) Request for Proposal for Telephone Trunking System 
(Files CK. 231-1 and CS.231-1} 

RECOMMENDATION: 

BACKGROUND 

1) that the proposal submitted by Shaw Business Solutions for 
the supply of 400 Session Initiated Protocol (SIP) telephone 
trunks at a total cost of $343,172.50, including GST and 
PST, be accepted for the term of three years, with the 
option of up to two one-year extensions; and 

2) that Purchasing Services, Corporate Services Depmiment, 
issue the appropriate purchase order. 

In 2008 City Council approved a project that will result in the migration of the majority of the 
Centrex telephone system lines to a Voice Over Intemet Protocol (VOIP) based telephone 
system. The majority of the City's telephone lines, including Boards and Commissions, will be 
migrated to the new Microsoft Lync unified communication platform by January I, 2013. 
Approximately 1,900 phone lines will be migrated in Phase One, with more to follow in 2013 
and 2014. 

REPORT 

In early March 2012 your Administration issued a RFP for 400 SIP trunk lines, which are 
required for the new Microsoft Lync VOIP telephone system that will be implemented on 
January 1, 2013. These trunk lines give the City the ability to make and receive extemal 
telephone calls. The City issued a Request for Proposal (RFP) on Thursday, March 22, 2012. 
Proposals were received from three vendors before the closing date of the tender on Thursday, 
Apri119, 2012, and included the following proponents: 

• Shaw Business Solutions 
• SaskTel 
• ThinkTel 

Calgary, AB 
Saskatoon, SK 
Edmonton, AB 

The members of the evaluation team were the CIS Branch Manager and the Technology 
Integration Services Manager. All three vendors were able to demonstrate that they could meet 
all of the requirements as laid out in the RFP and that they would be able to provide the City with 
a robust SIP trunking solution, including incremental growth as required. Each proposal was 
evaluated against the evaluation criteria which included price; technical, functional, and 
implementation requirements; optional features; and references. 

After a careful evaluation process, the team recommends that the contract be awarded to Shaw 
Business Solutions which is the lowest cost to the City. 
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A breakdown of Shaw Business Solutions' cost over three years is shown below: 

Total 
G.S.T. @5% 
P.S.T.@5% 
Total Cost to the City 
Less G.S.T. Rebate (100%) 
Net Cost to the City 

OPTIONS 

$311,975.00 
$15,598.75 
$15,598.75 

$343,172.50 
($15,598.75) 
$327,573.75 

Primary Rate Interface (PRI) is long-standing technology that will provide the same trunking 
service as Session Initiated Protocol (SIP), but at a significantly higher cost. Based on the cost 
differential, this option was not considered. 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 

The annual cost for the 400 SIP trunks is $114,390.83, including GST and PST. The cost will be 
funded from the savings the City will realize by migrating from the Centrex telephone system. 
There will be no impact to the mill rate. 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS 

There are no environmental implications. 

PUBLIC NOTICE 

Public Notice pursuant to Section 3 of Policy No. C01-021, Public Notice Policy, is not required. 

B2) Corporate Inventory Status 
(Files CK. 1290-1 and CS. 1290-1) 

RECOMMENDATION: that the information be received. 

REPORT 

The Inventory and Disposal Services Section (Inventory and Disposal Services) of the Finance 
Branch, Corporate Services Department, is responsible for monitoring and reporting on the City 
of Saskatoon's inventory. Inventory and Disposal Services has the authority to prescribe 
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corporate standards, criteria, and guidelines for inventory management in a decentralized stores 
environment. This decentralized approach allows departments to keep the materials they require 
while ensuring industry guidelines and generally accepted good inventory management practices, 
standards, and controls are followed. Attachment 1 shows the locations and inventory levels 
throughout the City. Additionally, in 2011 we started tracking, and have included the 
Infrastructure Services aggregate inventory. As shown in the chati, the majority of inventory 
value (77%) is held at Saskatoon Light & Power. 

To analyze inventory held, the material is classified into groups that identify what will be used, 
what is kept for stock out insurance and what is slow moving and inactive. Attachment 2 shows 
the inventory breakdown by store. During 2011, corporate inventory and the percentage of slow 
moving/inactive inventory increased by $1,019,988. These increases were primarily due to 
material being purchased for capital projects at Saskatoon Light & Power. The following are the 
major factors that affected the inventory level at Saskatoon Light & Power: 

1. A significant amount of material associated with the Circle Drive South project was 
received for jobs now scheduled for the second half of2012. 

2. There has been an incremental increase in the number of transformers and amount of 
cable required for electrical services, due to the increased housing and commercial 
construction activity. 

3. A significant amount of street light capital work and associated inventory from 
previous years has been carried over. 

During 2011, the significant changes in overall corporate inventories were: 

• Inventory held at year-end increased 8% to $10,312,133. 
• Material issues increased 0.7% to $8,704,169. 
• Inventory turnover decreased from .89 to .87. 
• Slow-moving/inactive inventory increased 30% to $5,251,158. 

It is expected that the slow-moving/inactive material will be reduced as the capital projects are 
completed during 2012 and 2013, although it is recognized that there will always be some 
amount of this material due to changes/delays of projects, and variances in breakdown and 
maintenance requirements. Your Administration will continue to identify and write-off material 
that is surplus to operations. 
To manage the inventory kept at the decentralized department stores, Inventory and Disposal 
Services annually reviews the Corporate Guidelines for Management of Inventory with each 
store. Each department's stores inventory practices are checked and documented. Inventory and 
Disposal Services confirms that the Corporate Guidelines for Management of Inventory are 
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being followed and any deviations, because of operational requirements, are covered by 
approved compensating procedures. 

The team approach of working with all departmental stores to implement the inventory 
management improvements and ensuring that corporate guidelines are followed continues to 
improve inventory controls and improve efficiencies. 

POLICY IMPLICATIONS 

There are no policy implications. 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 

There are no financial implications. 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS 

There are no environmental implications. 

PUBLIC NOTICE 

Public Notice pursuant to Section 3 of Policy No. C01-021, Public Notice Policy, is not required. 

ATTACHMENTS 

1. Corporate Inventory Levels - December 31, 2011 
2. Corporate Inventory Indicators 

B3) Discontinuation of Prepayment Discounts 
(Files CK. 1920-2 and CS.1920-2) 

RECOMMENDATION: 

BACKGROUND 

that the City of Saskatoon discontinue offering prepayment discounts 
for the early payment of prope1ty taxes stmting in the 2013 tax year. 

Historically, the City of Saskatoon, in agreement with the school boards and the Ministry of 
Education, has offered a discount to taxpayers who choose to prepay their taxes (municipal, 
library, and education) before January 31. 
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The Province of Saskatchewan (the Province) in its March 21, 2012, budget announced that 
municipalities no longer have authority to apply a prepayment discount to education property 
taxes (EPT) starting in January 2013. 

REPORT 

For many years, the City of Saskatoon has offered a discount to taxpayers who choose to prepay 
their taxes by January 31. Research suggests that prepayment discounts were originally initiated 
to enhance cash flows and provide incremental interest earnings at a rate that would benefit the 
City. 

Determining the Discount Rate 

Your Administration has heard from many taxpayers that the discount rate offered is not high 
enough to entice prepayments. The discount rate is based upon the prevailing short-term interest 
rates available and the preferred equivalent rate of interest to June 30. Your Administration 
calculates the equivalent rate of interest to June 30 for a selection of potential discount rates. 
The equivalent rates of interest to June 30 are then compared against the average shmt-term rates 
offered by the chartered banks. The most preferred equivalent rate of interest and corresponding 
discount rate are approved by the Investment Committee, and recommended to City Council for 
consideration. 

Discounts Applied 

The value of the discount offered impacts the number of taxpayers choosing to prepay taxes. 
Your Administration is not able to identify a specific group that chooses to prepay. Rather, 
prepayments are received from owners of propetties of higher values as well as lower values, and 
from a mixture of commercial and residential property owners. Analysis indicates that only 
1,300 of those properties which received a prepayment discount in 2012 were the same 
properties that received a prepayment discount in 2007. Since 2004, the number of propetties 
prepaying to receive a discount has decreased from 5,700 to 4,600. Taking into consideration 
that the number of taxable propetties has increased by 12,200 during this same period, the 
percentage of property owners who take advantage of the prepayment discount has decreased 
from 9% to 5.8%. It is anticipated that the recent change in legislation by the Province limiting 
the discount available will further reduce the number of customers choosing the early payment 
option. 
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Payment Allocation and Sharing of the Discount 

The Cities Act requires that all payments made against a property tax roll must be applied 
propmiionately to each taxing authority. That is, a prope1iy owner cannot choose to make a 
payment that would be applied to only the City and library taxes. Up to and including 2012, the 
school boards shared in the discount that was applied to an account. As stated previously, the 
Province has announced that starting in January 2013, municipalities will not have the ability to 
apply early payment discounts to the education property tax. Should City Council approve a 
prepayment program for 2013, the discount would be available only on the municipal and library 
portions of a payment. 

The following is a simple illustration of the allocation of a $2,000 payment, the share of the 
discount, and the net revenue available. In 2012, the municipal and library share was 56% of the 
tax levy, and the education portion was 44%. The City Council-approved 2012 Prope1iy Tax 
Discount was at a rate of .375%, which is equivalent to an interest rate to June 30, 2012 of 
0.90%. 

Scenario 1: Payment made by January 31, 2012 

municipal and library 
(56%) 
education (44%) 

Allocation of 
$2,000 

Payment 

$1,120.00 
$880.00 
$2,000.00 

Share of 
Discount 

@0.375% 

$4.20 
$3.30 
$7.50 

Net Tax 

Revenue 

$1,115.80 
$876.70 

$1,992.50 

As noted, prepaying the property taxes resulted in a discount of $7.50. Investing the same 
dollars to June 30, 2012, at an interest rate of .90% would have resulted in interest earned of 
$7.50. 

Scenario 2: Payment made by January 31, 2013 

Keeping all other factors constant, but eliminating the school board sharing in the discount 
results in: 
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Allocation of 
$2,000 

Payment 
municipal and library 
(56%) $1,120.00 
education (44%) $880.00 

$2,000.00 

Share of 
Discount Net Tax 

@0.375% Revenue 

$4.20 $1,115.80 
_____$Q $880.00 
$4.20 $1,995.80 

Prepaying the property taxes results in a discount of $4.20. Investing the same dollars to June 
30,2012, at an interest rate of .90% results in interest earned of$7.50. 

The taxpayer will be required to pay the same amount, but will receive a discount on only 56% 
of the payment. The City, however, must remit to the school boards its full share of the payment. 

Other Jurisdictions 

Many smaller municipalities offer prepayment discounts. However, Winnipeg is the only other 
major Canadian city of which your Administration is aware that still offers a similar prepayment 
discount. 

The City of Regina discontinued the program when it introduced its monthly payment option in 
the mid 1990s. The City of Saskatoon introduced the Tax Instalment Payment Plan Service 
(TIPPS) in 1994 which allows taxpayers to pay taxes in 12 equal monthly payments instead of in 
one lump sum on June 30. Sixty percent of property owners now pay their taxes using TIPPS. 

Conclusion 

During the last several years the incremental interest rates have gone down, the number of 
customers making early payments has decreased, 60% of property owners pay their taxes using 
TIPPS, and the cost of printing and mailing prepayment notices has increased. The program is 
no longer cost effective, and costs incurred exceed the monies earned. The original objective of 
the discount program is no longer being met. Further, recent legislation eliminating the discount 
available on prepayment of education taxes suggests that, unless the City of Saskatoon offers an 
unrealistic discount rate, taxpayers may be better off by investing their money in a financial 
institution until June 30. 

Based on the above, your Administration is recommending that the City of Saskatoon 
discontinue offering a discount for prepayment of property taxes commencing in 2013. 
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OPTIONS 

There are two options available: 

1. Discontinue offering a discount for early payment of property taxes. Your 
Administration recommends this option as it reduces costs, reduces the amount of mail 
being sent, and is more beneficial to taxpayers. 

2. The City continue to offer the prepayment discount recognizing that there is a cost to all 
taxpayers. 

POLICY IMPLICATIONS 

There are no policy implications. 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 

Discontinuing the prepayment discount will result in annual net savings of $8,000. This is the 
net effect of interest earned, the discount given, and savings in printing and mailing. 

PUBLIC COMMUNICATION PLAN 

The Revenue Branch will work with the Communications Branch to determine the appropriate 
means of communicating this change to the citizens of Saskatoon. 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS 

Discontinuing the prepayment option would reduce the number of notices being sent in the mail. 
Approximately 35,000 prepayment notices are cunently mailed to customers. 

PUBLIC NOTICE 

Public Notice pursuant to Section 3 of Policy No. C01-021, Public Notice Policy, is not required. 



Section C- FIRE AND PROTECTIVE SERVICES 

Cl) Bylaw No. 9034 to amend Saskatoon Fire and 
Protective Services Bylaw No. 7990 
Fireworks 
(File No. CK. 2500-1} 

RECOMMENDATION: that Council consider Bylaw No. 9034. 

BACKGROUND 

Your Administration has received several requests in the past regarding fireworks regulations 
and approval for fireworks displays. In response to these requests, an extensive review was 
conducted of 1 0 Canadian Cities with respect to their bylaws related to the storage, sale, and 
setting off of both Low Hazard and High Hazard Fireworks. 

In May 2009, Fire and Protective Services Bylaw 7990 was amended to include the following 
regulations: 

"39(3)(a) No person shall discharge any low hazard fireworks and no person being the owner or 
occupant of any premises shall permit any low hazard fireworks to be discharged except: 

• Between the hours of dusk and 11:00 p.m. on Victoria Day, Canada Day, or Labour Day; 
• Between the hours of dusk on New Year's Eve to 00:15 on New Year's Day; or 
• Such other dates and times as permitted by resolution of Council. 

(c) Upon the written application of a person seeking to hold a public fireworks display involving 
low hazard fireworks, City Council may waive the date and time restrictions for the discharge of 
low hazard fireworks set out in Clause 39(3)(a)." 

Additionally, the following enquiry was made by Councillor P. Lorje at the meeting of City 
Council held on June 1, 2009: 

"Will the Administration please prepare a report for consideration by Council on 
possible amendments to the Fire Bylaw to allow senior administration of the Fire 
and Protective Services Depatiment, as well as Council, the discretionary ability 
to approve fireworks permits for established community organizations." 

At its meeting held on August 17, 2009, City Council approved a fmiher amendment to Bylaw 
No. 7990 as follows: 

"That the above regulations shall not apply to public fireworks displays conducted by a 
community association." 
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REPORT 

Currently, written applications by groups or individuals outside those identified in the bylaw are 
required to be made to City Council to discharge low hazard fireworks. At its meeting held on 
May 28, 2012, City Council again discussed this matter and the decision of Council was to leave 
the approval for fireworks applications in the hands of the Fire Chief without the option of 
appeal to City Council. In order to comply with Council's direction, your Administration would 
require a further amendment to Bylaw 7990 as outlined above. With the exception of 
community associations, all other fireworks displays occmTing outside the four dates in the 
bylaw currently require the approval of City Council. 

With respect to high hazard fireworks displays, these are at the discretion of the Fire Chief as per 
Clause 41 of Bylaw 7990. There are a number of annual events throughout the year that use high 
hazard fireworks: 

• CanadaDay 
• The Exhibition 
• Fireworks Festival 
• Conclusion of Huskie Football Games 

Requests for Canada Day and the Fireworks Festival have been approved by City Council in the 
past as they occur on civic property. The annual Exhibition is held on the Prairieland Park 
prope1ty and the Huskie Football games are on University of Saskatchewan property and, in both 
cases, are sanctioned by the property owners. In all of these cases, the displays are permitted and 
conducted in full compliance with Bylaw 7990 and the permits are offered to the prope1ty 
owners. 

Attached is a copy of Bylaw No. 9034, which sets out the above. 

OPTIONS 

There are no options. 

POLICY IMPLICATIONS 

There are no policy implications. 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 

There are no financial implications. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS 

There are no environmental and/or greenhouse gas implications. 

PUBLIC NOTICE 

Public Notice pursuant to Section 3 of Policy No. C01-021, Public Notice Policy, is not required. 

ATTACHMENT 

1. Bylaw No. 9034, The Fire and Protective Services Amendment Bylaw, 2012. 



Section E- INFRASTRUCTURE SERVICES 

E1) Proposed Closure of Right-of-Way 
adjacent to 135 and 139 Witney Ave South 
(File CK. 6295-010-10) 

RECOMMENDATION: that City Council consider Bylaw No. 9031. 

BACKGROUND 

City Council, at its meeting held on August 17, 2011, during Matters Requiring Public Notice, 
considered a request for closure of the walkway adjacent to 135 and 139 Witney Avenue South 
and resolved: 

1) that the lane/walkway adjacent to 135 and 139 Witney Avenue South be 
closed; 

2) that upon receipt of the legal land survey documents, the City Solicitor be 
requested to prepare the appropriate bylaw for consideration by City Council; 

3) that upon approval of the bylaw, the City Solicitor be instructed to take all 
necessary steps to bring the intended closure forward and to complete the 
closure; and 

4) that upon closure of the lane/walkway, the land will be sold to Nadine Skakun 
of 135 and 139 Witney Avenue South for $1000. 

REPORT 

The Administration has now received the Plan of Proposed Consolidation prepared by Webb 
Surveys, dated Aprill6, 2012 (Attachment 2). 

As shown on Plan 240-0016-006r002 (Attachment 3), Lane/Walkway Closure 'A' will be 
transferred to Nadine Skukun (Lot 30, Block 437, and Plan 61S02358). 

Infrastructure Services, Saskatoon Light & Power, SaskTel, Shaw Cablesystems G.P., have 
existing facilities with easements within the area and have approved the proposed closure. 

PUBLIC NOTICE 

Public Notice pursuant to Section 3 of Policy No. COl-021, Public Notice Policy, is not required. 
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ATTACHMENTS 

1. Proposed Bylaw 9031 
2. Plan of Lane/Walkway Closure and Consolidation, dated Apri116, 2012 
3. Plan 240-0016-006r002 

E2) Proposed Lease Renewal Agreement for Unit #201- 305- 4th Avenue North 
Labour Relations Branch Office 
(Files CK. 520-1 and LA. 4235-012-10) 

RECOMMENDATION: 

BACKGROUND 

1) that the request to extend the current Lease Agreement 
between the City of Saskatoon and 101077553 
Saskatchewan Ltd. for an additional two years (from 
August 1, 2012, to July 31, 2014), be approved with the 
terms as set out in the following report; and 

2) that the City Solicitor be requested to prepare the appropriate 
Agreement, and that His Worship, the Mayor and the City 
Clerk be authorized to execute the amending Agreement 
under the Corporate Seal. 

The City of Saskatoon entered into a Lease Agreement with 101077553 Saskatchewan Ltd. on 
July 23, 2007, for the property civically known as 305- 4th Avenue North. This property was 
leased for office space for the Labour Relations Branch, Human Resources Depmtment, with a 
total leased space of 1,553 square feet at a base rate of $8.50 per square foot (annual base lease 
cost of $13 ,200). 

The original Term of the Lease Agreement was for five years, nine days commencing July 23, 
2007, and ending July 31, 2012. The agreement included an option to extend the lease for one 
additional five-year term. 

REPORT 

The Labour Relations Branch has resided at 201 - 305 - 41
h Avenue North since the summer 

2007. The leased space works well and is in close proximity to City Hall, which currently has a 
shortfall of available office space. 
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The City of Saskatoon Real Estate Section has negotiated a Lease Renewal with the Landlord, 
subject to the following significant terms: 

1. Lease Term: Two (2) years. 

2. Lease Commencement: August 1, 2012- July 31,2014. 

3. Option to Renew: One (1 ), two (2) year option based on the same terms and 
conditions, except for rent, which shall be at a negotiated market rent. 

4. Lease Cost: Base rent of $21,462 ($14 per square foot per year x 1,533 square feet) 
plus estimated occupancy costs and utilities of $16,863 ($11 per square foot per year 
x 1,553 square feet) for a total of $38,325. The increased lease cost is $8,400 per 
year ($16,800 for the two-year term). 

5. Conditions Precedent: Subject to approval by City of Saskatoon City Council. 

OPTIONS 

An option would be to temporarily relocate the Labour Relations Branch office to a p011ion of the 
fotmer City Clerk's space on the second floor of City Hall. This option is not recommended for the 
following reasons: 

• Moving and fit-up costs would be approximately $25,000 to $35,000; this amount exceeds 
the increased two-year lease cost of$16,800. 

• The former City Clerk's space will be required for major second floor alterations which are 
scheduled to be undetiaken in the near term. Having the Labour Relations Branch within 
this area will negatively impact the process of undertaking these major alterations. 

• Employees in the Labour Relations Branch are satisfied with their current office location 
and amenities. They prefer to remain in the existing location for the time being, rather than 
relocating to interim office space only to relocate yet again in two years. 

POLICY IMPLICATIONS 

There are no policy implications. 
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FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 

Funding for the increased lease cost is available and accounted for in the external lease account, 
which is administered by the Infi·astructure Services Department, Facilities Branch. 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS 

There are no environmental implications. 

PUBLIC NOTICE 

Public Notice pursuant to Section 3 of Policy No. C01-021, Public Notice Policy, is not required. 

E3) Post Budget Approval 
Capital Project 1435- IS Primary Water Mains -North Industrial 
150mm Water Main Construction 
(Files CK. 7820-6 and IS. 7820-67) 

RECOMMENDATION: 

REPORT 

1) that a post-budget increase of $375,000 to Capital Project 
1435- IS Primary Water Mains- North Industrial, for the 
design, engineering and construction of a 150mm water 
main, be approved; and 

2) that $187,500 of the post-budget increase be funded from 
2013 allocations to the Infrastructure Reserve - Water and 
Sewer and $187,500 be funded from the Primary Water 
Main Reserve. 

Projects 1435-01 and 1435-02, IS -Primary Water Mains -North Industrial, include approved 
funding in the amount of $5,829,000 for the extension of a primary water main to the North 
Industrial area and Agriplace that will allow additional industrial development and provide 
increased water network reliability. The project involves the installation of a 600 mm primary 
water main from the 4211

d Street Reservoir to 601
h Street. A potiion of the new 600 mm primary 

water main runs adjacent to an existing 150 mm cast iron water main. During the course of 
construction, a segment of the existing 150 mm cast iron water main was identified to be in 
below standard condition. A decision was made to take advantage of the construction going on 
in the area and replace the old cast iron pipe with a new PVC pipe. 
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Relocation and replacement of the 150 mm cast iron water main includes removal of the 
deteriorated cast iron pipe and replacement with a new PVC pipe, while relocating the alignment 
of the pipe to adhere to current COS standards. The cost of this work, including design, 
engineering and construction is estimated to be $375,000. 

FINANCIAL IMP ACT 

The Administration is recommending that a post-budget increase to Capital Project 1435 -
Primary Water Mains- North Industrial, in the amount of $375,000, be funded 50% from the 
2013 allocation to the Infrastructure Reserve - Water and Waste Water and 50% from the 
Primary Water Main Reserve. 

OPTIONS 

There are no options. 

COMMUNICATIONS PLAN 

The construction is expected to have an impact on traffic on 1st Avenue North between 42"d A 
Street and 44th Street. Any required traffic detours will be communicated to the public via Public 
Service Announcements. Construction notifications will also be delivered to the businesses and 
homes of residents adjacent to the work area. 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS 

There are no enviromnental implications. 

PUBLIC NOTICE 

Public Notice pursuant to Section 3 of Policy C01-021, Public Notice Policy, is not required. 



Section F-UTILITY SERVICES 

Fl) Turbo expander Generator- Joint Venture with SaskEnergy Incorporated 
Saskatoon Light & Power Capital Project #2311: 
Electrical Supply Options- Turboexpander 
(File No. CK. 2000-5) 

RECOMMENDATION: 

BACKGROUND 

1) that Saskatoon Light & Power amend an expired 
Memorandum of Agreement with SaskEnergy Incorporated 
for the purpose of partnering on the capital costs for 
construction of a turboexpander generator facility at 
SaskEnergy's Natural Gas Regulating Station #I adjacent 
to the landfill; 

2) that City Council approve a post budget adjustment for 
additional funding for Capital Project 2311 in the amount 
of$1,100,000; 

3) that a green loan be approved in the amount of $1,935,000 
to be withdrawn from the Property Realized Reserve, and 
that $215,000 be approved as an internal loan from the 
Electrical Distribution Replacement Reserve (EDRR); 

4) that should funding from other levels of government not be 
received, the green loan be increased by an additional 
$90,000 and the internal loan from EDRR be increased by 
$10,000; and 

5) that the Amending Agreement be executed by His Worship 
the Mayor and the City Clerk under the Corporate Seal. 

In 2009, Saskatoon Light & Power (SL&P) and SaskEnergy Incorporated commissioned a 
feasibility study to evaluate the potential for application of a turboexpander generator at 
SaskEnergy's Town Border Station #1 in Saskatoon. A turboexpander can be used to recover 
useful energy from the pressure drop at the Town Border Station in the form of shaft 
horsepower, which could then be used to generate electricity that would be sold to SaskPower 
under its Green Options Patiners Program. Excess heat from the adjacent landfill gas power 
generation facility would be used to preheat the natural gas as required prior to the pressure and 
temperature reduction through the turboexpander. 

This facility has the potential to provide enough power for over 600 homes and offset 
greenhouse gas emissions by over 3,600 tonnes annually. 
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SL&P entered into a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) with SaskEnergy to complete the 
design work for this project. The purpose of this report is to advise City Council of the revised 
project budget now that the design is complete and request approval to amend the MOA to 
include the construction of the project. 

REPORT 

Under the proposed amendment to the MOA, SL&P and SaskEnergy will each contribute 50% of 
the total capital cost of $4.5 million, and will equally share in revenues and operating costs for 
the turboexpander facility. An economic assessment has been completed for the project that 
shows a 20-year Internal Rate of Return (IRR) for the project of 11.2% with a payback of nine 
years. This rate of return meets the hurdle rate established by both utilities and is suppotied by 
the respective administrations. 

The economic analysis is based on electricity sales to SaskPower under its Green Options 
Partners Program, which offers a premium rate for this environmentally preferred electricity. 

The total estimated cost of this project had originally been estimated at $3.4 million but has 
recently been updated based on the final design and existing market conditions. The cost 
estimate is also now based on a more detailed cost estimate from TransGas Limited, who will be 
installing a necessary pipeline associated with this project. 

The City of Saskatoon has applied for partial funding of this project through three separate 
funding programs. Administration expects a decision on these potential funding sources by the 
fall of2012. 

Detailed design for the facility is complete, and a tender for construction of the facility is 
expected to be issued later this year, with construction beginning in the spring of 2013. The 
facility is planned to be operational by the fall of 2013. 

OPTIONS 

Saskatoon Light & Power could negotiate a different funding atTangement with SaskEnergy 
rather than the 50/50 patinership cunently proposed. This would increase or decrease the 
amount of capital spending required by the City, but would conespondingly increase or decrease 
the City's share in the revenues and return on investment. The current 50/50 approach is 
agreeable to both parties and no change is recommended. 
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FINANCIAL IMP ACT 

It is anticipated that funding in the amount of $200,000 may be available for this project from 
various funding programs administered by other levels of government. The remaining $4.3 
million required for this project will be shared 50/50 between SL&P and SaskEnergy. SL&P's 
portion of this cost ($2.15 million) will come from an interim loan from the Electrical 
Distribution Replacement Reserve in the amount of 10% ($215,000) and a green loan from 
internal city reserves (Property Realized Reserve) in the amount of $1,935,000. These loans will 
be repaid from project revenue. 

$ 200,000 
215,000 

1,935,000 
2,150,000 

$4,500,000 

Anticipated Government Funding 
SL&P Electrical Distribution Replacement Reserve (EDRR) 
Green Loan from Internal Reserves (Property Realized Reserve) 
SaskEnergy Incorporated 
Total Project Budget 

In the event that the anticipated funding from other levels of government is not received, the two 
partners will increase their respective contributions. 

The Finance Branch has reviewed the loan application and is in agreement with the funding 
amount, terms and the project's ability to repay the loan and has confirmed that it meets the 
criteria outlined in City of Saskatoon Policy C03-27 (Borrowing for Capital Projects). The 
City's Investment Committee, through the Investment Manager, provided the quoted interest rate 
at the time of the application of the loan dated May 15,2012. 

Power from this facility will be sold to SaskPower under its Green Options Patiners Program and 
will result in annual revenues of approximately $650,000 beginning in 2014. Our share (50%) of 
the annual revenues will be $325,000. An economic analysis was completed for the project and 
indicates a 20-year internal rate of return (IRR) of 11.2%, with a payback of 9 years. 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMP ACT 

An Environmental Screening has been completed for the project by the Environmental 
Assessment Branch of the Saskatchewan Ministry of Environment. The Ministry does not 
require any further assessment of environmental impacts for the project. An Environmental 
Management and Monitoring Plan for construction of the project will be required to be included 
with tender submissions. 

The turboexpander facility will generate clean electricity without combustion, by capturing 
pressure energy and heat energy that would otherwise go unused. The facility will provide an 
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annual greenhouse gas offset of approximately 3,600 tonnes (similar to removing 700 vehicles 
from our roadways). 

PUBLIC NOTICE 

Public Notice pursuant to Section 3 of Policy No. COl-021, Public Notice Policy, is not required. 



Section G- CITY MANAGER 

G1) 2012 Civic Services Survey 
(Files CK. 365-1 and CC. 365-5) 

RECOMMENDATION: that the 2012 Civic Services Survey be received as information. 

BACKGROUND 

The City of Saskatoon annually conducts a civic services survey. Since the late 1990s, this research 
has been conducted in the fall. On Febtuary 7, 2011, City Council adopted the Administrative 
Report No. 2-2011 which included your Administration's recommendation that the 2011 Annual 
Civic Services Survey be conducted in May, and that the survey again utilize both telephone and 
online formats. The move to a May smvey provides better aligmnent with the City of Saskatoon's 
planning cycle to utilize the information to make program or service changes, and budget 
decisions, in an attempt to meet the program and service needs of the citizens of Saskatoon. 

The objective of the survey is to obtain citizen feedback on a variety of civic issues including: 
• Perceptions of the quality oflife in Saskatoon. 
• Understanding what citizens believe are the most impottant issues facing Saskatoon. 
• Perceptions of what services are most impmiant, and how satisfied they are with the setvices 

provided by the City of Saskatoon. 
• Perceived value for propetiy tax dollars contributed to the City. 
• Tracking perceptions and satisfaction with the above areas over the past several years. 
• Addressing a topical issue for the year. For 2012, the topic was to understand interest in 

receiving infmmation about City programs and services via online communication platforms 
(website and social media tools). 

REPORT 

In May 2012, the City of Saskatoon contracted Insightrix Research Inc. (Insightrix) to conduct the 
City of Saskatoon Annual Civic Setvices Smvey. In order to get a better demographic 
representation, and to account for the increasing use of cellular phones, the City of Saskatoon 
requested that Insightrix conduct both a telephone and an online smvey, as completed in November 
2010 and May2011. 

In previous years, the sample size for the smvey consisted of 500 randomly selected patiicipants 
who were contacted via landline telephone. For the 2010, 2011, and 2012 surveys, 500 randomly 
selected citizens were contacted via telephone, and over 800 additional citizens were selected to 
patiicipate via online panels. Results were collected between May 14 and 26, 2012. 

The following information outlines the key conclusions of the 2012 survey. A summary of the 
key findings is found in Attachment 1. 
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Quality of Life 
• The quality of life in Saskatoon continues to be rated highly overall, with 91.2% ofte1ephone 

respondents and 89.1% of online respondents rating it as either good or very good. There is 
no significant change from the May 2011 survey results. 

Satisfaction with Services 
• The majority of telephone respondents (87.4%) are satisfied or very satisfied with the overall 

level of services provided by the City of Saskatoon. The majority of online respondents 
(78.3%) also rep01t they are satisfied or very satisfied. The results of are consistent with 
previous years. 

• The 2012 Civic Services Survey reports higher levels of satisfaction than those recently 
reported by Forum Research Inc. The Forum poll, which used an interactive voice message 
response system, showed 16% of respondents very satisfied and 48% somewhat satisfied for 
a combined total of 64%. 

Most Important Issues Facing the City 
• The condition of streets continues to be the most frequently mentioned priority issue facing 

the City today (24.1% among telephone respondents and 21.7% of online respondents). As 
with last year, it should be noted that the survey takes place in the spring, when road 
conditions are typically at their worst. 

• The top ten most frequent primary and secondary issues mentioned are noted in the table 
below. For a detailed breakdown, see page 1 of the Survey (Attachment 2). 

• The priority issues identified generally correspond with the Strategic Goals identified in the 
2012-2022 Strategic Plan adopted by City Council in February 2012 . 

. ·ciYkSurve:Y:2ot2Most Impor.taht1ssucs.·.· c > 'Sir~tili.MGoai > ' · ..••. · \ .• · .. <· ......•. ·• 
Condition of Streets Moving Around 
Infrastructure/Roads Moving Around 
Crime/Policing Quality of Life 
Housing Quality of Life 
Traffic Flow/Congestion Moving Around 
Taxation/Spending Assets & Financial Sustainabilitv 
Planning for City Growth/Development Sustainable Growth 

• Overall, the top ten most frequent primary and secondary issues mentioned are generally the 
same as found in 2012, although there are small variations in the order. 

.. 



Administrative Repmt No. 10-2012 
Section G- CITY MANAGER 
Monday, June 18,2012 
Page 3 

Importance of Services 
• There were no significant changes in how respondents rated the importance of a wide range 

of civic services in 2011 and 2012. Among both telephone and online respondents, the 
services rated the highest in terms of impmtance include: quality of drinking water; fire 
protection services; the maintenance of major roadways and freeways in the city; police 
services; and, the repair of water main breaks. 

Performance in Delivering Services 
• Similar to the 2011 survey, the services that received the average highest ratings for 

performance include: the quality of drinking water; fire protection services; treatment of 
sewage; electrical services reliability; garbage collection; accessibility of City parks; and, 
police services. 

• Recycling initiatives, ice and snow management, and mosquito control show performance 
has improved. Other areas, patticularly for phone respondents, that received performance 
improvements include: repair of water main breaks; maintenance of major roadways and 
freeways; and, treatment of sewage. 

• Similarly, the largest differences between importance, and perceived satisfaction with civic 
services, are with neighbourhood street maintenance, traffic management, and maintenance 
of major roadways and freeways. 

Communications 
• As with results from 2011, social media websites utilized by the City of Saskatoon 

(Facebook, Twitter, Y ouTube, Blog) continue to be utilized by only a small portion of 
people. More commonly,. people visit the City website or do not engage with the City of 
Saskatoon online at all. 
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• In years prior to 2012, 46% ofpropetty taxes were allocated to civic programs and services. 
In 2012, this portion had increased to 50% of property taxes being allocated to such programs 
and services. This change in allocation has not demonstrated any direct impact on 
perceptions of value for pro petty taxes among Saskatoon residents. 

FINANCIAL IMP ACT 

The cost to perform the 2012 survey was as follows: 
• $11,502 to conduct the phone survey (500 respondents). 
• $11,465 to conduct the online survey (821 respondents). 
• $22,968 total cost (same as 2011). 

COMMUNICATION STRATEGY 

Your Administration will provide the media and citizens with an update to advise them that the 
final 2012 Civic Services Survey is available online. The update will also indicate that the City 
will use the information during the planning cycle as input into program or service changes, and 
budget decisions, in an attempt to meet the program and service needs of the citizens of 
Saskatoon. A variety of tools will be used including a PSA, and social media updates (Twitter 
and Facebook). 

In addition, your Administration will develop a communication campaign to increase awareness 
of what propottion of citizens' property taxes is dedicated to civic services. The campaign will 
target residents of Saskatoon, and will potentially include: website updates; an interactive 
website "tax calculation tool"; and various "Did You Know" advertisements in future issues of 
The Star Phoenix CityPage. 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS 

There are no environmental implications. 

PUBLIC NOTICE 

Public Notice pursuant to Section 3 of Policy No. CO 1-021, Public Notice Policy, is not required. 

ATTACHMENTS 

1. Summary of Key Findings for the 2012 Civic Services Survey. 
2. City of Saskatoon Annual Civic Services Survey - May 2012 - prepared by Insightrix 

Research Inc. 
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Respectfully submitted, 

Randy Grauer, General Manager 
Community Services Depmiment 

Brian Bentley, General Manager 
Fire & Protective Services Depmiment 

Jeff Jorgenson, General Manager 
Utility Services Depatiment 

Marlys Bilanski, General Manager 
Corporate Services Depmiment 

Mike Gutek, General Manager 
Infrastructure Services Department 

Mmmy Totland 
City Manager 
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Plan Showing Proposed 
Surface Subdivision of 
Part of the SW 1/4 Sec. 7, Twp.37, Rge. 4, 
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NW 1/4 Sec. 7, Twp. 37, Rge. 4, W3Mer. 
City of Saskatoon 
2012 
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Preliminary Plan Completed April9, 2012 

Revised May 28, 2012 

~~ By: Peter F. nger S.LS. 
Digital Planimetrics Inc. 105-111 Research Dr. Saskatoon Sk. 

Proposed Subdivision outlined thus --------­
Standard Road Allowances are20.117m 
Easement 
Proposed 5.00m Joint Use Easement Sask Power, 
Sasktei,Shaw Cablesystems ltd. and SaskEnergy ~.ff~ 
Proposed 3.00m Joint Use Easement Sask Power ~~ffi@JI 
Proposed 3.00m SaskEnergy Easement ~ 
Proposed 3.00m Infrastructure Services Easement 13Ellm:m:rr=:m 
canada Post Easement a 
Area to be Subdivided contains 13.45ha 
Measurements are in metres and decimals thereof. 
Distances are approximate and may vary by+/- 1 metre 

EXAMINED: CITY of SASKATOON: Approved under the provisions of 
Bylaw No. 6537 of the City of Saskatoon. 

Genera! Manager of the Community SeJVices Department 
Date: , A.D. 2012 

·Lt'>. 
• Dil]l'tal PUuUmetrics Inc. 
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ATTACHMENT 3 

Excerpts from the City Park Local Area Plan 

Excerpt from Section 1.5.3- (pages 57 and 58 of City Park LAP) 

"Area currently zoned Low- Densitv Multiple-Unit Dwelling District (RMJ) 

The lower density portion of City Park north of Queen Street is currently zoned R2 on the east 
side off" Avenue and RMI on the west side off" Avenue. The major distinction benveen these 
nvo districts is that four unit dwellings are permitted in the RMI District. This means there is 
potential for in fill development of a multiple unit dwelling (MUD) containing up to four units in 
an area that is predominantly one and nvo unit dwellings. The Committee expressed concern 
with this, as four unit dwellings may not complement existing residential buildings. Most of the 
existing housing stock in this area consists of one unit dwellings, many of which are only one 
storey. 

Also, there is an issue that the proliferation of this form of dwelling will increase parking 
pressure in the area. The RMI Zoning District requires one off-street parking space per 
dwelling unit; however, in other multiple unit zoning districts the figure is I. 7 5 spaces per 
dwelling unit. The lower requirement in the RMI District is intended to accommodate multiple 
unit dwellings on sites with a width of 15 metres (50 feet). This is intended to allow for infill of 
multiple unit dwellings in mature neighbourhoods. 

Committee Recommendation: 

The Committee is recommending that this area be immediately rezoned to a district that permits 
a maximum of nvo dwelling units per site, such as the R2 District, or an equivalent that limits the 
dwelling size to duplex. 

Reason fOr recommendation: The Committee is concerned about four-unit infill developments 
that are not appropriate for the residential character of the neighbourhood, either crowding 
neighboring homes, exacerbating a shortage of on-street parking, or having a physical 
appearance that is not consistent with the character of the surrounding buildings. Although the 
Committee is generally in favour of density, these types of developments, along with larger 
apartments, are already abundant in this part of City Park, and their appearance, with few 
exceptions, can only be described as unattractive. The Committee would like fitture infill 
developments follow guidelines, and to reflect the single - family dwelling type that 
characterizes the R2 zoning east of7111 Avenue North. . 



Parking is further discussed in Section 3.10 of this report. Members of the Committee expressed 
concerns with the lack of on-site parking in residential areas. The problems cannot be easily 
solved. Property owners should make adequate on-site (off-street) parking available when 
possible. 

Administrative Response: 

A zoning change of this area is not being pursued at this time. The Planning and Development 
Branch is currently reviewing both the Official Community Plan and Zoning Bylaw. As a result 
of this review, there may be changes affecting low density residential zoning districts (e.g., R2A, 
RMJ). Therefore, proposing changes to this area would be premature. See Section 1.4.4, 
Recommendationl.3 in this regard." 

Excerpt from Section Lll- City Park Local Area Plan Land Use Recommendations 
(page 69 of the City Park LAP) 

"1.3 ADDITIONAL CONSULTATION WITH CITY PARK IN REGARD TO ZONING 
BYLAW CHANGES TO LOW DENSITY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICTS: That the 
Community Services Department, Planning and Development Branch, review zoning 
bylaw changes affecting low density residential areas that are included in Phase II of the 
Zoning Bylaw review, with the City Park Local Area Planning Committee and 
Community Association prior to initiating land use and zoning bylaw changes in City 
Park. 

Reason for Recommendation: The Planning and Development Branch is reviewing the 
Official Community Plan and Zoning Bylaw. Phase II of this review will examine a number 
of Local Neighbourhood Issues, including Infill Development. The Committee desires that 
the low density residential area only allow for one and two unit dwellings. However, 
changes to the Zoning Bylaw may affect which zoning district is applied to this area. In this 
regard this area is marked "under review" on Map 1.5 Proposed Zoning Map. " 



ATTACHMENT 1 

A) Adult Services Land Use Review 
(File No.: PL 4350-Z12/12) 

RECOMMENDATION: 

BACKGROUND 

1) that City Council approve the required advertising for the 
Public Hearing with respect to the proposal to amend 
Zoning Bylaw No. 8770, as indicated in the attached report 
of the General Manager, Community Services Department to 
the Municipal Planning Commission, dated April30, 2012. 

2) that the General Manager, Community Services 
Department, be requested to prepare the required notice for 
advertising the proposed amendments; and 

3) that the City Solicitor be requested to prepare the required 
bylaw amendment to Zoning Bylaw No. 8770. 

During its December 21, 2011 meeting, City Council received a recommendation from the 
Saskato_on Board of Police Commissioners that an adult services bylaw be enacted. City Council 
resolved that the Chief of Police and the City Solicitor bring forward a draft bylaw to the 
Executive Committee for consideration. During its March 12, 2012 meeting, City Council 
adopted the Adult Services Licensing Bylaw, 2012, Bylaw No. 9011. The purpose of this bylaw 
is to regulate and license adult services in Saskatoon. As the Adult Services Licensing 
Bylaw, 2012, Bylaw No. 9011 does not address zoning issues, it was identified at this meeting 
that a land use report would be brought forward to consider where adult service businesses will 
be permitted to be located in the city. 

REPORT 

During its May 15, 2012 meeting, the Municipal Planning Commission considered a report from 
the General Manager, Community Services Department, outlining the proposed amendments to 
Zoning Bylaw No. 8770 pertaining to adult service agencies (see Attachment 1). At this meeting, the 
Municipal Planning Commission deferred fiuther consideration of the matter and asked to have a 
representative fi·om the Saskatoon Police Service make a presentation to the Municipal Planning 
Commission and address questions related to adult services. The Municipal Planning Commission 
will continue discussion of the proposed Zoning Bylaw No. 8770 amendments pertaining to adult 
service agencies at their meeting scheduled for May 29, 2012. 

In the meantime, Zoning Bylaw No. 8770 amendments are being proposed by your 
Administration; therefore, City Council approval is required to proceed with advertising the 
proposed amendments and Public Hearing date. To facilitate timely discussion of review of the 
proposed Zoning Bylaw No. 8770 amendments related to adult service agencies, your 
Administration is requesting City Council's approval for the required advertising. The 
Municipal Planning Commission's recommendations will be provided to City Council at the time 
of the Public Hearing, which will likely be held on June 18, 2012. 
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OPTIONS 

City Council could reject the recommendation for advertising approval. If the advertising is not 
approved, the proposed amendments will be deferred until 2013, and your Administration will 
require more direction from City Council regarding where adult service businesses will be 
permitted to be located in the city. 

POLICY IMPLICATIONS 

As outlined in the Adult Services Land Use Review report to the Municipal Planning Commission 
from the General Manager, Community Services Department (see Attachment 1). 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 

There are no financial implications. 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS 

There are no environmental and/or greenhouse gas implications. 

PUBLIC NOTICE 

If the application is approved for advertising by City Council, it will be advertised in accordance 
with Public Notice Policy No. C01-021, and a date for a public hearing will be set. A notice will 
be placed in The Star Phoenix two weeks prior to the date on which the matter will be considered 
by City Council. 

ATTACHMENT 

1. Report to Municipal Planning Commission from the General Manager, Community 
Services Department- Adult Services Land Use Review. 

Written by: Dawson, Manager, Business License and Bylaw Compliance 

Reviewed by: 
Wallace, Manager 

anning and Development Branch 
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Approved by: 

Approved by: 

S:/Reports!DS/2012/COUNCIL Adult Services Land Use Review/kb 



TO: 
FROM: 
DATE: 
SUBJECT: 
FILENO.: 

Secretary, Municipal Planning Connnission 
General Manager, Community Services Department 
April30, 2012 
Adult Services Land Use Review 
PL 4350-Z12/12 

RECOMMENDATION: 1) that City Council be asked to approve the advertising with 
respect to the proposal to amend Zoning Bylaw No. 8770, 
as indicated in the attached report; 

BACKGROUND 

2) that the General Manager, Community Services 
Depmiment, be requested to prepare the required notice for 
advertising the proposed amendments; 

3) that the City Solicitor be requested to prepare the required 
bylaw amendment to Zoning Bylaw No. 8770; and 

4) that at the time of the public hearing, City Council be asked 
to consider the Administration's recommendation that the 
proposed Zoning Bylaw No. 8770 amendments be 
approved. 

At its December 21, 2011 meeting, City Council received a recommendation from the Saskatoon 
Board of Police Commissioners that au adult services bylaw be enacted. City Council resolved 
that the Chief of Police and the City Solicitor bring forward a draft bylaw to the Executive 
Committee for consideration. During its March 12, 2012 meeting, City Council adopted the 
Adult Services Licensing Bylaw, 2012, Bylaw No. 9011 (Adult Services Bylaw No. 9011). The 
purpose of this bylaw is to regulate and license adult services in Saskatoon. As Adult Services 
Bylaw No. 9011 does not address zoning issues, it was identified at this meeting that a land use 
report would be brought forward to consider where adult service businesses will be permitted to 
be located in the city. 

REPORT 

The proposal is to amend the Zoning Bylaw No. 8770 to provide a definition of adult service 
agencies and to permit adult service agencies as a home based business on an out-call basis only 
and as a permitted use in the ILl - General Light Industrial District and the IH- Heavy Industrial 
District. 

Current Policy 

Adult Services Bylaw No. 9011 broadly defines an adult service as "any service of an adult 
nature appealing to or designed to appeal to erotic or sexual appetites or inclinations." Adult 
Services Bylaw No. 9011 also lists several activities considered to be adult services including 
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acting as an escort, companion, gnide or date; privately modelling lingerie; privately performing 
a striptease; and privately performing a non-therapeutic body rub or massage. 

Zoning Bylaw No. 8770 would only permit an adult service agency, a business providing adult 
services, in a zoning district that allow all uses of buildings and lands except those specifically 
noted as prohibited or discretionary. Under the cutTen! Zoning Bylaw No. 8770, these districts 
would include ILl - General Light Industrial District (ILl District), IH - Heavy Industrial 
District (IH District), MXl -Mixed Use District 1 (MXl District), B6- Downtown Commercial 
District (B6 District), and RAJ -Reinvestment Disllict 1 (RAJ District). 

Zoning Bylaw No. 8770 allows all uses to be permitted as a home based business, provided they 
are not listed as a prohibited use. Adult service agencies, or independent adult service agencies, 
are not listed as a prohibited home based business in Zoning Bylaw No. 8770; therefore, would 
be permitted as a home based business, subject to all other development standards for home 
based businesses. Adult Services Bylaw No. 9011 states that any adult service agency operating 
as a home based business would have to operate on an out-call basis only; therefore, the adult 
service would only be provided at the premises of the customer. 

The Business License Program licenses all businesses operating from permanent locations in the 
city. There are businesses operating in the city that possess a valid business license that may 
provide an adult service as defined in the new Adult Services Bylaw No. 9011. These businesses 
include lingerie modelling, and non-therapeutic aromatherapy and reflexology and are located in 
Commercial/Industrial Zoning Districts, as well as operate as home based businesses. These 
businesses will be required to obtain the appropriate license under Adult Services Bylaw 
No. 9011. 

Comparison with Other Municipalities 

A review of other municipalities was undertaken to identify where adult services are permitted to 
operate. Information was obtained Ji"om the City of Calgary, City of Edmonton, City of Red 
Deer, and the City of Winnipeg. 

The City of Calgary allows dating and escort service businesses to be located in zoning districts 
that allow for office use. Businesses that are permitted to be located in these zoning districts are 
considered only for office use and on an out-call basis. The City of Calgary's Dating and Escort 
Service Bylaw prohibits business activity to be carried out in a dwelling unit or any premises 
located in a residential land use district. 

The City of Edmonton allows for escort agencies to be located in zoning districts that permit 
professional, financial, and office support services, provided they do not have clients attending 
the place of business. The business location would be used primarily for a call centre, or office­
only purposes. Independent escort agencies are petmitted as a home based business; however, as 
office-use only. The City of Edmonton also licenses body-rub practitioners. These businesses 



3 

are considered under their zoning bylaw as "Personal Service Shops" and are permitted to be 
located in zoning districts that allow for this use. 

The City of Red Deer does allow escort agencies to be licensed as a home based business, 
provideq it is for office-use only. Similar to the City of Edmonton and the City of Calgary, 
escort agencies are permitted to be located in districts that allow for office use. Again, if an 
agency decides to locate in such district, it would be for office-only purposes. 

In the City of Winnipeg, adult services or esco1t agencies are prohibited as a home based 
business. However, they are permitted in specific commercial and industrial zoning dish'icts, 
provided they are located 1,000 feet or more away from a residential district; park or recreational 
district; any place of worship; any elementary, middle, or high school; or any other adult service 
or entertaimnent use. 

Recommendation for Zoning Bylaw No. 8770 Definitions 

Adult service agencies are not currently defined in Zoning Bylaw No. 8770. Your 
Administration recommends that Zoning Bylaw No. 8770 be amended to provide definitions for 
an adult service agency and an independent adult service agency, which refers to the definitions 
in Adult Services Bylaw No. 9011. 

Adult Services Bylaw No. 9011 defines an adult service agency as: 

"(i) a business which offers to arrange or arranges the supply of adult 
services; 

(ii) a business which is the registered user of a telephone number or cellular 
telephone nmnber that is advertised as the number to telephone to receive 
an adult service; 

(iii) a business which pays for, places or arranges an advertisement in any 
media offering to supply an adult service; or 

(iv) a business which operates an internet website promoting an adult service 
business or offering to supply an adult service;" 

Adult Services Bylaw No. 9011 defines an independent adult service agency as "any adult 
service business which is owned, operated and serviced by one adult service performer." 

Recommendations for Home Based Businesses 

Your Administration recommends that an adult service agency or independent adult service 
agency be permitted as a home based business, provided they operate in compliance with Adult 
Services Bylaw No. 9011. As stated previously in this report, Adult Services Bylaw No. 9011 
requires all adult service agencies operating as a home based business to provide adult services 
on an out-call basis only. This would prohibit client visits or adult services from the home based 
business location. The home based business location would be for office purposes only, and land 
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use issues such as traffic, noise, or parking, are anticipated to be minimal and acceptable for a 
home based business. 

An adult service agency operating as a home based business, as with all home based businesses, 
would allow one non-resident employee to come to the business location, and an off-street 
parking space must be available for this employee. An adult service agency operating as a home 
based business would be permitted to employ as many performers and/or workers in relation to 
the business as they wish; however, only one employee is allowed to attend the home based 
business location. The business would also have to comply with all other development standards 
for home based businesses. 

No amendments are required to Zoning Bylaw No. 8770 to provide for adult service agencies as 
a home based business on an out-call basis only. 

Recommendations for Commercial Locations 

Commercial locations for adult service agencies that would potentially have client visits may 
result in land use conflicts with other land uses, primarily residential uses, resulting from 
potential hours of operation, noise, and traffic flow. Your Administration is of the opinion that 
these types of adult service agencies are best located in areas where residential uses are limited 
or prohibited to minimize potential land use conflicts. It is recommended that these adult service 
agencies only be permitted to locate in the ILl District and the IH District. The ILl and IH 
Districts permit all uses, except those listed as prohibited or discretionmy; therefore, no 
amendments would be required to accommodate adult services in these zoning districts. 

The MXl District, B6 District, and RAl District also include a clause that allows all 
development except for those listed as prohibited or discretionary. These zoning districts do 
provide for residential uses; therefore, your Administration recommends Zoning Bylaw No. 8770 
be amended to add adult service agencies and independent adult service agencies to the list of 
prohibited uses in MXl District, B6 District, and RAl District. 

All other zoning districts list permitted and discretionary uses. Therefore, amendments are not 
required to any other zoning district. 

OPTIONS 

The only option is to reject the recommendation for advertising approval. If the advertising is 
not approved, the proposed amendments will be deferred until sometime in 2012, and your 
Administration will require more direction from City Council regarding where adult service 
businesses will be permitted to be located in the city. 
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POLICY IMPLICATIONS 

Amendments to the text of Zoning Bylaw No. 8770 will be required to incorporate the 
recommendations noted in this ·report. 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 

There are no financial implications. 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS 

There are no enviroll!l).ental and/or greenhouse gas implications. 

PUBLIC NOTICE 

If the application is ·approved for advertising by City Council, it will be advertised in accordance 
with Public Notice Policy No. CO 1-021, and a date for a public hearing will be set. A notice will 
be placed in The StarPhoenix two weeks prior to the date on which the matter will be considered 
by City Council. · 

Written by: 

Reviewed by: 

Approved by: 

Approved by: 

Melissa Austin, Planner; and 
Dim:yl Dawson, Manager, Business License and Bylaw Compliance 
Section 

I 0\_:tvf ay Totland, c~ Manager 
() Dated: /1);-:r , , It Z. 

I 

S:\Reports\DS\2012\· MPC Adult Services Land Use Review.doc~n 



Inventory Management and Disposal Services 
Corporate Inventory Levels 

December 31, 2011 

I.S. Aggregate lnve•ntory, 
4% 

Transit 

Vehicle & Eau1iorr1ent _ 
3% 

Public Works 
2% 

Electronic Shop 
4% 

Central Stores 
Saskatoon Light & Power 
Electronic Shop 
Public Works Yards 
Vehicle & Equipment 
Transit 
I.S. Aggregate Inventory 

Total 

December 31, 2011 

$57,491 
$7,927,316 

$433,100 
$254,368 
$306,131 
$970,698 
$363,030 

$10.312.134 

ATTACHMENT 1 



Corporate Inventory Indicators 
Inventory and Disposal Services- Corporate Services 

Inventory Inventory Inventory Yearly Yearly Yearly 
Store Location Value Value Value Issues Issues Issues 

2009 2010 2011 2009 2010 2011 
Central Stores $41,348 $38,508 $57,491 $91,381 $94,967 $98,059 
Saskatoon Light & Power $5,764,804 $6,986,893 $7,927,316 $4,609,874 $4,441,500 $5,014,950 
Electronic Stores $368,492 $429,060 $433,100 $496,953 $605,502 $826,432 
1.8. Public Works Stores $248,853 $229,623 $254,368 $1,309,107 $1,120,564 $992,499 
Transit $761,985 $843,668 $970,698 $773,438 $943,997 $1,196,774 
Vehicle & Equipment Stores $246,743 $268,433 $306,130 $538,100 $665,795 $575,455 
I.S. Aggregate $2,375,513 $750,046 $363,030 n/a n/a n/a 
Total $9,807,738 $9,546,231 $10,312,133 _E.818,853 $7,872,325 $8,704,169 

-- --

Summary of changes from 2011 to 2012: 

• Total inventory value increased $765,902 (8%) 
• Inventory issues increased $53,472 (.7%) 
• Slow moving/inactive material increased $1,019,988 (30%) 
• Overall turnover decreased from .89 to .87 

Notes: 

Slow Moving/ Slow Moving/ Slow Moving/ 
Inactive Inactive Inactive 

2009 2010 2011 
$18,895 $15,390 $17,092 

$3,100,326 $4,227,062 $5,056,586 
$215,725 $134,397 $110,853 

$66,710 $44,795 $66,628 
n/a n/a n/a 
n/a n/a n/a 
n/a n/a n/a 

$3,401,656 $4,421,644 $5,251,158 

• Turnover ratio is calculated by dividing the value of material issues into the year-end inventory value. The turnover rate indicates the amount of the overall 
value of inventory used during the year. 

• Slow moving/inactive includes material that has turned less than once in the year (the amount in stock is greater than the amount used during the year) 
and stock on hand that has no issues during the year. 

• Water Treatment inventory is not shown - inventory limited to safety only new and used parts. 
• Chemical inventory controlled by mechanical process. 

corporate inventory indicators 2009 vs 2011 attachment #2.xls ~ 
g 
a: 
t'i 
'Z ,_, 
N 
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BYLAW NO. 9034 

The Fire and Protective Services Amendment Bylaw, 2012 

The Council of The City of Saskatoon enacts: 

Short Title 

1. This Bylaw may be cited as The Fire and Protective Services Amendment Bylaw, 2012. 

Purpose 

2. The purpose of this Bylaw is to amend The Fire and Protective Services Bylaw, 2001 to 
allow the Fire Chief to approve public fireworks displays involving low hazard fireworks 
outside of the date and time restrictions set in the Bylaw. 

Bylaw No. 7990 Amended 

3. The Fire and Protective Services Bylaw, 2001 is amended in the manner set fmth in this 
Bylaw. 

Section 39 Amended 

4. Section 39 is amended by: 

(a) adding "or" at the end of Subclause (3)(a)(i); 

(b) striking out"; or" from Subclause (3)(a)(ii) and substituting"."; 

(c) striking out Subclause (3)(a)(iii); 

(d) striking out "City Council" in Clause (3)( c) and substituting "the Fire Chief'; and 
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(e) adding the following after Clause (3)(c): 

"(d) The decision made by the Fire Chief pursuant to Clause 39(3)(c) is final 
and may not be appealed to City Council." 

Coming into Force 

5. This Bylaw shall come into force on the day of its final passing. 

Read a first time this day of '2012. 

Read a second time this day of '2012. 

Read a third time and passed this day of '2012. 

Mayor City Clerk 



A th:A ci'VY~t::>t-1 

E\ 
BYLAW NO. 9031 

The Street Closing Bylaw, 2012 (No.5) 

The Council of The City of Saskatoon enacts: 

Short Title 

1. This Bylaw may be cited as The Street Closing Bylaw, 2012 (No.5). 

Purpose 

2. The purpose of this Bylaw is to close a portion of the walkway adjacent to 135 and 139 
Witney A venue South, Saskatoon, Saskatchewan. 

Closure of Portion of Walkway 

3. All that portion of walkway adjacent to 135 and 139 Witney Avenue South, Saskatoon, 
Saskatchewan more particularly described as all that portion of Lane L16 lying adjacent 
to Lot 30, Block 437, Registered Plan No. 61S02358 as shown on a Plan of Proposed 
Subdivision by T.R. Webb, S.L.S. dated Aprill6, 2012 and attached as Schedule "A" to 
this Bylaw, is closed. 

Coming into Force 

4. This Bylaw comes into force on the day of its fmal passing. 

Read a first time this day of '2012. 

Read a second time this day of '2012. 

Read a third time and passed this day of '2012. 

Mayor City Clerk 
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ATTACHMENT 1 
Summary of Key Findings for the 2012 Civic Services Survey 

Perceived Quality of Life 

• Overall, the perceived quality oflife remains strong. Presently, 91.2% of telephone respondents 
rated their quality of life as good or very good, while 89. I% of online respondents rated their quality 
oflife as good or very good. There is no significant change from the May 2011 survey results. 

• Respondents who own their home rate the perceived quality of life slightly higher than those who 
rent their home. 

• Most neighbourhoods consistently rate the quality of life in Saskatoon as either good or very good 
although those in Confederation and the Core Neighbourhoods suburban district areas are more 
likely to rate the quality of life as good, opposed to very good. 

Most Important Issues 

• The condition of streets continues to be the most frequently mentioned priority issue facing the City 
today (24.1% among telephone respondents and 21.7% of online respondents). 

• The top ten most frequent primaty and secondary issues mentioned are noted in the table below (for 
a detailed breakdown, see page 1 of the Survey). The priority issues identified generally correspond 
with the Strategic Goals identified in the 2012-2022 Strategic Plan adopted by City Council in 
February 2012. 

Condition of Streets . Moving Around 
. Infrastructure/Roads · .. . Moving Around 
Crime/Policing .· Quality of Life 

· Housing. Quality of Life ··· . .· · .. 
Traffic Flow/Congestion Moving Around 
Taxation/Spending Assets & Financial Sustainability 
Planning for City Growth/Development Sustainable Growth 

• Overall, the top ten most frequent primary and secondary issues mentioned are generally the same as 
found in 2012, although there are small variations in the order. 
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Overall Satisfaction 

• Overall satisfaction with telephone respondents has remained fairly consistent with 87.4% of 
participants responding that they are satisfied or very satisfied in 2012 versus 87.7% in 2011. 

• Satisfaction with online respondents has somewhat lowered to 78.3% in 2012 from 81.5% in 2011. 
• Averaged over the course of the study, satisfaction (satisfied and very satisfied) with the overall 

level of services provided by the City of Saskatoon is high with just under nine in ten phone 
respondents (87.4%) and just over eight in ten online respondents (80.8%). The results for 2012 are 
in line with the average. 

• It is also important to note that when asked to assess the City's performance on delivering specific 
civic services, performance indicators have generally remained consistent with 20 II ratings. 

• The 2012 Civic Services Survey reports significantly different results than those recently reported by 
Fomm Research Inc. The results of the Civic Services Survey are consistent with previous years. 

Importance of Specific Civic Services 

• Overall, there were no significant changes in how respondents rated the importance of a wide range 
of civic services in 2011 and 2012. Although the order of importance may vary slightly from the 
previous survey, the overall ratings remain relatively consistent. 

• Among both telephone and online respondents, the services rated the highest in terms of importance 
include: quality of drinking water; fire protection services; the maintenance of major roadways and 
freeways in the city; police services; and, the repair of water main breaks (for a detailed breakdown, 
see page 16 of the Survey). 

City's Performance Delivering SpeCific Civic Services 
,· -- . . ·. 

• . Siinilartothe 2oH survey, the services that received the averagehighest ratings include: the quality .· 
of drinking water; fire protection services; treatment of sewage; electrical services reliability; 
garbage collection; accessibility of City parks; and, police services. 

• . As anticipated, ratings from online respondents are generally somewhat lower than assessments 
provided by telephone respondents (see page 19 of the Survey). 

• Recycling initiatives, ice and snow management, and mosquito control show performance has 
improved. Other areas, particularly for phone respondents, that received perfotmance improvements 
include: repair of water main breaks; maintenance of major roadways and freeways; and, treatment 
of sewage. 

• For the majority of other services, satisfaction has remained consistent from the 2011 survey results 
(see page 20 of the Survey). 

Comparing Importance and Performance 

• Golf courses, parking enforcement, and ice rinks continue to be areas where the level of satisfaction 
with the service is higher than the level of importance. 

• Maintenance of major roadways and freeways in the city; traffic management; street maintenance in 
your neighbourhood; ice and snow management; and, planning and development of the city are 
areas where the level of satisfaction with the service is lower than the level of importance. 
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Quadrant Analysis 

• To clearly delineate areas of strength and weakness in the City of Saskatoon service offerings, a 
quadrant analysis was performed for each service, using importance of, and perf01mance with, the 
service (see pages 25 and 26 of the Survey). 

Perceptions of Property Tax Spending 

• There were not significant changes in the perceptions of tax spending from the 2011 results. 
• The largest proportion of 2012 telephone respondents (31.4%) admits they do not know what 

percentage of property taxes go to the municipal govemment. Only 19.34% correctly identify that 
between 41% and 50% of property taxes go to the City of Saskatoon. 

• Results from online respondents demonstrate a similar prop01iion who conectly identify the 
percentile range (11.3%); however, significantly more residents indicate that they do not know 
(56.9%) how much of their property taxes go to the City of Saskatoon. 

Perception of Value for Property Taxes 

• A majority of telephone (82.9%) and online (63.1 %) respondents feel they receive "good" or "very 
good" value from their property taxes. However, online respondents are more likely to report they 
receive poor value for their property taxes paid. 

Method for Receiving Information 

• The majority of telephone respondents say they prefer to receive inf01mation about (:ity of 
Saskatoon programs .and sen:-ices through the flyers {42.7%); followed by print ads (29.2%); email 

. (26.4%); and, website (23:7%). . . . . . . . . 

• The majority of online respondents say they prefer to receive information about City of Saskatoon 
programs and services through the website (52.1 %); the media (45.4%); radio ads (39.1 %); and, 
email (35.9%). 

• The results show that the City of Saskatoon website is an imp01iant communication tool. 
Fmihe1more, there are a variety of communication tools that are necessary to reach the broad 
population, not one tool will effectively reach all citizens. 

Using Social Media Tools to Receive Civic Information 

• Online respondents are notably more likely than telephone respondents to use social media 
communication methods to access civic information. 

• Most commonly, 49.3% of telephone respondents reference visiting the City of Saskatoon website, 
while 72.4% of online respondents have visited the City's website. 

• Younger respondents are significantly more likely to have visited the City of Saskatoon's accounts 
on Facebook, Twitter, YouTube, and the Blog. 
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Executive Summary 

 
The objectives of the survey are to gain insight into: 
 

 Perceptions of the quality of life in Saskatoon, 
 Population’s perceptions of importance and 

satisfaction relating to the services provided by 
the City of Saskatoon, and, 

 Tracking perceptions and satisfaction with the 
above areas over the past several years. 

Results were collected between 
May 14th and 26th, 2012.   A total of 
503 randomly selected Saskatoon 
residents completed the telephone 
survey and 833 completed the 
online survey. 

 
 
As in previous waves of the 
study, perceptions of the 
quality of life in Saskatoon 
are very positive, with nine in 
ten respondents rating it as 
either good or very good 
(phone: 91.2%, online: 
89.1%). 
 

 
 

Most commonly, respondents cite the condition of the streets and infrastructure as the most 
important issues facing the City of Saskatoon. 

Importance of and Satisfaction with Civic Services 

Generally speaking, the majority of respondents are satisfied (phone: 87.4%, online: 78.3%) with 
the overall level of services provided by the City of Saskatoon. 

City of Saskatoon services rated as most important by respondents include the quality of the 
drinking water, fire protection services, maintenance of major roadways and freeways in the 
city, police services and the repair of water main breaks. 
 

Areas where satisfaction falls short of importance include maintenance of major roadways, 
traffic management, and neighbourhood street maintenance. The following table shows the 
top and bottom six services ranked by the difference between importance and performance 
satisfaction. 

40.0%

51.2%

7.4%
0.6%0.8%

36.9 %

52.2 %

9.5 %
1.3 %0.1 %

Very goodGoodFairPoorVery poor

Quality of Life - City of Saskatoon

Telephone Online
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   Telephone Results  Online Results 

   Importance  Performance  Difference  Importance  Performance  Difference 

Golf courses 4.6 6.5 1.9 4.5 6.9 2.5 

Parking enforcement 5.9 6.8 0.9 6.0 6.6 0.6 

Ice rinks 6.0 6.4 0.4 5.7 6.5 0.8 

Accessibility of city parks 7.3 7.7 0.4 7.4 7.3 0.0 

Outdoor swimming pools 6.2 6.6 0.3 6.2 6.7 0.5 

Indoor pools/community centres 7.0 7.3 0.3 6.9 7.1 0.2 

Recycling initiatives 7.6 5.9 -1.7 7.6 5.7 -1.9 

Planning and development of the city 8.2 5.9 -2.4 8.5 5.5 -3.0 

Ice and snow management 8.3 5.9 -2.4 8.6 5.8 -2.9 
Street maintenance in your 
neighborhood 

8.3 5.6 -2.7 8.5 5.4 -3.1 

Traffic management 8.4 5.7 -2.7 8.8 5.2 -3.6 
Maintenance of major roadways and 
freeways in the city 

9.0 5.4 -3.6 9.1 4.9 -4.2 
 

Civic Services Critical Strengths 
(high importance, strong 

performance) 

Civic Services Critical 
Weaknesses (high importance, 

weaker performance) 
When asked which of the City of 

Saskatoon web presences 
respondents have visited, many 
have primarily visited the City of 

Saskatoon website (phone: 49.3%, 
online: 72.4%) or not visited any of 

the online sites (phone: 45.1%, 
online: 25.9%). Those aged 18-34 
are the most likely to have visited 

the City’s social media sites. 

 quality of drinking water 
 fire protection services 
 treatment of sewage 
 electrical services reliability 
 garbage collection 
 police services 

 maintenance of major 
roadways and freeways 

 neighbourhood street 
maintenance 

 traffic management 
 planning and development 

of the city 
 ice and snow management 
 maintenance of city parks 
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Conclusions 

 
 The quality of life in Saskatoon continues to be rated highly overall, with most people rating it as 

either good or very good. 
 

 

 The condition of city streets remains as the issue cited by respondents as the most important currently 
facing the City of Saskatoon. As with last year, it should be noted that the survey takes place in the 
spring, when road conditions are typically at their worst. Similarly, the largest differences between 
importance and perceived satisfaction with civic services are with neighbourhood street 
maintenance, traffic management, and maintenance of major roadways and freeways. 
 

 

 As with results from 2011, social media websites utilized by the City of Saskatoon (Facebook, Twitter, 
YouTube, Blog) continue to be utilized by only a small proportion of people. More commonly, people 
visit the City website or don’t engage with the City of Saskatoon online at all. 
 

 In years prior to 2012, 46% of property taxes were allocated to civic programs and services. In 2012, 
this proportion had increased to 50% of property taxes being allocated to such programs and 
services. This change in allocation has not demonstrated any direct impact on perceptions of value 
for property taxes among Saskatoon residents. 
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Introduction and Methodology 
 

STUDY BACKGROUND AND OBJECTIVES 
 
The City of Saskatoon has conducted an annual survey on civic services with Saskatoon 
residents since the early 1990s. Originally, this research was conducted in the fall. Starting with 
the 2011 wave of the survey, research has been conducted in the spring. Where appropriate, 
results have been compared with past waves of the study to identify trends. 
 
The objectives of the survey are to gain insight into: 
 

 Perceptions of the quality of life in Saskatoon, 
 Understanding what citizens believe is the most important issue facing the city, 
 Saskatoon residents’ perceptions of importance and satisfaction relating to the services 

provided by the City of Saskatoon, 
 Perceived value for property tax dollars contributed to the city, 
 Tracking perceptions and satisfaction with the above areas over the past several years, 

and 
 Understanding interest in receiving information about City programs and services via 

social media tools. 
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METHODOLOGY 
To achieve the above research objectives, the City of Saskatoon contracted Insightrix Research, 
Inc. to conduct the Civic Services Survey.  The survey process included the following stages: 

Sampling and Data Collection Approach 

Historically, this study has been conducted via telephone interviews with randomly selected 
households within Saskatoon city limits.  In 2010, it was determined that the City of Saskatoon 
would measure the annual civic services among both online respondents and telephone 
respondents in order to reach cell phone only households and to address declining participation 
rates in telephone surveys in general. 
 
Online research has become more commonplace and many research companies access 
research panels to engage respondents online.  Insightrix launched its Saskatchewan-focused 
online panel in 2008.  SaskWatch Research™ currently represents more than 11,000 
Saskatchewan residents, with more than 3,000 residing in Saskatoon.  
 
It is noted that there are slight differences in respondent behaviours to online studies when 
compared to telephone studies.  Specifically, online respondents tend to offer slightly lower 
ratings on scale questions such as satisfaction or likelihood of usage.  This trend has been noted 
in several tandem studies conducted by Insightrix where the same set of questions is polled to a 
sample of telephone and online respondents.  Therefore, to maintain trending capabilities with 
the historical data from the Annual Civic Services Survey, both telephone and online methods 
were used in the 2010, 2011, and 2012 iterations of the study. 
 
Telephone Sampling: 
The sampling approach used in the 2012 telephone study has remained unchanged since 2009 
to allow for direct comparisons year over year.  Specifically, 500 interviews were conducted with 
randomly selected households from throughout the city.  For consistency, quotas were not set to 
be exactly representative of the Saskatoon population by age and gender as with previous 
years.  As a result, the distribution of responses does not precisely match the general adult 
population within the city, yet the distribution of respondents in the 2012 wave is consistent with 
previous waves (back to 2009) and, as such, the results are directly comparable between the 
time periods.  Similarly, the data was not weighted to reflect the actual distribution of the 
population in the city by age and gender as this was also not done in past waves. 
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Online Sampling: 
For the online study, given that the age and gender of panel members is known, Insightrix was 
able to set precise quotas by both demographic factors to ensure a close match to the general 
population was achieved.  Due to cost savings associated with conducting online research, in 
2011 the sample size was increased from 500 to 800 to allow for more statistically accurate 
findings and more detailed comparisons by demographic groups. This increased sample size has 
been maintained for the 2012 wave of the study. As respondent proportions in this wave of the 
study are very close to census actuals, the data was not weighted (as was required in the 2011 
wave of the study). 
 
Completed Questionnaires by Demographic Variables: 
The following table outlines the distribution of telephone interviews or completed online 
questionnaires by the demographic variables discussed.  These proportions are also compared 
to the 2006 Census data for the City of Saskatoon. 
 
 Telephone Wave Online Wave  2006 Census* 

 Sample size Proportion Sample size Proportion Proportion 

Male 225 44.7% 381 45.7% 47.8% 

Female 278 55.3% 452 54.3% 52.2% 

18-34 98 19.5% 270 32.4% 33.8% 

35-54 201 40.0% 238 39.0% 37.7% 

55+ 204 40.6% 325 28.6% 28.5% 

TOTAL 503 100% 833 100% 100% 

* Includes adult population only (aged 18 years or more) 
 

Review of Questionnaire  

To maintain the ability to track results with previous years, the questionnaire has remained 
virtually unchanged.  To accommodate the online version of the study, questionnaire wording 
was adjusted where needed, although the meaning of the questions has remained unchanged. 

Data Collection 

Telephone: 
Data was collected via telephone interviews with randomly selected households within 
Saskatoon city limits.  Household contact information was provided by ASDE Survey Sampler, 
Inc., a reputable sample firm based in Canada. Trained telephone interviewers contacted 
potential respondents, asking for their voluntary participation in the study. A total of 503 
interviews were completed. 
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Online: 
Randomly selected SaskWatch panel members living within the city were invited to participate 
in the research study via an email message which included a link to the online survey.  Those 
who did not respond within one week of receiving the invitation were sent a reminder invitation.  
A total of 833 online questionnaires were completed. 
 
Data was collected between May 14th and 26th, 2012. A total of 503 randomly selected 
Saskatoon residents completed the telephone survey and 833 completed the online survey. The 
margin of error for the telephone research is ±4.4 percentage points at a 95% confidence 
interval (19 times out of 20). Margins of error of sub-groupings of the sample (such as age or 
neighbourhood) will be larger. Because the online research is considered a non-probability 
proportional sampling technique (i.e. not every citizen in the city had an equal opportunity to 
participate in the research – only those on the panel had an opportunity to participate), a 
margin of error cannot be provided for the online study.  However, this does not detract from the 
quality or representativeness of the data collected via the online study.  Rather, the margin of 
error metric cannot be applied to this type of research. 

Analysis and Reporting  

Insightrix has produced this report, which includes frequencies, cross-tabulations, key findings, 
and additional analysis.  Where possible, results have been compared to previous waves of 
research. 
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RESEARCH NOTES 
 

 Each survey question was analyzed by all appropriate demographic variables, 
including suburban area, age, and gender. Notable differences have been 
highlighted in this report. A standard alpha value of less than 0.05 is considered 
statistically significant.  This means that there is less than a 5% chance that the results 
would have occurred by chance.   
 

 Results between the 2012 telephone wave of research and past research waves are 
directly comparable.  However, given the difference in sample distribution between 
the three telephone and online research waves, along with the mode bias noted 
earlier (i.e. online respondents tend to offer lower ratings in general) comparisons 
between the telephone and online research should be interpreted with caution.   
 

 Because of the larger sample size and the objective of transitioning the Saskatoon 
Civic Services Survey to an online methodology, any demographic cross-tabulation 
results have been based solely on online respondents. 
 

 Due to rounding, not all results will add to exactly 100%. 
 

 Results for questions with multiple allowed responses may total more than 100%, as 
respondents are able to choose more than one option. 
 

 Each question includes a base description detailing the number of respondents who 
answered each question (n=#). 
 

 Open-ended questions have been themed and coded into categories. The 
percentages from individual codes could total more than 100% as comments from 
each respondent could be relevant to more than one code. 
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Study Results 

QUALITY OF LIFE AND IMPORTANT ISSUES FACING THE CITY 
Current Perceived Quality of Life  

Overall, the vast majority of respondents (phone: 91.2%, online: 89.1%) rate the quality of life in 
Saskatoon as either good or very good. Less than one in ten rate the quality of life as fair (phone: 
7.4%, online 9.5%), and a very small proportion (phone: 1.4%, online: 1.4%) rate it as either poor or 
very poor. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
1. Overall, how would you rate the quality of life in Saskatoon? Base: All respondents excluding “don’t know”, telephone 
n=502; online n=833. 
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Tracking Perceptions of Quality of Life 

As in previous waves of the study, nearly all respondents rate the quality of life in Saskatoon as 
either good or very good. Except for a dip in the 2005 study results, about nine in ten 
respondents have rated the quality of life with this high degree since the inception of the study. 
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Quality of Life – Demographic Differences (online respondents only) 

Quality of Life by Home Ownership 

 
As with results from the 2011 wave of the study, respondents who own their home continue to 
more commonly rate the quality of life in Saskatoon as very good (41.7%) compared to those 
respondents who are renting their homes (25.3%); while those who rent more commonly rate the 
quality of life in Saskatoon as fair (18.6%) compared to those who own their homes (6.7%). 
 
 
 
 
 
  
 

 

 

1. Overall, how would you rate the quality of life in Saskatoon? Base: All respondents, online n=833. 
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Quality of Life by Suburban District Area 

 
Most neighbourhoods consistently rate the quality of life in Saskatoon as either good or very 
good, with the exception of the Confederation and the Core Neighborhoods suburban district 
areas that are more likely to rate the quality of life as good, opposed to very good. 

 

 

 

1. Overall, how would you rate the quality of life in Saskatoon? Base: All respondents, online n=833. 
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Most Important Issue Facing Saskatoon 

While respondents listed a wide variety of issues that they feel should receive the greatest 
attention, the issues most commonly cited by respondents as the biggest issues facing the City of 
Saskatoon include the condition of the streets (phone: 24.1%, online: 21.7%) and infrastructure 
(phone: 16.5%, online: 19.0%). All other issues were indicated as the most important by one in ten 
or less. 
 

 
2. In your opinion, what is the single most important issue facing the City of Saskatoon, that is, the one issue you feel 
should receive the greatest attention? Base: All respondents, telephone n=503; online n=833. Multiple answers possible 
(some online respondents mentioned more than one issue). 
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Tracking Most Important Issue Facing Saskatoon 

As in the 2011 wave of the survey, the condition of City streets and infrastructure are still the top 
two issues cited by respondents as the most important issues facing the City of Saskatoon. For 
reference, data tracking back to 2002 is included in the appendix of this report. 
 

Issues 2008 2009 
2010 

Phone 
2011 

Phone 
2012 

Phone 

Phone 
Difference 
from 2011 

2010 
Online 

2011 
Online 

2012 
Online 

Online 
Difference 
from 2011 

Condition of streets 8.0% 4.0% 11.0% 18.0% 24.1% 6.1% 3.0% 23.1% 21.7% -1.4% 

Infrastructure/roads 4.0% 6.0% 8.0% 15.8% 16.5% 0.7% 20.0% 13.3% 19.0% 5.7% 

Planning for 
growth/development 18.0% 16.0% 16.0% 11.8% 8.3% -3.5% 20.0% 11.5% 9.6% -1.9% 

Crime/policing 6.0% 10.0% 7.0% 2.6% 8.3% 5.7% 11.0% 9.5% 8.9% -0.6% 

Housing 13.0% 8.0% 7.0% 9.6% 7.2% -2.4% 10.0% 11.1% 10.3% -0.8% 

Traffic 
flow/congestion 9.0% 8.0% 18.0% 7.8% 6.8% -1.0% 16.0% 11.1% 9.4% -1.7% 

Taxation/spending 9.0% 11.0% 5.0% 4.2% 6.0% 1.8% 6.0% 6.0% 6.8% 0.8% 

Social issues 10.0% 4.0% 6.0% 2.4% 4.2% 1.8% 12.0% 6.0% 3.0% -3.0% 

 
2. In your opinion, what is the single most important issue facing the City of Saskatoon, that is, the one issue you feel 
should receive the greatest attention? Base: All respondents, telephone n=503; online n=833. Multiple answers possible 
(some online respondents mentioned more than one issue). 
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Total Primary and Secondary Issues  

Combining both primary and secondary mentions of issues that should be a priority to the City of 
Saskatoon, the condition of the streets and infrastructure remain as the most commonly 
mentioned among both groups of respondents. 
 

 
 
 
2. In your opinion, what is the single most important issue facing the City of Saskatoon, that is, the one issue you feel 
should receive the greatest attention? Base: All respondents, telephone n=503; online n=833. Multiple answers possible 
(some online respondents mentioned more than one issue). 
3. Is there any other issue, which you feel is also important, and should receive priority attention?  Base: All respondents, 
n=503; online n=833. Multiple answers possible (some online respondents mentioned more than one issue). 
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CIVIC SERVICES SATISFACTION 
Overall Satisfaction 

The vast majority of respondents are, generally speaking, either satisfied or very satisfied (phone: 
87.4%, online: 78.3%) with the overall level of services provided by the City of Saskatoon. Note 
that the largest proportion of respondents is satisfied (phone: 76.2%, online: 70.3%) as opposed to 
very satisfied (phone: 11.2%, online: 8.0%), suggesting that these residents can identify some 
areas for improvement. Fewer respondents report not being satisfied (phone: 12.6%, online: 
21.6%). 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
6. Generally speaking, how satisfied are you with the overall level of services provided by the City of Saskatoon? Base: All 
respondents, excluding “don’t know”, telephone, n=499; online, n=833. 
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Tracking Overall Satisfaction 

Overall satisfaction (somewhat and very) has remained consistent between the 2011 and 2012 
waves of the study for phone (87.4%) but has softened slightly for online (from 81.5% in 2011 to 
78.3% in 2012). Averaged over the course of the study, satisfaction (somewhat and very) with the 
overall level of services provided by the City of Saskatoon is high at just under nine in ten 
respondents for phone (87.4%) and just under eight in ten respondents for online (80.8%). Note 
that the results for 2012 are in line with these results, with phone being the same as the average 
for 2012, and online being just slightly lower. 
 
 

 
 
 
6. Generally speaking, how satisfied are you with the overall level of services provided by the City of Saskatoon? Base: All 
respondents, excluding “don’t know”, telephone, n=499; online, n=833. 
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Importance of Specific Civic Services 

Respondents were asked to rate the importance of a wide range of civic services available to 
citizens using a scale from one to ten, where one means that the service is not at all important 
and should not be given top priority, and ten means the service is extremely important and 
should be given top priority. A five means the service is neither important nor unimportant. For 
ease of reporting, these services have been coded for the City department into which it falls. 
 
Infrastructure Services  

 street maintenance in your neighbourhood 

 sidewalk maintenance in your 
neighbourhood 

 maintenance of major roadways and 
freeways in the city 

 traffic management 

 maintenance of city trees 

 maintenance of city parks 

 accessibility of city parks 

 ice and snow management 

 repair of water main breaks 

 maintenance of back lanes 

 parking availability 

 mosquito control 

Utility Services  

 public transportation,  buses and bus 
routes 

 quality of drinking water 

 treatment of sewage 

 garbage collection 

 recycling initiatives 

 landfill services 

 electrical services reliability 

 

Fire and Protective Services  

 fire protection services 

Other  

 funding for arts and cultural groups 

 funding for community service 
organizations 

 customer service 

 control of dangerous and nuisance 
animals 

 parking enforcement 

 bylaw enforcement 

 police services 
 
 

 

Community Services  

 outdoor swimming pools 

 ice rinks 

 golf courses 

 indoor pools/community centres 

 planning and development of the 
city 
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Similar to the previous wave of the study, the services that respondents rated highest in terms of 
importance include the quality of drinking water, fire protection services, the maintenance of 
major roadways and freeways in the city, police services, and the repair of water main breaks. 
For the most part, results are more or less consistent between phone and online respondents. 
 

 
 
4. The City of Saskatoon is responsible for providing a variety of different services to you as a resident of the City. I’m going 
to read you a list of some of these services, and I’d like you to tell me how important each service is to you using a scale of 
1 to 10, where 1 means that the service is “not at all important” and should not be given any priority, 10 means the service 
is “extremely important” and should be given top priority, and 5 means the service is neither important nor unimportant to 
you. Base: All respondents excluding “don’t know” responses. Telephone, n=485-503; Online, n=822-832. 

9.4
9.1
9.0
9.0
8.9
8.7
8.6
8.4
8.4
8.3
8.3
8.2

7.7
7.6
7.6
7.4
7.3
7.2
7.2
7.1
7.0
7.0
7.0
7.0
6.9
6.8

6.2
6.1
6.0
5.9
5.9

4.6

9.5
9.0
9.1
9.0
9.0
8.8
8.8
8.3

8.8
8.6
8.5
8.5

7.4
7.7
7.6
7.8
7.4
7.5
7.5
7.3
7.6

6.9
7.3
7.0
7.2
6.8
6.2
6.4

5.7
5.9
6.0

4.5

Quality of drinking water
Fire protection services

Maintenance of major roadways and freeways
Police services

Repair of water main breaks
Treatment of sewage

Electrical services reliability
Garbage collection

Traffic management
Ice and snow management

Street maintenance in your neighborhood
Planning and development of the city

Funding for community service organizations
Maintenance of city parks

Recycling initiatives
Mosquito control

Accessibility of city parks
Landfill services

Parking availability
Public transportation, that is buses and bus routes

Sidewalk maintenance in your neighborhood
Indoor pools/community centres

Maintenance of city trees
Control of dangerous and nuisance animals

Bylaw enforcement
Customer service

Outdoor swimming pools
Maintenance of back lanes

Ice rinks
Funding for arts and cultural groups

Parking enforcement
Golf courses

Online          Telephone 
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Tracking Importance of Services 

The table below outlines the changing importance ratings by civic services. Overall, there is very 
little change since the 2011 results. 
 

City of Saskatoon 
Services: 

2008 2009 
2010 

Phone 
2011 

Phone 
2012 

Phone 

2012 
Diff. 

(Phone) 

2010 
Online 

2011 
Online 

2012 
Online 

2012 
Diff. 

(Online) 
Outdoor swimming 
pools 6.4  6.1  6.2  6.2  6.2  0.0  6.2  6.1  6.2  0.1 

Repair of water 
main breaks 9.1  8.8  8.7  8.7  8.9  0.2  9.0  8.9  9.0  0.1 

Treatment of 
sewage 9.5  9.2  8.8  8.5  8.7  0.2  8.8  8.7  8.8  0.1 

Traffic 
management 8.3  8.1  8.4  8.1  8.4  0.3  9.0  8.7  8.8  0.1 

Customer service* 8.0  7.2  6.8  6.7  6.8  0.0  6.9  6.7  6.8  0.1 

Quality of drinking 
water 9.6  9.3  9.3  9.2  9.4  0.2  9.5  9.4  9.5  0.1 

Maintenance of 
major roadways 
and freeways in 
the city 

8.5  8.6  8.7  8.9  9.0  0.1  9.1  9.1  9.1  0.0 

Electrical services 
reliability 9.3  8.7  8.7  8.4  8.6  0.2  8.9  8.8  8.8  0.0 

Planning and 
development of 
the city 

8.7  8.3  8.1  8.0  8.2  0.2  8.6  8.5  8.5  0.0 

Street 
maintenance in 
your 
neighbourhood 

8.0  8.0  8.2  8.2  8.3  0.1  8.3  8.5  8.5  0.0 

Landfill services 8.2  7.5  7.4  7.2  7.2  0.0  7.6  7.5  7.5  0.0 

Parking 
enforcement 6.8  6.4  5.9  5.8  5.9  0.1  6.0  6.0  6.0  0.0 

Funding for 
community service 
organizations 

8.3  7.8  7.8  7.7  7.7  0.0  7.5  7.5  7.4  ‐0.1 

Fire protection 
services 9.4  9.0  9.1  8.9  9.1  0.2  9.1  9.1  9.0  ‐0.1 

Maintenance of 
back lanes 7.3  6.4  6.4  6.4  6.1  ‐0.3  6.5  6.5  6.4  ‐0.1 

Funding for arts 
and cultural 
groups 

7.0  6.1  6.1  5.9  5.9  0.0  6.1  6.0  5.9  ‐0.1 

Parking availability 7.9  7.2  7.2  7.1  7.2  0.1  7.5  7.6  7.5  ‐0.1 

Ice rinks 6.6  6.2  6.3  5.9  6.0  0.1  6.0  5.8  5.7  ‐0.1 

Recycling 
initiatives 8.8  8.0  7.9  7.6  7.6  0.0  8.0  7.7  7.6  ‐0.1 

Sidewalk 
maintenance in 
your 
neighbourhood 

7.5  7.2  7.2  7.1  7.0  ‐0.1  7.7  7.7  7.6  ‐0.1 

Bylaw 
enforcement 7.9  7.4  7.2  7.0  6.9  ‐0.1  7.2  7.3  7.2  ‐0.1 

Police services 9.4  9.0  9.0  8.8  9.0  0.2  9.1  9.1  9.0  ‐0.1 

Public 
transportation 6.8  7.2  7.3  7.0  7.1  0.1  7.6  7.4  7.3  ‐0.1 

Maintenance of 
city parks 8.3  7.8  7.5  7.5  7.6  0.1  7.8  7.8  7.7  ‐0.1 
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Mosquito control 8.1 7.2 7.3 7.5 7.4 ‐0.1  7.7  7.9  7.8  ‐0.1 

Golf courses 5.4 5.4 4.8 4.7 4.6 ‐0.1  4.6  4.6  4.5  ‐0.1 

Control of 
dangerous and 
nuisance animals 

6.7  6.9  7.0  6.9  7.0  0.1  7.1  7.1  7.0  ‐0.1 

Maintenance of 
city trees 8.0  7.3  7.0  7.0  7.0  0.0  7.3  7.4  7.3  ‐0.1 

Indoor 
pools/community 
centres 

7.7  7.2  7.2  6.8  7.0  0.2  7.0  7.0  6.9  ‐0.1 

Ice and snow 
management 9.0  8.3  8.5  8.3  8.3  0.0  8.9  8.8  8.6  ‐0.2 

Accessibility of city 
parks 8.1  7.8  7.4  7.2  7.3  0.1  7.4  7.6  7.4  ‐0.2 

Garbage 
collection** ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  8.4  ‐  ‐  ‐  8.3  ‐ 

Back-lane garbage 
collection** 7.8  6.5  6.0  6.1  ‐  ‐  5.8  5.5  ‐  ‐ 

Front-street 
garbage 
collection** 

7.4  6.9  6.7  6.7  ‐  ‐  6.5  6.5  ‐  ‐ 

* Examples of customer service provided to respondents included hours of operation, handling of inquiries, and making 
payments. 
**Options for front-lane garbage collection and back-lane garbage collection were deleted and a new option, garbage 
collection, was added for the 2012 questionnaire. 
 
4. The City of Saskatoon is responsible for providing a variety of different services to you as a resident of the City. I’m going 
to read you a list of some of these services, and I’d like you to tell me how important each service is to you using a scale of 
1 to 10, where 1 means that the service is “not at all important” and should not be given any priority, 10 means the service 
is “extremely important” and should be given top priority, and 5 means the service is neither important nor unimportant to 
you. Base: All respondents excluding “don’t know” responses. Telephone, n=485-503; Online, n=822-832. 
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Assessment of City’s Performance Delivering Civic Services 

In addition to rating civic services by importance, respondents were also asked to rate them 
according to how well they believe the City is doing in delivering the services. The services that 
respondents rated highest include the quality of the drinking water, fire protection services, and 
treatment of sewage.  
 
 

 
 
5. Now I would like you to tell me how the City of Saskatoon is doing in delivering these services. We’ll use the same scale of 1 to 10, 
where 1 means that the service is “very poor”, 10 means the service is “excellent” and 5 means the service is “average”. Remember, you 
can pick any number from 1 to 10. Base: All respondents excluding “don’t know”. Telephone, n=395-502; Online, n=481-826. 

8.6
8.5

8.0
8.0

7.7
7.7
7.6
7.5
7.3
7.3
7.1
7.1
7.0
6.8
6.8
6.6
6.5
6.4
6.3
6.3
6.1
6.1
6.0
5.9
5.9
5.9
5.9
5.7
5.7
5.6
5.4
5.3

8.5
8.4

7.8
7.8
7.6
7.3
7.5
7.2
7.1
7.0
7.0
7.0
6.6

6.8
6.6
6.7

6.9
6.5
6.3

5.7
6.0
5.8
5.7

6.0
5.8
5.7
5.5
5.5
5.2
5.4

4.9
5.2

Quality of drinking water
Fire protection services

Treatment of sewage
Electrical services reliability

Garbage collection
Accessibility of city parks

Police services
Repair of watermain breaks

Indoor pools/community centres
Maintenance of city parks
Maintenance of city trees

Landfill services
Customer services

Control of dangerous and nuisance animals
Parking enforcement

Outdoor swimming pools
Golf courses

Ice rinks
Bylaw enforcement

Public transportation, that is buses and bus routes
Funding for community service organizations

Mosquito control
Sidewalk maintenance in your neighborhood

Funding for arts and cultural groups
Ice and snow management

Recycling initiatives
Planning and development of the city

Parking availability
Traffic management

Street maintenance in your neighborhood
Maintenance of major roadways and freeways

Maintenance of back lanes

  Online          Telephone 
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Tracking Performance Delivering Services 

Overall, satisfaction with the delivery of services has remained more or less consistent since the 
previous wave of the study. Of note, satisfaction with recycling initiatives has increased since 
2011 (phone: +0.8, online: +0.9). 
 

City of Saskatoon 
Services: 

2008  2009 
2010 
Phone 

2011 
Phone 

2012 
Phone 

Differences 
2011 to 
2012 

2010 
Online 

2011 
Online 

2012 
Online 

Differences 
2011 to 
2012 

Recycling initiatives  5.5  5.2  5.4  5.1  5.9  0.8  4.9  4.9  5.7  0.9 

Ice and snow 
management 

6.1  5.9  5.5  5.5  5.9  0.4  5.0  5.4  5.8  0.4 

Mosquito control  6.8  6.7  6.1  5.5  6.1  0.6  5.7  5.5  5.8  0.3 

Control of 
dangerous animals 

6.6  6.8  6.8  6.6  6.8  0.2  6.4  6.6  6.8  0.2 

Landfill services  6.9  6.8  7.0  6.8  7.1  0.3  6.7  6.8  7.0  0.2 

Repair of water 
main breaks 

7.5  7.4  7.4  7.1  7.5  0.4  6.9  7.0  7.2  0.2 

Street maintenance 
in your 
neighbourhood 

5.8  6.2  6.3  5.4  5.6  0.2  5.8  5.2  5.4  0.2 

Customer service*  7.4  6.9  7.1  6.8  7.0  0.2  6.4  6.5  6.6  0.1 

Maintenance of city 
parks 

7.4  7.3  7.4  7.1  7.3  0.1  7.1  6.9  7.0  0.1 

Sidewalk 
maintenance in 
your 
neighbourhood 

5.6  6.1  6.1  5.9  6.0  0.1  5.7  5.6  5.7  0.1 

Parking 
enforcement 

7.2  6.8  7.0  6.7  6.8  0.1  6.4  6.5  6.6  0.1 

Maintenance of city 
trees 

7.5  7.2  7.2  7.1  7.1  0.0  6.8  6.9  7.0  0.1 

Outdoor swimming 
pools 

6.5  6.6  6.7  6.6  6.6  0.0  6.5  6.6  6.7  0.1 

Maintenance of 
major roadways 
and freeways 

6.3  6.4  6.0  5.0  5.4  0.4  5.4  4.9  4.9  0.0 

Police services  7.7  7.6  7.6  7.5  7.6  0.1  7.1  7.5  7.5  0.0 

Planning and 
development of the 
city 

6.4  6.1  6.2  5.9  5.9  ‐0.1  5.4  5.5  5.5  0.0 

Traffic 
management 

5.7  5.8  5.6  5.5  5.7  0.2  4.8  5.2  5.2  0.0 

Treatment of 
sewage 

8.4  7.7  7.9  7.5  8.0  0.5  7.7  7.8  7.8  0.0 

Fire protection 
services 

8.7  8.4  8.6  8.4  8.5  0.1  8.3  8.4  8.4  0.0 

Funding for arts and 
cultural groups 

6.3  6.1  6.0  6.0  5.9  ‐0.1  6.0  6.0  6.0  0.0 
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Golf courses  7.2  7  6.8  6.7  6.5  ‐0.2  6.9  6.9  6.9  0.0 

Bylaw enforcement  7.1  6.5  6.6  6.4  6.3  0.0  6.0  6.3  6.3  0.0 

Maintenance of 
back lanes 

5.8  5.7  5.7  5.2  5.3  0.2  5.3  5.2  5.2  0.0 

Indoor 
pools/community 
centres 

7.4  7.4  7.4  7.3  7.3  0.0  7.0  7.1  7.1  0.0 

Accessibility of city 
parks 

7.6  7.7  7.8  7.6  7.7  0.1  7.2  7.4  7.3  0.0 

Parking availability  6  5.8  6.0  5.6  5.7  0.1  5.5  5.5  5.5  ‐0.1 

Quality of drinking 
water 

8.8  8.5  8.7  8.4  8.6  0.2  8.4  8.6  8.5  ‐0.1 

Funding for 
community service 
organizations 

6.3  6.3  6.4  6.1  6.1  0.0  5.9  6.1  6.0  ‐0.1 

Public 
transportation 

6.3  6.7  6.6  6.2  6.3  0.0  5.9  5.8  5.7  ‐0.1 

Ice rinks  6.7  6.6  6.5  6.6  6.4  ‐0.2  6.4  6.6  6.5  ‐0.1 

Electrical services 
reliability 

8.6  8.3  8.4  8.0  8.0  0.0  8.2  8.3  7.8  ‐0.5 

Garbage 
Collection** 

- - - - 7.7  - - - 7.6  - 

Back‐lane garbage 
collection** 

7.4  6.7  6.6  6.2  ‐  ‐  6.4  6.1  ‐  ‐ 

Front‐street 
garbage 
collection** 

7.5  7.3  7.5  7.5  ‐  ‐  7.3  7.3  ‐  ‐ 

* Examples of customer service provided to respondents included hours of operation, handling of inquiries, and making 
payments. 
**Options for front-lane garbage collection and back-lane garbage collection were deleted and a new option, garbage 
collection, was added for the 2012 questionnaire. 
 
5. Now I would like you to tell me how the City of Saskatoon is doing in delivering these services. We’ ll use the same scale of 1 to 10, 
where 1 means that the service is “very poor”, 10 means the service is “excellent” and 5 means the service is “average”. Remember, you 
can pick any number from 1 to 10. Base: All respondents excluding “don’t know”. Telephone, n=395-502; Online, n=481-826 
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Comparing Importance and Performance 

In order to identify areas of perceived performance deficiency, importance and satisfaction 
ratings have been compared. As with last year, golf courses are rated as lower importance, but 
with a higher level of satisfaction. Areas with the largest difference between importance and 
satisfaction include ice and snow management, planning and development of the city, 
neighbourhood street maintenance, traffic management, and maintenance of major roadways 
and freeways in the city.  As is common, satisfaction ratings among online respondents are 
slightly lower. 
 
   Telephone Results  Online Results 

   Importance  Performance  Difference  Importance  Performance  Difference 

Golf courses 4.6 6.5 1.9 4.5 6.9 2.5 
Parking enforcement 5.9 6.8 0.9 6.0 6.6 0.6 
Ice rinks 6.0 6.4 0.4 5.7 6.5 0.8 
Accessibility of city parks 7.3 7.7 0.4 7.4 7.3 0.0 
Outdoor swimming pools 6.2 6.6 0.3 6.2 6.7 0.5 
Indoor pools/community centres 7.0 7.3 0.3 6.9 7.1 0.2 
Customer services 6.8 7.0 0.2 6.8 6.6 -0.2 
Maintenance of city trees 7.0 7.1 0.1 7.3 7.0 -0.3 
Funding for arts and cultural 
groups 5.9 5.9 0.0 5.9 6.0 0.1 

Landfill services 7.2 7.1 -0.1 7.5 7.0 -0.5 
Control of dangerous and 
nuisance animals 7.0 6.8 -0.2 7.0 6.8 -0.2 

Maintenance of city parks 7.6 7.3 -0.3 7.7 7.0 -0.7 
Bylaw enforcement 6.9 6.3 -0.6 7.2 6.3 -0.9 
Electrical services reliability 8.6 8.0 -0.6 8.8 7.8 -1.0 
Treatment of sewage 8.7 8.0 -0.6 8.8 7.8 -0.9 
Fire protection services 9.1 8.5 -0.6 9.0 8.4 -0.6 
Garbage collection 8.4 7.7 -0.7 8.3 7.6 -0.7 
Quality of drinking water 9.4 8.6 -0.8 9.5 8.5 -0.9 
Maintenance of back lanes 6.1 5.3 -0.8 6.4 5.2 -1.2 
Public transportation, that is 
buses and bus routes 7.1 6.3 -0.8 7.3 5.7 -1.6 
Sidewalk maintenance in your 
neighborhood 7.0 6.0 -1.0 7.6 5.7 -1.9 

Mosquito control 7.4 6.1 -1.3 7.8 5.8 -2.0 
Police services 9.0 7.6 -1.3 9.0 7.5 -1.5 
Repair of water main breaks 8.9 7.5 -1.4 9.0 7.2 -1.8 
Parking availability 7.2 5.7 -1.5 7.5 5.5 -2.0 
Funding for community service 
organizations that help people in 
need 

7.7 6.1 -1.6 7.4 6.0 -1.5 

Recycling initiatives 7.6 5.9 -1.7 7.6 5.7 -1.9 
Planning and development of the 
city 8.2 5.9 -2.4 8.5 5.5 -3.0 

Ice and snow management 8.3 5.9 -2.4 8.6 5.8 -2.9 
Street maintenance in your 
neighborhood 8.3 5.6 -2.7 8.5 5.4 -3.1 

Traffic management 8.4 5.7 -2.7 8.8 5.2 -3.6 
Maintenance of major roadways 
and freeways in the city 9.0 5.4 -3.6 9.1 4.9 -4.2 
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Tracking Importance and Performance 

Overall averages for importance and performance have remained consistent with previous 
results. 
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Quadrant Analysis 

 
To more clearly delineate areas of strength and weakness in the City of Saskatoon service 
offerings, a quadrant analysis was performed for each service using importance of, and 
performance with, the service features.  Quadrants have been divided based on average 
importance ratings for all services measured (phone: 7.5, online: 7.6) and a minimum 
performance average threshold defined by the City of 7.5.   The four quadrants are defined as 
follows: 
 
Critical Weaknesses (Top Left Quadrant) 
Critical Weaknesses represent services believed to be of comparatively high importance, yet 
opinion on performance of such services is comparatively lower.  As a result, these are top 
priority areas in which more effort could be placed to improve performance. 
 
Latent Weaknesses (Bottom Left Quadrant) 
Latent Weaknesses represent services believed to be comparatively lower in importance and, at 
the same time, have lower performance assessments.  These issues should be monitored as, if 
importance in these areas increases, efforts may be required to improve performance.  
 
Critical Strengths (Top Right Quadrant) 
Critical Strengths represent services with both high importance and high performance ratings.  
Continued strong performance in these areas is essential. 
 
Latent Strengths (Bottom Right Quadrant) 
Latent Strengths are areas where the population rate a high degree of performance with 
services yet they do not see as much relative importance in these areas.  Efforts in these areas 
could potentially be diverted to address critical weaknesses  
 
Due to the two different sampling techniques and methodologies utilized in the 2012 survey, two 
separate quadrant analyses have been presented (one for phone results and one for online 
results).  
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Accessibility of city parks
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Control of dangerous and nuisance 
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Quadrant Analysis 

As noted in the above quadrant analyses, key critical strengths and weaknesses include: 
 

Key Strengths 

Telephone Online 

Quality of Drinking Water Quality of Drinking Water 

Fire Protection Services Fire Protection Services 

Treatment of Sewage Treatment of Sewage 

Electrical Services Reliability Electrical Services Reliability 

Garbage Collection Garbage Collection 

Police Services Police Services 

Repair of Water Main Breaks (Borderline)  

Key Weaknesses 

Telephone Online 

Maintenance of Major Roadways and 
Freeways 

Maintenance of Major Roadways and 
Freeways 

Street Maintenance in your Neighbourhood Street Maintenance in your Neighbourhood 

Traffic Management Traffic Management 

Planning and Development of the City Planning and Development of the City 

Ice and Snow Management Ice and Snow Management 

Maintenance of City Parks Maintenance of City Parks 

Recycling Initiatives Recycling Initiatives (Borderline) 

Repair of Water Main Breaks (Borderline) Repair of Water Main Breaks 
Funding for Community Service 

Organizations 
Sidewalk Maintenance in your 

Neighborhood (Borderline) 

 Mosquito Control 
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Perceptions of Property Tax Spending 

As with findings from 2011, most Saskatoon residents are not well informed about the 
percentage of property taxes which go to the City of Saskatoon to pay for civic services. Only 
two in ten phone respondents (19.3%) and one in ten online respondents (11.3%) were able to 
identify the correct range of 41% to 50%. Three in ten phone respondents (31.4%) didn’t know, 
while just over half of online respondents (56.9%) didn’t know. Note that this apparent disparity 
between phone and online is not unexpected, as phone respondents are often less likely to 
admit that they don’t know an answer. 

 
 

 
 

 
7. Can you tell me what percentage of property taxes paid by property owners in Saskatoon goes to the City of Saskatoon to 
pay for civic services? Base: All respondents, telephone n=503; online n=833. 
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Perceptions of Value for Property Taxes 

Once presented with the actual percentage of property taxes that goes toward paying for civic 
services (currently 50%), most respondents feel (phone: 82.9%, online: 63.1%) that they get good 
or very good value for the programs and services they receive from the City of Saskatoon. Over 
one in ten phone respondents (15.5%) and just over one-quarter of online respondents (28.2%) 
feel that they get either very poor or poor value for the services they receive in relation to the 
proportion of taxes they pay. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
8. About 50% of your property taxes go toward paying for civic services.  The remaining 50% goes toward the school boards 
and library.  Thinking now only about the programs and services you received from the City of Saskatoon, would you say 
that, overall you get... Base: All respondents, telephone n=503; online n=833. 
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Tracking Value for Property Taxes 

The proportion of respondents who feel they get either very good or good value for the 
programs and services they receive from the City of Saskatoon has remained consistent with the 
previous wave of the study. As noted on the previous page, online respondents tend to rate the 
value lower, although these proportions have remained consistent as well. 
 
In years prior to 2012, 46% of property taxes were allocated to civic programs and services. In 
2012, this proportion had increased to 50% of property taxes being allocated to such programs 
and services. This change in allocation has not demonstrated any direct impact on perceptions 
of value for property taxes. 
 

 
 
8. About 50% of your property taxes go toward paying for civic services.  The remaining 50% goes toward the school boards 
and library.  Thinking now only about the programs and services you received from the City of Saskatoon, would you say 
that, overall you get... Base: All respondents, telephone n=503; online n=833. 
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Value of Property Taxes based on Correct Perceptions of Taxes 

 
Based on the estimate of property taxes that were provided by residents in question 7, 
respondents were coded into providing either a low estimate, high estimate, or a correct 
estimate based on the distribution below.  
 
 

 Range Percent Base 
Low estimate <46% 20.0% 167 
High estimate >54% 13.6% 113 
Correct mentions 46% to 54% 9.5% 79 
Don’t know  56.9% 474 
Total  100.0% 833 

 
 

Despite their ability to correctly identify the actual proportion of property taxes allocated to 
programs and services, about six in ten respondents feel that they receive good value for the 
programs and services they receive. Those who had provided a low estimate originally are 
somewhat more likely than those who were correct, estimated high or did not know, to say they 
receive poor value. 
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SOCIAL NETWORKING AND RECEIVING INFORMATION FROM THE CITY 
Method of Receiving Information Preference 

A variety of method preferences for receiving information about City programs and services are 
indicated by respondents, with phone respondents most commonly preferring flyers (42.7%) and 
print ads (29.2%) and online respondents most commonly preferring website (52.1%) and the 
media (45.4%).  
 

Research note: Online respondents were provided with a list of options and could select as many sources 
as they like. Telephone respondents were read the list if necessary but were first asked to volunteer options. 
As such, all options are more frequently selected by online respondents due to having seen the list. 

 
9. Changing topics slightly, how do you prefer to receive information about all types of City of Saskatoon programs and 
services? Base: All respondents, telephone n=503; online n=833.  
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Method of Receiving Information Preference – by age (online respondents only) 

Some differences in preference for receiving information about the City of Saskatoon are 
evident between age ranges. The younger age range (18-34) is significantly more likely to prefer 
receiving information via radio ads, billboards, posters, website and social media; where the 
older age range (55 and up) are significantly more likely to prefer receiving information via utility 
bill stuffers, print ads, and flyers. 
 

 
 
9. Changing topics slightly, how do you prefer to receive information about all types of City of Saskatoon programs and 
services? Base: All respondents, online n=833.  
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Using Social Media Tools to Receive Civic Information 

Similar to results from the previous wave of the study, the City of Saskatoon website is the most 
visited online communication platform (phone: 49.3%, online: 72.4%), with considerably smaller 
proportions of respondents having visited the City of Saskatoon’s Facebook, Twitter, YouTube or 
Blog sites. A large proportion of respondents have not used any of the communications 
platforms listed (phone: 45.1%, online: 25.9%). 
 
 

 
10. The City of Saskatoon recently introduced various social media tools to better communicate with citizens.  This includes 
introducing a blog, using Twitter, Facebook, and YouTube. In the past six months, which of the following City of Saskatoon 
social media webpages have you visited? Base: All respondents, telephone n=503; online n=833. 
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Using Social Media Tools to Receive Civic Information - by age (online respondents only) 

 

Those respondents aged 18-34 are significantly more likely to have visited the City of Saskatoon 
Facebook, Twitter, and YouTube sites, while those aged 55 and up are significantly more likely 
than the other age groups to say they have never visited any of the communications platforms 
listed. 

 

 

10. The City of Saskatoon website includes various social media tools to better communicate with citizens.  This includes a 
blog, Twitter, Facebook, and YouTube. In the past six months, which of the following have you visited? Base: All online 
respondents, n=833. 
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DEMOGRAPHICS 
Age Ranges 

 

 
 
13. Which of the follow age ranges do you fall in? Base: All respondents, telephone, n=503; online, n=833. 
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Gender 

 

 
Please indicate your gender. Base: All respondents, telephone, n=503; online, n=833. 
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Housing Ownership 

 
14. Do you rent or own your accommodations? Base: All respondents excluding “no response”, Base: All respondents, 
telephone, n=500; online, n=826. Note that the option to choose “neither” was introduced in 2010. 
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Suburban District Area 

 

 
*See following page for a breakdown of neighbourhoods by Suburban District Area. 
 
 
15. Which of the following neighbourhoods in Saskatoon do you live? Base: All respondents, telephone, n=503, online, 
n=833. 
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Suburban District Areas: 

Blairmore SDA 

Blairmore Development Area 

Confederation SDA 

Parkridge 
Fairhaven 
Confederation Park 
Pacific Heights 
Dundonald 
Hampton Village 
Massey Place 
Montgomery Place 
Westview 
Mount Royal 
Holiday Park 
Meadowgreen 
Confederation S.C. 
Hudson Bay Park 
 
Core Neighbourhoods SDA 
 
Nutana 
Caswell Hill 
City Park 
Varsity View 
Westmount 
Central Business District 
Pleasant Hill 
King George 
Riversdale 
 
Lakewood SDA 
 
Wildwood 
Lakeview 
Briarwood 
College Park 
Lakeridge 
College Park East 
Lakewood S.C. 
Rosewood 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
Lawson SDA 

Silverwood Heights 
Lawson Heights 
Mayfair 
River Heights 
North Park 
Kelsey Woodlawn 
Richmond Heights 
 
Nutana SDA 
 
Buena Vista 
Eastview 
Nutana Park 
Stonebridge 
Holliston 
Avalon 
Haultain 
Queen Elizabeth 
Greystone Heights 
Adelaide Churchill 
Exhibition 
Brevoort Park 
Grosvenor Park 
 
University Heights SDA 
 
Forest Grove 
Silverspring 
Sutherland 
Erindale 
Arbor Creek 
Willowgrove 
University Heights S.C. 
University of Saskatchewan Management Area 
University Heights Development Area 
Evergreen 
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APPENDIX A – ADDITIONAL TRACKING DATA 
Tracking Importance of Services 

City of Saskatoon Services: 
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Accessibility of city parks  7.7  7.5 7.1 7.5 7.4 7.4 7.5 8.1 8.1 7.8  7.4  7.2  7.3  0.2  7.4  7.6  7.4 ‐0.2 

Back‐lane garbage collection  8.2  6.8 6.7 6.8 6.7 6.7 7.4 7.8 7.8 6.5  6.0  6.1  ‐  ‐  5.8  5.5  ‐  ‐ 

Bylaw enforcement  7.7  8.9 6.9 7.1 7.1 7.3 7.7 7.8 7.9 7.4  7.2  7.0  6.9  0.0  7.2  7.3  7.2 ‐0.1 

Control of dangerous and nuisance 
animals 

‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  6.3 6.4 6.7 6.9  7.0  6.9  7.0  0.1  7.1  7.1  7.0 ‐0.1 

Customer service  ‐  ‐  7.0 7.0 7.3 7.4 7.3 8.0 8.0 7.2  6.8  6.7  6.8  0.1  6.9  6.7  6.8 0.0 

Electrical services reliability  9.9  9.9 8.4 8.5 8.6 8.7 8.8 9.2 9.3 8.7  8.7  8.4  8.6  0.2  8.9  8.8  8.8 0.0 

Fire protection services  9.2  9.0 8.7 8.8 8.9 8.9 8.8 9.4 9.4 9.0  9.1  8.9  9.1  0.2  9.1  9.1  9.0 0.0 

Front‐street garbage collection  7.6  6.5 6.2 6.9 6.5 6.6 7.8 7.6 7.4 6.9  6.7  6.7  ‐  ‐  6.5  6.5  ‐  ‐ 

Funding for arts and cultural 
groups 

6.1  5.6 5.7 6.0 5.9 5.8 6.3 6.8 7.0 6.1  6.1  5.9  5.9  0.0  6.1  6.0  5.9 ‐0.1 

Funding for community service 
organizations 

8.0  7.4 7.0 7.0 7.7 7.6 7.6 8.2 8.3 7.8  7.8  7.7  7.7  0.0  7.5  7.5  7.4 0.0 

Golf courses  ‐  5.2 5.0 5.0 4.9 4.7 5.5 5.8 5.4 5.4  4.8  4.7  4.6  ‐0.1  4.6  4.6  4.5 ‐0.1 

Ice and snow management  8.4  8.3 8.0 8.2 8.3 8.5 8.5 8.9 9.0 8.3  8.5  8.3  8.3  0.0  8.9  8.8  8.6 ‐0.1 

Ice rinks  ‐  5.7 5.7 5.9 5.7 5.5 6.1 6.6 6.6 6.2  6.3  5.9  6.0  0.2  6.0  5.8  5.7 0.0 

Indoor pools/community centres  ‐‐  6.8 6.5 6.7 6.7 6.6 7.1 7.7 7.7 7.2  7.2  6.8  7.0  0.2  7.0  7.0  6.9 ‐0.1 

Landfill services  7.6  7.1 6.9 7.2 7.1 7.2 7.5 8.3 8.2 7.5  7.4  7.2  7.2  0.0  7.6  7.5  7.5 0.0 

Maintenance of back lanes  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  6.8 7.3 7.3 6.4  6.4  6.4  6.1  ‐0.3  6.5  6.5  6.4 ‐0.1 
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Maintenance of city parks  7.9  7.7  7.4  7.7  7.5  7.6  7.7  8.3  8.3  7.8  7.5  7.5  7.6  0.1  7.8  7.8  7.7  ‐0.1 

Maintenance of city trees  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  8.0  7.3  7.0  7.0  7.0  0.0  7.3  7.4  7.3  ‐0.2 

Maintenance of major roadways 
and freeways in the city 

8.3  8.5  8.3  8.3  8.4  8.3  8.6  8.7  8.5  8.6  8.7  8.9  9.0  0.1  9.1  9.1  9.1  0.0 

Mosquito control  7.9  7.0  7.2  7.5  7.4  7.7  7.7  8.4  8.1  7.2  7.3  7.5  7.4  ‐0.1  7.7  7.9  7.8  ‐0.1 

Outdoor swimming pools  ‐  5.6  5.5  5.8  5.5  5.4  5.9  6.3  6.4  6.1  6.2  6.2  6.2  0.1  6.2  6.1  6.2  0.1 

Parking availability  7.7  7.2  7.0  7.2  7.2  7.3  7.3  8.1  7.9  7.2  7.2  7.1  7.2  0.1  7.5  7.6  7.5  0.0 

Parking enforcement  6.4  6.0  6.0  6.0  6.1  6.2  6.4  6.9  6.8  6.4  5.9  5.8  5.9  0.1  6.0  6.0  6.0  0.0 

Planning and development of the 
city 

8.3  8.1  7.9  8.3  8.3  8.0  8.3  8.8  8.7  8.3  8.1  8.0  8.2  0.2  8.6  8.5  8.5  0.0 

Police services  ‐  7.2  8.9  9.1  9.0  9.2  9.1  9.5  9.4  9.0  9.0  8.8  9.0  0.2  9.1  9.1  9.0  ‐0.1 

Public transportation  6.7  6.3  5.9  6.5  6.3  6.1  6.7  6.8  6.8  7.2  7.3  7.0  7.1  0.1  7.6  7.4  7.3  ‐0.1 

Quality of drinking water  9.4  9.3  9.2  9.3  9.1  9.3  9.2  9.5  9.6  9.3  9.3  9.2  9.4  0.2  9.5  9.4  9.5  0.0 

Recycling initiatives  8.2  7.9  7.5  7.7  7.7  7.7  7.7  8.7  8.8  8.0  7.9  7.6  7.6  0.0  8.0  7.7  7.6  ‐0.1 

Repair of water main breaks  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  8.7  9.1  9.1  8.8  8.7  8.7  8.9  0.2  9.0  8.9  9.0  0.0 

Sidewalk maintenance in your 
neighbourhood 

7.1  7.4  6.8  7.2  7.1  7.4  7.1  7.5  7.5  7.2  7.2  7.1  7.0  0.0  7.7  7.7  7.6  ‐0.1 

Street maintenance in your 
neighbourhood 

7.9  8.0  7.6  7.8  7.9  8.1  8.2  8.0  8.0  8.0  8.2  8.2  8.3  0.0  8.3  8.5  8.5  ‐0.1 

Traffic management  8.0  8.0  7.7  7.7  7.7  7.7  8.0  8.3  8.3  8.1  8.4  8.1  8.4  0.3  9.0  8.7  8.8  0.0 

Treatment of sewage  9.3  9.2  9.1  9.1  9.1  9.1  9.1  9.4  9.5  9.2  8.8  8.5  8.7  0.1  8.8  8.7  8.8  0.1 

Garbage collection  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  8.4  ‐  ‐  ‐  8.3  ‐ 

 

 

 



 
43 

 

Tracking Performance Delivering Services 

City of Saskatoon Services: 
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Accessibility of city parks  8.2  7.6  7.6  7.4  7.7  7.4  7.8  7.7  7.6  7.7  7.8  7.6  7.7  0.1  7.2  7.4  7.3  0.0 

Back‐lane garbage collection  9.2  7  7  6.6  6.9  6.7  8.3  7.2  7.4  6.7  6.6  6.2  ‐  ‐  6.4  6.1  ‐  ‐ 

Bylaw enforcement  7.7  6.7  6.5  6.4  6.7  6.5  7.7  6.7  7.1  6.5  6.6  6.4  6.3  0.0  6.0  6.3  6.3  0.0 

Control of dangerous animals  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  7.5  6.6  6.6  6.8  6.8  6.6  6.8  0.2  6.4  6.6  6.8  0.2 

Customer service  ‐  ‐  7.1  6.8  7.1  7  7.8  7.3  7.4  6.9  7.1  6.8  7.0  0.2  6.4  6.5  6.6  0.1 

Electrical services reliability  9.1  9.7  8.1  8  8.2  8.3  8.5  8.6  8.6  8.3  8.4  8.0  8.0  0.0  8.2  8.3  7.8  ‐0.5 

Fire protection services  8.6  8.1  8.2  8.1  8.2  8.3  8.6  8.7  8.7  8.4  8.6  8.4  8.5  0.1  8.3  8.4  8.4  0.0 

Front‐street garbage collection  8.4  7.5  7.5  7  7.3  6.9  8.4  7.8  7.5  7.3  7.5  7.5  ‐  ‐  7.3  7.3  ‐  ‐ 

Funding for arts and cultural 
groups 

7.7  6  6  5.7  6.1  5.9  7.4  6.4  6.3  6.1  6.0  6.0  5.9  ‐0.1  6.0  6.0  6.0  0.0 

Funding for community service 
organizations 

7.9  6.4  6.2  6  6  6  7.2  6.4  6.3  6.3  6.4  6.1  6.1  0.0  5.9  6.1  6.0  ‐0.1 

Golf courses  ‐‐  7.1  7  6.8  6.9  6.4  8.3  7.3  7.2  7  6.8  6.7  6.5  ‐0.2  6.9  6.9  6.9  0.0 

Ice and snow management  6.5  6.1  6.4  6.3  6  6  5.8  5.6  6.1  5.9  5.5  5.5  5.9  0.4  5.0  5.4  5.8  0.4 

Ice rinks  ‐  6.7  6.4  6.5  6.7  6.1  7.9  6.8  6.7  6.6  6.5  6.6  6.4  ‐0.2  6.4  6.6  6.5  ‐0.1 

Indoor pools/community centres  ‐  7.4  7.3  7.1  7.4  6.9  7.9  7.5  7.4  7.4  7.4  7.3  7.3  0.0  7.0  7.1  7.1  0.0 

Landfill services  8.1  6.7  6.7  6.3  6.6  6.4  7.7  7  6.9  6.8  7.0  6.8  7.1  0.3  6.7  6.8  7.0  0.2 

Maintenance of back lanes  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  6.9  5.6  5.8  5.7  5.7  5.2  5.3  0.2  5.3  5.2  5.2  0.0 

Maintenance of city parks  7.5  7.3  7.3  7.1  7.4  7.3  7.4  7.4  7.4  7.3  7.4  7.1  7.3  0.1  7.1  6.9  7.0  0.1 

Maintenance of city trees  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  7.5  7.2  7.2  7.1  7.1  0.0  6.8  6.9  7.0  0.1 

Maintenance of major roadways 
and freeways 

6.2  6.6  6.4  6.5  6.4  6.5  6.6  6  6.3  6.4  6.0  5.0  5.4  0.4  5.4  4.9  4.9  0.0 

Mosquito control  6.9  6.3  5.7  5.8  6.6  6.4  6.9  6.2  6.8  6.7  6.1  5.5  6.1  0.6  5.7  5.5  5.8  0.3 

Outdoor swimming pools  ‐  6.6  6.7  6.6  6.8  6.2  8.1  6.9  6.5  6.6  6.7  6.6  6.6  0.0  6.5  6.6  6.7  0.1 
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Parking availability  ‐  ‐  ‐  5.6  6  6  6.1  5.9  6  5.8  6.0  5.6  5.7  0.1  5.5  5.5  5.5  ‐0.1 

Parking enforcement  7.9  7.1  7  6.8  7  6.9  7.2  7.3  7.2  6.8  7.0  6.7  6.8  0.1  6.4  6.5  6.6  0.1 

Planning and development of the 
city 

6.8  6.2  6  5.8  6.2  6.2  6.5  6.1  6.4  6.1  6.2  5.9  5.9  ‐0.1  5.4  5.5  5.5  0.0 

Police services  ‐  7.3  7.4  6.3  7  7  7.5  7.4  7.7  7.6  7.6  7.5  7.6  0.1  7.1  7.5  7.5  0.0 

Public transportation  8.2  6.8  6.4  6.4  6.5  6.3  7.6  6.2  6.3  6.7  6.6  6.2  6.3  0.0  5.9  5.8  5.7  ‐0.1 

Quality of drinking water  8.6  8  8  8.1  8.2  8.3  8.5  8.8  8.8  8.5  8.7  8.4  8.6  0.2  8.4  8.6  8.5  ‐0.1 

Recycling initiatives  6.1  5.7  5.9  5.5  5.6  5.6  6.1  5.2  5.5  5.2  5.4  5.1  5.9  0.8  4.9  4.9  5.7  0.9 

Repair of water main breaks  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  7.5  7.6  7.5  7.4  7.4  7.1  7.5  0.4  6.9  7.0  7.2  0.2 

Sidewalk maintenance in your 
neighbourhood 

6.2  5.7  5.8  5.6  5.3  5.7  5.3  5.5  5.6  6.1  6.1  5.9  6.0  0.1  5.7  5.6  5.7  0.1 

Street maintenance in your 
neighbourhood 

5.6  6.2  6.3  6.1  5.9  6.3  5.7  5.7  5.8  6.2  6.3  5.4  5.6  0.2  5.8  5.2  5.4  0.2 

Traffic management  6  5.9  5.7  5.8  5.7  5.8  6.2  5.6  5.7  5.8  5.6  5.5  5.7  0.2  4.8  5.2  5.2  0.0 

Treatment of sewage  8.8  7.8  7.8  7.7  7.9  7.9  8.5  8.3  8.4  7.7  7.9  7.5  8.0  0.5  7.7  7.8  7.8  0.0 

Garbage collection  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  ‐  7.7  ‐  ‐  ‐  7.6 
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Tracking Most Important Issue Facing Saskatoon 
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Condition of streets  5.0%  4.0%  8.0%  9.0%  16.0%  8.0%  8.0%  4.0%  11.0%  18.0%  24.1%  6.1%  3.0%  23.1%  21.7%  ‐1.4% 

Planning for 
growth/development 

‐‐  ‐‐  ‐‐  3.0%  9.0%  6.0%  6.0%  10.0%  7.0%  2.6%  8.3%  5.7%  11.0%  9.5%  8.9%  ‐0.6% 

Social issues  7.0%  3.0%  4.0%  4.0%  4.0%  5.0%  10.0%  4.0%  6.0%  2.4%  4.2%  1.8%  12.0%  6.0%  3.0%  ‐3.0% 

Taxation/spending  11.0%  7.0%  8.0%  6.0%  5.0%  11.0%  9.0%  11.0%  5.0%  4.2%  6.0%  1.8%  6.0%  6.0%  6.8%  0.8% 

Infrastructure/roads  ‐‐  ‐‐  ‐‐  ‐‐  1.0%  5.0%  4.0%  6.0%  8.0%  15.8%  16.5%  0.7%  20.0%  13.3%  19.0%  5.7% 

Traffic 
flow/congestion 

4.0%  ‐‐  7.0%  5.0%  6.0%  10.0%  9.0%  8.0%  18.0%  7.8%  6.8%  ‐1.0%  16.0%  11.1%  9.4%  ‐1.7% 

Housing  ‐‐  ‐‐  ‐‐  1.0%  2.0%  14.0%  13.0%  8.0%  7.0%  9.6%  7.2%  ‐2.4%  10.0%  11.1%  10.3%  ‐0.8% 

Crime/policing  11.0%  43.0%  30.0%  32.0%  35.0%  19.0%  18.0%  16.0%  16.0%  11.8%  8.3%  ‐3.5%  20.0%  11.5%  9.6%  ‐1.9% 

 

 

 



REPORT NO. 8-2012 Saskatoon, Saskatchewan 
Monday, June 18, 2012 

His Worship the Mayor and City Council 
The City of Saskatoon 

LEGISLATIVE REPORTS 

Section A- OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK 

Al) Establishment of Special/Mobile/Hospital Polls 
2012 Local Government Elections 
(File No. CK. 265-1) 

RECOMMENDATION: 1) that City Council approve the establishment of Special Polls 
on Wednesday, October 17, 2012, as follows: 

Villa Royale 
King Edward Place 
Central Haven/Central Place 
Saskatoon Convalescent Home 
Kiwanis Manor 
St. George's Senior Citizens' 

Residence 
Sutherland House 
Oliver Lodge/Oliver Place 
St. Joseph's Home 
Porteous Lodge/Harry Landa Court! 

Fairview Court/Mount Royal 
Court 

Luther Heights/Luther Intermediate 
Care Home 

Bethany Manor/Court!TowerNilla/ 
Place 

Luther Special Care Home/Luther 
Tower 

Riverside Terrace 
Shepherd Apartments/McNaughton 

Place 
The Pallisades 
Clinkskill Manor 
Ilarion Village 
Scott Tower/Forget Tower 
Cheshire Homes 
St. Ann's Senior Citizens' Village 

9:30 a.m.- 11:30 a.m. 
12:30 p.m. -2:30p.m. 
3:30p.m.- 4:30p.m. 
9:00a.m. -10:00 a.m. 

11:00 a.m.- 12:00 p.m. 

1:00 p.m.-2:00p.m. 
3:00p.m.- 4:00p.m. 
9:00a.m.- 12:00 p.m. 
1:00 p.m. -2:00p.m. 

3:00p.m.- 5:00p.m. 

9:00a.m.- 12:00 p.m. 

1:00 p.m.-4:00p.m. 

9:00a.m.- 12:00 p.m. 
I :00 p.m.-4:00p.m. 

8:30a.m.- II :30 a.m. 
12:30 p.m. -2:30p.m. 
3:30p.m.- 4:30p.m. 
9:30 a.m.- 11:30 a.m. 
1:00 p.m.-4:00p.m. 
5:30p.m.- 6:30p.m. 
9:00a.m.- 12:00 p.m. 
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Columbian Manor 
Stensrud Lodge/Earner Couttl 

Cosmopolitan Court 
St. Volodymyr Villa 
Elmwood Residence (Kinsmen 

Manor) 
Sherbrooke Community Centre/ 

Veterans Village 
Circle Drive Care Home/Circle 

Drive Place 
Legion Manor 
The Bentley 
McClure Place 

1:00 p.m. -4:00p.m. 

9:30 a.m.- 11:30 a.m. 
1:00 p.m.-4:00p.m. 

5:30p.m.- 6:30p.m. 

9:00a.m.- 12:00 p.m. 

1:00 p.m.-3:00p.m. 
4:00p.m.- 5:00p.m. 
9:00 a.m.- 12:00 p.m. 
1:00 p.m.-4:00p.m. 

2) that City Council approve the establishment of 
Hospital/Special Polls on Wednesday, October 24, 2012, as 
follows: 

St. Paul's Hospital 
City Hospital 
Royal University Hospital 
Parkridge Centre 

9:00a.m.- 4:00p.m. 
9:00a.m.- 4:00p.m. 
9:00a.m.- 4:00p.m. 
9:00a.m.- 4:00p.m. 

3) that City Council approve the establishment of a Mobile Poll 
on Wednesday, October 24, 2012; and 

4) that the Returning Officer be authorized to make any changes 
or additions that may become necessary to accommodate the 
needs of the Special and Hospital Polls. 

Section 22 of The Local Government Election Act states that Council may establish a polling place 
in a hospital, personal care facility or similar institution at which an elector who is receiving care in 
that institution may vote. Section 92( 4.1) provides for the establishment of an advance poll in a 
personal care facility. 

Section 22.1 of The Local Government Election Act provides that City Council may establish a 
"mobile poll" in order to accommodate electors who are unable to leave their residence because of 
physical disability or limited mobility, as well as their resident care givers. 
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PUBLIC NOTICE 

Public Notice pursuant to Section 3 of Policy No. COl-021, Public Notice Policy, is not required. 



Section B- OFFICE OF THE CITY SOLICITOR 

Bl) The Meat Inspection Bylaw 
(File No. CK. 185-1) 

RECOMMENDATION: that City Council consider Bylaw 9035, a Bylaw to repeal The 
Meat Inspection Bylaw No. 5469. 

SUMMARY 

Effective January 1, 2014, Federal Government inspectors will no longer perform inspection 
services at animal slaughter facilities in Saskatchewan. The Meat Inspection Bylaw No. 5469 
requires that meat sold or offered for sale in Saskatoon must be inspected by Federal 
Government inspectors. With the change that has been announced, Bylaw No. 5469 will be 
redundant, and the Medical Health Officer for Saskatoon District Health is recommending that 
Bylaw No. 5469 be repealed. 

REPORT 

At the present time, The Meat Inspection Bylaw No. 5469 provides that "no meat or poultry shall 
be distributed or sold through a public market or retail outlet unless it is approved by an 
inspector appointed by the Government of Canada." 

This City regulation dovetails with the Provincial regime. Saskatchewan Agriculture contracts 
with the Canadian Food Inspection Agency ("CFIA") to provide ante and post-mortem 
inspection services. However, CFIA has announced that effective January 1, 2014, it will no 
longer provide these services. 

The Administration has been in discussions with Saskatchewan Agriculture and the Saskatoon 
Health Region regarding the future of Bylaw No. 5469. The Saskatoon Health Region is of the 
view that Bylaw No. 5469 "may be repealed with no significant risk to the health of the public." 
Public Health Inspectors will continue to inspect meat handling facilities, and there are 
Provincial regulations that provide that all meat and poultry offered for sale must have been 
slaughtered in a licensed facility. In other words, there is a regulatory regime in place to control 
retail and public market or 'tailgate' sales of meat or poultty. 

Saskatoon is one of the last Saskatchewan municipalities to have such a bylaw. Others had made 
the decision to repeal the various similar bylaws many years ago, typically when the Provincial 
public health inspection regime was established. 

Bylaw No. 5469 is the most recent City regulation of this area. It dates back to 1975, however, 
earlier versions of such City regulation date back to the time of incorporation when such matters 
as public health were entirely a City responsibility. 

The progression of such City regulation included the following: 
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in 1906, 1907 and 1915, the City's health bylaws were enacted which regulated the 
sanitation of slaughter houses and butcher shops; 

in 1914, the City 11arket was established and gave the 11arket 11aster the power to 
inspect and approve meat offered for sale at the 11arket; 

in 1922, various bylaws were consolidated and gave City officials inspection and 
approval powers; 

in 1934, the City attempted to impose by bylaw that no meat that had not been federally 
inspected could be sold here, but this was declared invalid in court; 

in 1948, Bylaw No. 3066 regulated the area and provided that meat sold in the 11arket 
had to be City approved unless it had been federally inspected; and 

in 1974, Bylaw No. 3066 was reconsidered, the national and provincial regulatory regime 
had changed and the City no longer had its own veterinarian, therefore, the 11edical 
Health Officer of the day recommended that the current Bylaw No. 5469 be drafted so 
that all meat sold in Saskatoon would be subject to some inspection. 

All of the previous Bylaws, outlined above, were passed at a time when the City had a public 
health department and a regulatory role in this area. Now, the Province has jurisdiction over 
public health matters in relation to food safety and these are addressed locally by the 11edical 
Health Officer for the Saskatoon Health Region. 

In conclusion, this area has been and will remain regulated with or without Bylaw No. 5469, and 
by January 2014 it will be impossible for anyone to comply with the provisions of Bylaw No. 
5469. 

PUBLIC NOTICE 

Public Notice pursuant to Section 3 of Policy No. COl-021, Public Notice Policy, is not required. 

ATTACHMENT 

1. Bylaw No. 9035, A Bylaw to Repeal The 11eat Inspection Bylaw No. 5469. 
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B2) The Saskatoon Licence Appeal Board Bylaw, 2012 
(File No. CK. 175-56) 

RECOMMENDATION: that City Council consider Bylaw No. 9036. 

BACKGROUND 

The Cities Act grants a city the power to pass bylaws respecting businesses, business activities 
and persons engaged in business. This power includes the power to: 

a) regulate or prohibit; 

b) provide for a system of licences, inspections, permits or approvals; 

c) establish fees for a licence; 

d) prohibit any business until a licence has been granted or an inspection performed; 

e) impose terms and conditions on any licence; 

f) impose any conditions that must be met before a licence is granted or renewed; 

g) provide for the duration of licences and their suspension or cancellation for failure 
to comply with a term or condition of the bylaw or for any other reason specified 
in the bylaw; and 

h) provide for an appeal, the body that is to decide the appeal and related matters. 

Historically, if a licence was refused, suspended or revoked, the aggrieved party had the right to 
appear before Council and to be heard as to why the decision should not be reversed. Council 
was bound to hear the matter, exercise its discretion in good faith, without discrimination and in 
the public interest, and to give written reasons for any refusal, suspension or revocation. Council 
became the appeal body to hear these appeals. 

In more recent years, Council has established independent tribunals to hear appeals under various 
bylaws. For example, Council established the Property ~aintenance Appeal Board to hear 
appeals dealing with dilapidated buildings, overgrown grass and weeds, untidy and unsightly 
property, junked vehicles, open excavations and demolitions. 

Independent tribunals have several advantages: 
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a) they are independent of Council and the administration; 

b) their proceedings are less formal and easier for the umepresented appellant; 

c) the members of the tribunal have particular expertise in the matters before them; 
and 

d) Council's time can be spent on other matters. 

REPORT 

We are pleased to submit for Council's consideration The Saskatoon Licence Appeal Board 
Bylaw, 2012. 

The Bylaw establishes the Licence Appeal Board. It provides how the Board will be constituted. 
No member of Council is eligible to sit as a member of the Appeal Board. It is proposed that the 
members of the Board of Revision will be appointed to sit on the Licence Appeal Board. These 
individuals are experienced in how to conduct a hearing, and in writing decisions. We do not 
anticipate that this dual role will interfere with their work on assessment appeals. 

The Board will have the exclusive jurisdiction to hear appeals relating to any business licence 
issued by the City. This would include licences issued under The Business Licence Bylaw, 2002, 
The Licence Bylaw, and The Adult Services Licensing Bylaw, 2012. If Council adopts a new taxi 
bylaw, licensing appeals under that bylaw will be heard by this Board. 

The Bylaw sets out in some detail the appeal process and the proceedings before the Board. 
These rules are similar to the procedures used by the Board of Revision in assessment appeals. 
The goal is to ensure that all appeals are dealt with consistently and fairly. 

The Bylaw removes the right to appeal to Council presently contained in The Licence Bylaw and 
The Business Licence Bylaw, 2002. It also amends The Council and Committee Procedure Bylaw, 
2003 to provide that delegations wishing to speak on a matter regarding the refusal, suspension or 
cancellation of a licence shall be referred to the secretary of the Licence Appeal Board. 

PUBLIC NOTICE 

Public Notice pursuant to Section3 of Policy No. COl-021, Public Notice Policy, is not required. 
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ATTACHMENT 

1. Proposed Bylaw No. 9036, The Saskatoon Licence Appeal Board Bylaw, 2012. 

B3) Urban Reserve Creation- Yellow Quill First Nation 
Parking Lot adjacent to 224 Fourth Avenue South 
(File No. CK. 4000-4) 

RECOMMENDATION: 1) that City Council approve the ~unicipal Services and 
Compatibility Agreement attached; and 

2) that His Worship the ~ayor and the City Clerk be 
authorized to execute the Agreement. 

Yellow Quill First Nation owns the office building located at 224 Fourth Avenue South, as well 
as the parking lot which is immediately to the south of that building. A ~unicipal Services and 
Compatibility Agreement already exists for 224 Fourth Avenue South, although the process to 
transfer the land to reserve status has not been completed at this time. 

Yellow Quill First Nation also wishes to have the parking lot dedicated as an urban reserve. It 
has therefore entered into negotiations for a ~unicipal Services and Compatibility Agreement 
for the parking lot. This is the Agreement which is now before City Council for approval. 

The Agreement is very similar to the Agreements which exist for the other urban reserves in 
Saskatoon. 

The Agreement has two main features. Firstly, the City agrees to provide all regular City 
services to the property in return for an annual fee-for-service payment from Yell ow Quill. This 
payment will be calculated to be the same amount in each year as would be paid in municipal 
and library property taxes if the land was subject to municipal taxation. 

Secondly, the Agreement provides for bylaw compatibility. It is agreed that the occupation, use, 
development and improvement of the property will, at all times, be essentially the same as 
similarly zoned properties in Saskatoon. Because the propetty is vacant land, the Agreement 
contains specific compatibility provisions to ensure that any new building on the propetty will 
meet the City's development standards and building standards. 
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The Yell ow Quill First Nation has approved and signed the Agreement. Yell ow Quill has also 
approved and signed a Police Services Agreement for the property. This Agreement has been 
sent to the Saskatoon Board of Police Commissioners for approval. 

There is a standing instruction from City Council that before a 11unicipal Services and 
Compatibility Agreement is brought to City Council for approval, there must be a City-led 
notification process in the immediate neighbourhood to let the community know that an urban 
reserve is being created. 

The Partnership has sent an email to the Downtown businesses advising them of this proposed 
reserve creation. The businesses were invited to call or email the Planning and Development 
Branch with any questions. At the time of writing, there have not been any enquiries received. 

PUBLIC NOTICE 

Public Notice pursuant to Section 3 of Policy No. C01-021, Public Notice Policy, is not required. 

ATTACHMENT 

1. Copy of 11unicipal Services and Compatibility Agreement as between Yell ow Quill First 
Nation and The City of Saskatoon. 

B4) 2010 Annexation - Assessment and Taxation 
(File No. CK. 4060-1, x 1620-1} 

RECOMMENDATION: that City Council consider Bylaw No. 9029 and Bylaw No. 9030. 

At its meeting on 11ay 9, 2011, City Council passed the following motion: 

"that the Administration be directed to pursue Farm Land Agreements with 
eligible owners, that is, those where fanning is the principal occupation of the 
assessed owner, the farmed land is in excess of eight hectares in area (19.78 
acres), and the land has not been subdivided into lots." 

Effective August 1, 2010, the City annexed lands from the Rural11unicipality of Corman Park 
(the "R11"). As a result of the annexation, the affected properties are now subject to taxation 
based on the City's rate of taxation as opposed to the R11's rate of taxation. The Cities Act S.S. 
2002, c. C-11.1, does however recognize an ability to treat farm land differently where the 
property owner meets the specified statutory criteria. The result of applying The Cities Act 
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provlSlons is to essentially permit the owner's of annexed farm lands to pay propetty tax 
amounts similar to those which were paid prior to the annexation under The Municipalities Act, 
s.s. 2005, c. ~-36.1. 

The Assessment Branch, in conjunction with the Solicitor's Office contacted all pro petty owners 
of the annexed land who it identified as potentially being eligible to enter into a Farm Land 
Fixed Taxation Rate Agreement based on the statutory size criteria of the land. Of the property 
owners contacted, two have executed a Statutory Declaration swearing that they meet all of the 
statutory criteria required for eligibility to enter into the Agreement. 

In that regard, we are pleased to enclose, for Council's consideration, Bylaw No. 9029, The Mary 
Theresa Duh Farm Land Fixed Rate of Taxation Bylaw, 2012 and Bylaw No. 9030, The George 
Bradford Riddell Farm Land Fixed Rate ofTaxation Bylaw, 2012. These Bylaws authorize His 
Worship the ~ayor and the City Clerk to sign the Farm Land Fixed Taxation Rate Agreements 
appended as Schedule "A" to the respective Bylaws. The Agreements provide that ~s. Duh's 
property and ~r. Riddell's property will be taxed at a fixed rate, so that the tax levy after 
applying the fixed rate of taxation will be similar to the taxes that would be payable on the 
propetty if the dwelling and other improvements used exclusively in connection with the 
agricultural operation were exempt from taxation on terms and conditions similar to section 293 
of The Municipalities Act. In other words, the current taxes payable will be more similar to the 
taxes payable prior to the annexation. Both ~s. Duh and ~r. Riddell have been provided with 
copies of the proposed Agreement in draft, subject to Council's approval of Bylaw Nos. 9029 
and 9030. 

PUBLIC NOTICE 

Public Notice pursuant to Section 3 of Policy No. C01-021, Public Notice Policy, is not required. 

ATTACH~ENTS 

1. Proposed Bylaw No. 9029, The Mmy Theresa Duh Farm Land Fixed Rate of Taxation 
Bylaw, 2012. 

2. Proposed Bylaw No. 9030, The George Bradford Riddell Farm Land Fixed Rate of 
Taxation Bylaw, 2012. 
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Respectfully submitted, 

Janice 11ann, City Clerk 

Theresa Dust, City Solicitor 



ADDENDUM TO REPORT NO. 8-2012 Saskatoon, Saskatchewan 
 Monday, June 18, 2012 
 
 
His Worship the Mayor and City Council 
The City of Saskatoon 
 
 

LEGISLATIVE REPORTS 
 
Section B – OFFICE OF THE CITY SOLICITOR 
 
B5) Multi-Unit Recycling Program 

(File No. CK 7830-5 )                   
 
RECOMMENDATION: 1) that the Memorandum of Understanding (“MOU”) between 

the City and Cosmopolitan Industries Ltd. (“Cosmo”) with 
respect to Multi-Unit Dwellings (“MUD”) recycling be 
approved; and  

 
2) that His Worship the Mayor and the City Clerk be 

authorized to execute the MOU under the Corporate Seal. 
 
At its meeting on May 28, 2012 City Council resolved, in part: 
 

“1) that the Administration be instructed to negotiate a Memorandum of 
Understanding with Cosmopolitan Industries (Cosmo) in accordance with 
the general principles of Option #1 from the Administrative Report;” 

 
Attached please find a MOU with Cosmo.  This MOU sets out the intention of the parties to 
negotiate an Agreement for the provision of a MUD recycling program by Cosmo.   
 
The MOU sets out the following principles upon which the Agreement will be negotiated: 
 
1. The curbside recycling program for MUD’s will be a source-separated, multi-stream 

recycling program that will require all MUD’s to pay and accept bins. 
 
2. The curbside recycling program will include options with respect to how the service will 

be provided. 
 
3. Cosmo will be responsible for the customer call centre, collection and processing of 

recyclables.  
 
4. MUD’s with current recycling contracts will be given a period of time, which is yet to be 

decided by City Council, to join the City’s program.  
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5. The terms of the Agreement will be generally based on the Agreement for single-family 

residential curbside recycling.  
 
6. The length of the Agreement must be based on a commercially reasonable business plan 

and agreed by the parties. 
 
7. Cosmo must undertake public community consultations prior to implementation of the 

MUD recycling program.   
 
The MOU states that the parties will commence negotiations with the intention of having an 
Agreement in place by no later than January 1, 2014.  The MOU also clearly states that any 
Agreement negotiated is subject to Council approval which includes budget approval of the 
MUD recycling program. 
 
The City Manager and the General Manager of Utility Services have reviewed the MOU and are 
in an agreement with its terms.  Cosmo has also reviewed the MOU, and has expressed to our 
Office their approval.  
 
PUBLIC NOTICE 
 
Public Notice pursuant to Section 3 of Policy No. C01-021, Public Notice Policy, is not required. 
 
ATTACHMENT 
 
1. Draft Memorandum of Understanding as between The City of Saskatoon and 

Cosmopolitan Industries Ltd. 
 

Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
 
 
      
 Theresa Dust, City Solicitor 



BYLAW NO. 9035 B\ 
The Meat Inspection Repeal Bylaw 

The Council ofThe City of Saskatoon enacts: 

Short Title 

1. This Bylaw may be cited as The Meat Inspection Repeal Bylaw. 

Purpose 

2. The purpose of this Bylaw is to repeal a Bylaw of The City of Saskatoon to prohibit the 
sale and distribution through a public market or a retail outlet of any meat or poultry that 
is not approved by the Government of Canada under The Meat Inspection Act, Bylaw No. 
5469. 

Repeal of Bylaw No. 5469 

3. Bylaw No. 5469 is hereby repealed. 

Coming Into Force 

4. This Bylaw comes into force on the day of its final passing. 

Read a first time this day of 

Read a second time this day of 

Read a third time and passed this day of 

Mayor City Clerk 

'2012. 

'2012. 

'2012. 



BYLAW NO. 9036 

The Saskatoon Licence Appeal Board Bylaw, 2012 

Whereas under the provisions of clause 8(1)(h) of The Cities Act, a city has the general 
power to pass any bylaws that it considers expedient in relation to businesses, business activities 
and persons engaged in business; 

And whereas under the provisions of subsection 8(3) of The Cities Act, the power to pass 
bylaws includes the power to: 

• regulate or prohibit; 
• provide for a system of licences, inspections, permits or approvals; 
• establish fees for the licence; 
" prohibitany business until a licence has been granted or an inspection perfmmed; 
• impose terms and conditions on any licence; 
• impose conditions that must be met before a licence is granted or renewed; 
• provide for the duration of licences and their suspension or cancellation for failure 

to comply with a term or condition of the bylaw or for any other reason specified 
in the bylaw; · 

• provide for an appeal, the body that is to decide the appeal and related matters; 

And whereas The City of Saskatoon desires to pass a bylaw to establish an appeal body to 
hear appeals from the refusal, suspension or cancellation of any business licence issued by the 
City; 

Now therefore The City of Saskatoon enacts: 

Short Title 

1. This Bylaw may be cited as The Saskatoon Licence Appeal Board Bylaw, 2012. 

Definitions 

2. In this Bylaw: 

(a) "appeal board" means the Saskatoon Licence Appeal Board; 

(b) "City" means The City of Saskatoon; 

(c) "Council" means the council of The City of Saskatoon; 
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(d) "Mayor" means the mayor of The City of Saskatoon; and 

(e) "person" means an individual, proprietorship, partnership, corporation, 
association, or other legal identity. 

Appeal Board Established 

3. (1) The appeal board is hereby established. 

(2) Council shall appoint not less than five persons to constitute the appeal board for 
the City. 

(3) No member of Council is eligible to sit as a member of the appeal board. 

(4) No member of the appeal board shall hear or vote on any decision that relates to a 
matter with respect to which the member has a pecuniary interest within the 
meaning of section 115 of The Cities Act. 

(5) Council shall prescribe: 

(a) the term of office of each member of the appeal board; 

(b) the manner in which vacancies are to be filled; and 

(c) the remuneration and expenses, if any, payable to each member. 

( 6) Council shall appoint a secretary of the appeal board, and prescribe the term of 
office and the duties of the secretary. · 

(7) No member of the appeal board shall carry out any power, duty or function of that 
office until he or she has taken an official oath in the form prescribed in Schedule 
"A". 

(8) The members of the appeal board shall choose a chairperson from among 
themselves. 

(9) The chairperson of the appeal board may: 

(a) appoint panels of not less than three members of the appeal board; and 

(b) appoint a chairperson for each panel. 
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(10) Each panel appointed pursuant to subsection (9) may hear and rule on appeals 
concurrently as though it were the appeal board in every instance. 

(II) A majority of the members of the appeal board or of a panel constitutes a quorum 
for the purposes of sitting or hearing or of conducting the business of the board or 
panel. 

(12) A decision of the majority of the members of the appeal board or of a panel is the 
decision of the appeal board. 

(13) The Mayor may appoint a person as an acting member of the appeal board if any 
member is unable to attend a hearing of the board. 

Jurisdiction of Appeal Board 

4. The appeal board shall have the exclusive jurisdiction to hear an appeal from the 
imposition of any condition on a licence, or the denial, suspension or cancellation of a 
business licence issued by the City pursuant to any City bylaw. 

Appeal Procedure 

5. (I) A licence appeal may only be taken by a person who: 

(a) has applied for a licence and been denied, or holds a licence that has been 
suspended or cancelled, or holds a licence upon which conditions have 
been imposed; and 

(b) believes that an error has been made by the City in the decision to deny, 
suspend or cancel a licence, or to issue a licence with conditions. 

(2) A notice of appeal must be in writing in the form prescribed in Schedule "B" and 
must: 

(a) set out the reasons for the appeal and the material facts upon which the 
appeal is based; and 

(b) include the mailing address of the appellant. 

(3) An appellant may withdraw his or her appeal for any reason by notifying the 
secretary of the appeal board . at least seven days before the day on which the 
appeal is to be heard by the appeal board. 
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Filing Notice of Appeal 

6. 

Fees 

7. 

(1) A notice of appeal, together with the filing fee prescribed in section 7, must be 
filed with the secretary of the appeal board within 30 days after the date the 
appellant is served or is deemed to have been served with the decision of the City. 

(2) The appellant shall give notice of appeal pursuant to this section by personal 
service, by registered mail or by ordinary mail. 

(3) On receiving a notice of appeal, the secretary of the appeal board shall, as soon as 
is reasonably practicable, provide the City with a copy of the notice of appeal. 

( 4) An appeal pursuant to subsection (1) does not operate as a stay of the denial, 
suspension or cancellation appealed from unless the appeal board, on an 
application by the appellant, decides otherwise. 

(5) If an appellant fails to file an appeal within the time prescribed by subsection (1), 
the secretary of the appeal board shall refuse to file the notice of appeal, unless 
the appeal board, on application by the appellant, extends the time for filing the 
notice of appeal. 

(!) An appellant who files a notice of appeal shall, at the time of filing the appeal, 
pay a fee of $50.00 in respect of each notice of appeal. 

(2) A notice of appeal shall not be considered as having been filed unless the notice 
of appeal and the applicable fee have been received by the secretary of the appeal 
board within the time prescribed in subsection 6(1 ). 

(3) The fees referred to in this section are non-refundable and may not be waived or 
reduced under any circumstances. 

Notice of Hearing 

8. (1) The secretary of the appeal board shall set the date, time and location for the 
hearing before the appeal board, which hearing shall be held no later than 60 days 
after the date the notice of appeal is filed. 

(2) The secretary of the appeal board shall, at least 30 days before the hearing, serve 
on the appellant and the City a notice stating: 

(a) the date, time and location of the hearing; and 
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(b) that, if the appellant fails to appear at the hearing, the hearing may proceed 
in the appellant's absence, at which time the appeal may be dismissed. 

(3) The secretary of the appeal board may give notice pursuant to this section by 
personal service, by registered mail, or by ordina1y mail to the appellant: 

(a) at the address for service indicated on the notice of appeal; or 

(b) if no address is given in the notice of appeal, at the address entered on the 
appellant's licence application. 

( 4) After notice has been served pursuant to subsection (3), the appellant, the City 
and the secretary of the appeal board may agree to an earlier hearing date for the 
appeal, if necessaty. 

(5) The secretary of the appeal board shall not set a hearing date for an appeal unless, 
in the secretary's opinion, the appellant has complied with all the requirements set 
out in section 5. 

( 6) If, in the opinion of the secretary of the appeal board, the notice of appeal does 
not comply with section 5, the secretary shall: 

(a) notify the appellant of the deficiencies in the notice of appeal; and 

(b) grant the appellant one 14-day extension to perfect the notice of appeal. 

(7) If the appellant does not comply with the notice given pursuant to subsection (6), 
the secretary of the appeal boat·d may refuse to file the notice of appeal, which 
action is deemed to be a refusal by the appeal board to hear the appeal. 

Disclosure of Evidence 

9. (1) If an appellant intends to make use of any report, document, record ·or other 
written evidence on the hearing of an appeal, at least 20 days before the date set 
for the hearing, the appellant shall: 

(a) file a copy of the materials with the secretary of the appeal board; and 

(b) serve a copy ofthe materials on the City. 

(2) If the City intends to make use of any repmi, document, record or other written 
evidence on the hearing of an appeal, at least 10 days before the date set for the 
hearing, the City shall: 

(a) file a copy of the materials with the secretary of the appeal board; and 
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(b) serve a copy of the materials on the appellant. 

(3) If an appellant intends to make use of any report, document, record or other 
written evidence on the hearing of the appeal in response to materials served on 
him or her pursuant to subsection (2), at least five days before the date set for the 
hearing the appellant shall: 

(a) file a copy of the materials with the secretary of the appeal board; and 

(b) serve a copy of the materials in response on the City. 

( 4) If a party does not comply with any of subsections (I), (2) or (3), the appeal board 
may: 

(a) accept and consider the material sought to be filed; or 

(b) refuse to accept or consider the material sought to be filed. 

(5) At least I 0 days before the date set for the hearing, the City shall file with the 
secretary of the appeal board and serve on the appellant: 

(a) a copy of the appellant's licence, if any; and 

(b) a copy of the notice from the City inf01ming the appellant that his or her 
licence had been refused, suspended or cancelled, or that the licence has 
been issued conditionally. 

(6) The time limits referred to in subsections (1), (2) and (3) shall apply only to 
documentary evidence, and nothing in this section shall preclude a party from 
filing a written submission, including legal argument, with the appeal board at the 
beginning of or prior to the hearing of the appeal. 

Public Hearings 

10. (!) Subject to subsections (2), (3) and (4), the appeal board shall conduct its hearings 
in public. · 

(2) The appeal board may, on the application of any party to an appeal, close all or 
part of its hearing to the public, if the matter to be discussed: 

(a) is within one of the exemptions in Part III of The Local Authority Freedom 
of Information and Protection of Privacy Aci; or 
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(b) refers to personal information of a party which, if disclosed, could result in 
an invasion of privacy that clearly outweighs the public interest in 
disclosure. 

(3) The appeal board may deliberate and make its decisions in meetings closed to the 
public. 

( 4) If the appeal board closes a hearing to the public, it may also make all or any of 
the following orders: 

(a) an order that personal information for an individual licensee that f01ms 
prut of a report, study, transcript or decision be purged or masked before 
the rep01t, study, transcript or decision is released to the public; or 

(b) any other order respecting procedures to be followed by the parties to the 
appeal respecting the disclosure or release of any information arising from 
the appeal. 

Proceedings before Appeal Board 

11. (1) The appeal board is not bound by the !Ules of evidence or any other law 
applicable to court proceedings and has the power to determine the admissibility, 
relevance and weight of any evidence. 

(2) The appeal board may require any person giving evidence before it to do so under 
oath, or by affirmation. 

(3) All oaths or affirmations necessary to be administered to witnesses may be 
administered by any member of the appeal board hearing the appeal. 

( 4) The appeal board may make rules to govern its proceedings that are consistent 
with The Cities Act, this Bylaw and with the duty of fairness. 

Witnesses 

12. (1) A party to an appeal may testify, and may call witnesses to testify, at the hearing 
before the appeal board. 

(2) For the purposes of a hearing before the appeal board, a party may request the 
secretary of the appeal board to issue a subpoena to any person: 

(a) to appear before the appeal board; 
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(b) to give evidence; and 

(c) to produce any documents and things that relate to the matters at issue in 
the appeal. 

(3) The party requesting the secretary of the appeal board pursuant to subsection (2) 
to issue a subpoena shall serve the subpoena on the person to whom it is directed. 

( 4) For the pm]Joses of subsection (3), service of a subpoena is to be effected by: 

(a) personal service on the person to whom it is directed; or 

(b) registered mail sent to the address of the person to whom it is directed. 

(5) Subject to subsection (6), no person who is served with a subpoena pursuant to 
subsection (3) shall: 

(a) without just excuse fail to attend at the time and place specified in the 
subpoena; or 

(b) refuse to testify or produce documents as required under the subpoena. 

(6) If a person who is not a party is required by a subpoena to attend at a hearing of 
an appeal, the person is relieved of the obligation to attend unless, at the time of 
service of the subpoena, attendance money calculated in accordance with The 
Queen's Bench Rules is paid or tendered to the person. 

(7) Unless the appeal board otherwise orders, the party responsible for service of a 
subpoena is liable for payment of attendance money pursuant to subsection (6). 

Evidence 

13. Any party to an appeal shall tender all of the evidence on which he or she relies at the 
appeal board hearing. 

Failure to Appear 

14. If an appellant fails to appear either personally or by agent at the appeal board hearing, 
the board may: 

(a) hear and decide the appeal in the absence of the party; or 

(b) dismiss the appeal without a hearing. 
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Amending Notice of Appeal 

15. (!) On application made by an appellant appearing before it, an appeal board may, by 
order, grant leave to the appellant to amend his or her notice of appeal so as to add 
a new ground on which it is alleged that enor exists. 

(2) An order made pursuant to subsection (I) may be made subject to any terms and 
conditions that the appeal board considers appropriate. 

(3) An order made pursuant to subsection (I) must be in writing. 

Decisions 

16. (!) Subject to subsection (2), after hearing an appeal, the appeal board may, as the 
circumstances require and as the board considers just and expedient: 

(a) confitm, revoke or vary the City's decision to impose conditions or to 
refuse, suspend or cancel a licence; or 

(b) substitute its own decision for the decision appealed fi·om. 

(2) In determining an appeal under subsection (I), the appeal board: 

(a) 

(b) 

is bound by the provisions of the bylaw pursuant to which a licence is 
refused, suspended, cancelled or issued conditionally; and 

may confirm, revoke or vary the City's decision only if the appeal board's 
decision would not: · · 

(i) contradict the purpose and intent of the licensing bylaw; 

(ii) grant the appellant a special privilege inconsistent with the 
restrictions on other persons under the same licensing bylaw; or 

(iii) amount to a relaxation of the provisions of the licensing bylaw so 
as to contradict the purposes and intent of the licensing bylaw. 

(3) After a decision is made pursuant to subsection (I), the secretary of the appeal 
board shall, by ordinary mail, send a copy of the decision together with written 
reasons, if any, for the decision to each party in the appeal. 
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( 4) Every decision of the appeal board is final and not open to question or review in 
any court, and no decision of the appeal board shall be restrained by injunction, 
prohibition, mandamus, quo warranto, certiorari or other process or proceeding 
in any court or be removeable by application for judicial review or otherwise into 
any court on any grounds. 

Service of Documents 

17. (I) Any notice or other document that is given or served personally is deemed to have 
been given or served on the date of actual of service. 

(2) Any notice or other document dealing with an appeal that is given or served by 
registered or ordinary mail is deemed to have been given or served on the fifth 
business day after the date of its mailing unless the person to whom the notice or 
other document was sent establishes that, through no fault of his or her own, the 
person did not receive the notice or other document or received it at a later date. 

Consequential Amendments 

18. (1) Bylaw No. 6066, The License Bylaw is amended: 

(a) by repealing section 8; and 

(b) by repealing section 13 and substituting the following: 

"13. The denial, suspension or cancellation of a license issued under 
this bylaw may be appealed to the Saskatoon Licence Appeal 
Board, pursuant to the provisions of The Saskatoon Licence 
Appeal Board Bylaw, 2012." 

(2) Bylaw No. 8075, The Business License Bylaw, 2002 is amended by repealing 
subsection 16(3) and substituting the following: 

"(3) The denial, suspension or cancellation of a license issued under this Bylaw 
may be appealed to the Saskatoon Licence Appeal Board, pursuant to the 
provisions of The Saskatoon Licence Appeal Board Bylaw, 2012." 
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(3) Bylaw No. 8198, The Council and Committee Procedure Bylaw, 2003 is amended 
by adding the following after subsection 25(7): 

"(8) Delegations wishing to speak to Council on a matter regarding the refusal, 
suspension or cancellation of a licence under a city bylaw shall be referred 
to the Secretary of the Saskatoon Licence Appeal Board." 

Coming Into Force 

19. This Bylaw shall come into force on the day of its final passing. 

Read a first time this day of '2012. 

Read a second time this day of '2012. 

Read a third time and passed this day of '2012. 

Mayor City Clerk 
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Schedule "A" 

Declaration of Member of Saskatoon Licence Appeal Board 

I, _______________ , having been appointed to the office of 

---------:-----:-----:------:---- of the Saskatoon Licence Appeal Board for The City of 
(memberslsecre/ary) 

Saskatoon, 

do solemnly promise and declare that: 

1. I will tmly, faithfully and impartially, to the best of my knowledge and ability, perform 

the duties of this office; 

2. I have not received and will not receive any payment or reward, or promise of payment or 

reward, for the exercise of any cormpt practice or other undue execution of this office; 

3. I am not for any reason disqualified from holding this office. 

Declared before me at ) 
...,---,----------,--=-'' Saskatchewan, ) 
this day of , 20_ ) 

A Commissioner for Oaths/A Notary Public 
in and for the Province of Saskatchewan 
My appointment expires ______ _ 
- or - Being a Solicitor 

) 
) 
) 

Signature of Declarant 
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Schedule "B" 

~ City of Notice of Appeal - Licence 
Saskatoon Saskatoon Licence Appeal Board 

To the Secretary of the Saskatoon Licence Appeal Board: 

Per.sonallnform~flon 
Name of Appellant Agent Name (If applicable} Date Received Stamp 

Street Address (for notlflcatlon purposes) 

(Office Use Only) 

City Province Postal Code 

Residential Phone lt Business Phone# Email Address 

( ) ( ) 

License/ Appilcatlon Particulars 
license Number (lfappllc<~ble) license Type (e.g. taxi, pawnshop} Please pick one of the following: 

Yffl MM 
licence rplry Oat~ 

00 YffV MM OD 
licence rpllcatiTo.,. 

location of Business (if applicable) 

~Y.J;j(eiiC:e.Wa~:;(Ch~ck. one b~x onlY} 

0 Refused 0 Suspended 0 cancelled 0 Made Conditional 
. 

Re.~so~s ~9r\lliiPe~i ' 

Explain your reasons for apnea\ and state the material facts uoon which this apoealls based, Be specific and orovlde as much detail as possible. 

(Attach a separate page If n,e<:essary) 

lhls personal Information Is collected under the at~thorlty of The Lorof Authority Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act. Th\$ informatlon w!ll 
be used for processing your appeal and wlll become part of a public agend;~. If you have any questions regarding the collection of this Information, please 
contact the Saskatoon l\cenco Appea18of!,rd at (31)&) 975-8002 or 2U- 311 Avenue North, Saskatoon SK, S1K OJS. 
Signature of Appellant/Agent Date 

1 1 
'ff'IY MM OD 

F9~. OFFICE USE ONLY 

final Date~~ Appeal I SLAP Appeal Number Fee Paid Hearing rate 

1 

Date ATIIant Noied 
YYYY MM DD 

DYes DNo 
'f'NY MM DD YVYY MM OD 



Municipal Services and Compatibility Agreement 

Between: 

Yellow Quill First Nation ("Yell ow Quill") 

-and-

The City of Saskatoon ("the City") 

Purpose 

1. The purpose of this Agreement is to establish a long-term relationship of practical 
cooperation between the parties which recognizes and respects Yellow Quill's 
separate jurisdiction, but which also recognizes the need for ongoing compatibility 
and coordination between the parties, particularly as to land use, building and fire 
standards, public health and safety, and business regulation, because of the close 
proximity ofthe Land to other downtown land and businesses. 

Introduction 

2. Article 9 of the Saskatchewan Treaty Land Entitlement Framework Agreement 
entered into between Her Majesty the Queen in Right of Canada, Her Majesty the 
Queen in Right of Saskatchewan and the Entitlement Bands, dated September 22, 
1992 (the "TLE Agreement") provides, in part, that where an Entitlement Band 
purchases land and improvements within the boundaries of an urban municipality, 
the land and improvements will not be set apart as an Entitlement Reserve until an 
agreement has been entered into between the Entitlement Band and the affected urban 
municipality. 

3. Yellow Quill, through its wholly-owned and controlled corporation Yellow Quill 
Holdings Inc., has acquired the land described as Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 and 6, Block 162, 
Saskatoon, Saskatchewan Plan (Q2) C195 (the "Land"). The L(llld is currently used 
as a parking lot adjacent to 224 Fomih Avenue South, Saskatoon, Saskatchewan. 

4. The Land is situated within the boundaries of the City of Saskatoon in the downtown 
area. Yellow Quill intends to have the Land set apart as an Entitlement Reserve 
pursuant to the TLE Agreement. Yell ow Quill further intends to designate by way 
of a conditional surrender which is not absolute to the Crown, the right or interest of 
Yell ow Quill in the Entitlement Reserve, for the purpose of leasing the Land to a 
wholly-owned and controlled band entity or other such Yellow Quill public body 
performing the functions of Yellow Quill government on behalf of Yellow Quill. 
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5. The City specifically agrees to the Land being set apart as an Entitlement Reserve on 
the condition that the terms of this Agreement, as amended from time to time, shall 
apply to the Land so long as it remains reserve land. "Reserve land" shall, for the 
purposes of this Agreement, mean reserve land as defined by the Indian Act, R.S.C. 
1985, c. I-5, and shall include designated land, conditionally snrrendered land, and 
land of a similar status under any successor legislation replacing the Indian Act, 
including land which Yellow Quill controls pursuant to the First Nation Land 
Management Act S.C. 1999, c.24. 

6. The purpose of this Agreement is to set out the undertakings which each party has 
given to the other. 

Joint Meeting of Councils 

7. Yell ow Quill and the City agree that their respective Councils, and/or their 
representatives, will meet together at least once in each calendar year to discuss such 
matters as may have arisen between them, and to keep open the lines of 
communication. 

City Services 

8. The parties agree that the City shall provide all normal City services to the Land and 
the occupants of the Land (the "services"). The type and level of services supplied 
to the Land and the occupants of the Land shall be the same as the City supplies to 
similarly zoned lands within the City of Saskatoon, which are in a similar state of 
development and shall specifically include policing by the Saskatoon Board ofPolice 
Commissioners. The services shall not include services provided by the Board of 
Education of the Saskatoon School Division No. 13, the Board of Education for 
Saskatoon Catholic Schools or the Saskatoon District Health Board. 

Payment for City Services 

9. (1) Yellow Quill agrees to pay the City, in consideration for the services, an 
armual amount which equals the municipal and library portion ofthe property 
tax levy for any given year that would have been levied on the Land, if the 
Land were not reserve land, less any applicable vacancy adjustment. An 
equivalent amount for the school portion of the property tax levy is not 
included in the armual cost of the services. 
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(2) If Yellow Quill receives grants in lieu of taxes from a corporation whose 
land, improvements or business is exempt from taxation or from the 
Government of Canada or the Government of Saskatchewan or any agency 
of those govenunents with respect to the Land or any portion of the Land, 
Yellow Quill shall pay to the City, in addition to the amount required to be 
paid under subsection (1 ), an annual amount equal to the municipal and 
library portion of any such grants in lieu. 

(3) Yellow Quill agrees to annually pay, in addition to the amount required to be 
paid under subsection (1 ): 

(a) any local improvements charged against the Land; 

(b) any Business Improvement District levies charged against the Land; 
and 

(c) any special charges levied against the Land which are of the same 
nature and amount as would be charged were the Land not reserve 
land. 

( 4) Notwithstanding any other provision cifthis Agreement, it is understood and 
agreed that the annual amounts to be paid by Yell ow Quill under subsections 
(1) and (2) shall not cover those services which are normally provided by the 
City in consideration for a direct charge or user fee payable by the party to 
whom such services are provided. Such services include, without limitation, 
the supply of water, the disposal of sewage, the supply of electricity and the 
removal of garbage. The charges for these services shall be paid by Yellow 
Quill or by the occupant of the Land to whom the service is supplied, in the 
same manner as any other party to whom such services are provided. Such 
payment will include, if required by law, any tax imposed by Federal or 
Provincia! legislation in relation to the provision of such services. 

Invoicing 

1 0. The City shall invoice Yell ow Quill for the services at the same time that the City 
sends out tax notices in each year. The invoice for the services is payable in full on 
or before June 30 in each year. 
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Discounts and Penalties 

11. (1) If the invoice for the services is not paid in full by June 30, any unpaid 
amount shall be subject to the same additional percentage charges that the 
City imposes on unpaid property taxes and arrears of property taxes. 

(2) Yellow Quill shall {lave the right in any year to prepay all or a part of the cost 
of the services. The same discount rates allowed by the City for prepayment 
of property taxes shall apply to any prepayment made by Yell ow Quill. 

Supplemental Invoice 

12. (1) If construction of a building is conunenced on the Land in any year and 
construction is completed in the same year, the City may assess the building 
from the date the building is occupied or used or is reasonably fit for 
occupancy or use, and may send a supplemental invoice to Yell ow Quill to 
reflect the resulting change in the cost of services. 

(2) If construction of a building is conunenced on the Land in any year but is not 
completed in the same year, the City may assess, in the following years, the 
building while under construction. If a building is assessed while under 
construction, and the building is occupied or used or is reasonably fit for 
occupancy or use before December 1 in any year, the City may add to the 
assessment roll a sum representing the increase in value to the building, and 
the City may send a supplemental invoice to Yell ow Quill to reflect the 
resulting change in the cost of services. 

(3) A supplemental invoice sent to Yell ow Quill under this section must be paid 
by Yellow Quill before December 31 in that year. If any portion of a 
supplemental invoice remains unpaid after December 31, it shall be subject 
to the same additional percentage charges that the City imposes on arrears of 
property taxes. 

Remedies for Non-Payment 

13. If any invoice for services has not been paid in full by December 31 of the year in 
which it was issued, the City may, upon 30 days' notice, suspend or withdraw any or 
all of the services which it provides to the Land and/or the occupants of the Land 
until the invoice plus penalties has been paid in full. TI1e City's right to suspend or 
withdraw services shall be without prejudice to any other remedy which may be 
available to the City. 
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Assessment Information 

14. Yellow Quill agrees to allow the assessor for the City to have access to the Land, 
upon reasonable notice, for the purpose of collecting the assessment information 
necessary to prepare the invoice for services as set out in paragraphs 10 and 12. The 
City agrees to provide Yellow Quill, upon request, the assessment information and 
data collected. 

Liability for Disruption of Services 

15. In the event that services are disrupted for reasons other than suspension or 
withdrawal pursuant to paragraphs 13 and 16 of this Agreement, the City shall have 
no greater liability for such disruption than it has to the owners and occupants of 
other lands within the City of Saskatoon. All defences available to the City under 
The Cities Act shall be available to the City as if incorporated in this Agreement. The 
City shall have no liability for a suspension or withdrawal of services pursuant to 
paragraphs 13 and 16 of this Agreement. 

Land Use 

16. (1) Yell ow Quill agrees that it will take all steps and do all things as may be 
necessary, including passing and enforcing compatible bylaws, as acts of 
Yell ow Quill governance, to ensure that, at all times, the occupation, use, 
development and improvement of the Land is essentially the same as the 
occupation, use, development and improvement of the Land which would be 
allowed if the Land were not reserve land. Yell ow Quill agrees to particularly 
ensure such compatibility in regard to land use, building and fire standards, 
public health and safety, and business regulation. 

(2) If, at any time the occupation, use, development and/or improvement of the 
Land is not essentially the same as the occupation, use, development and/or 
improvement of the Land which would be allowed if the Land were not 
reserve land, and such condition of breach continues for a period of 30 days 
following written notification by the City to Yell ow Quill of such breach, the 
City may, at its option, and without prejudice to any other remedy which may 
be available, suspend or withdraw any or all of the services which it provides 
to the Land, and/or the occupants of the Land, until the condition of breach 
has been remedied. 
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Development of Land 

17. (1) Yell ow Quill agrees that any subdivision of the Land or portion of the Land, 
including leases or subleases with a term exceeding ten years, will be carried 
out in such a manner so as to be in accordance with the subdivision 
requirements then in effect for non-reserve land in the City of Saskatoon. 

(2) Yellow Quill agrees that the Land will be developed in accordance with the 
City development standards then in effect for similarly zoned non-reserve 
land in the City of Saskatoon, and that it will pay to the City all offsite and/or 
redevelopment levies then in effect for similarly zoned and developed non­
reserve land in the City of Saskatoon. 

(3) Yellow Quill agrees that no building or improvement will be constructed on 
the Land unless and until the necessary plans are submitted to the City and 
the City confirms that it would issue a building pennit were the building or 
improvement on non-reserve land. 

( 4) Yell ow Quill agrees to allow City inspectors onto the Land during any 
construction for the purpose of inspecting the building or improvement in 
accordance with the City's standard inspections then in effect for similar 
buildings or improvements on non-reserve land. Yellow Quill agrees to 
ensure that any defects or safety hazards noted by City inspectors are 
remedied in the same time frame and manner as would be in effect on non­
reserve land. Yell ow Quill agrees to ensure that the City is paid its actual 
costs for plan examination and site inspections. 

(5) Yell ow Quill agrees that the City is not required to provide connections to the 
Land or to begin supplying City services to the Land, unless and until the 
requirements of subsections ( 1 ), (2), (3) and ( 4) hereof have been met. 

(6) Nothing in this section shall be constmed so as to diminish, derogate from or 
prejudice the constitutional, treaty or other rights of either party. 

Danger to Public Safety 

18. Yell ow Quill agrees that where, in the opinion of the Fire Chief of the City, a 
condition exists on the Land which is an imminent danger to the public safety, the 
Fire Chief and/or his agents may enter upon the Land and take any reasonable 
emergency action to eliminate the danger. The Fire Chief shall, whenever it is 
reasonably possible to do so, notifY Yellow Quill of any actions in advance. 
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Authority to Tax 

19. The City and Yell ow Quill agree that, as between the parties, Yell ow Quill shall be 
the sole taxing authority for the Land and the improvements, occupants and 
businesses located on the Land; provided however, and it is understood and agreed, 
that by entering into this Agreement, Yell ow Quill is not acknowledging that the City 
does have the power to be a taxing authority on the Land, and the City is not 
acknowledging that it does not have the power to be a taxing authority on the Land. 

Compatible Taxation Bylaws 

20. (1) Yell ow Quill agrees that any taxation bylaw which it may pass as an act of 
Yellow Quill governance, regarding the Land and/or the improvements, 
businesses and occupants of the Land, shall impose an amount of taxation on 
the Land and the improvements, business and occupants of the Land, which 
is not less than the amount of taxation which the City would have levied 
against the Land, improvements, businesses and occupants if the Land was 
not reserve land. Such equivalent amount of taxation shall include that 
portion of taxes levied by the City on behalf of the Saskatoon Public Library 
Board, the Board ofEducation of the Saskatoon School Division No. 13, the 
Board ofEducation for Saskatoon Catholic Schools and the levy on behalf of 
the Downtown Business Improvement District. 

(2) The City agrees that Yellow Quill has the same right as the City to grant 
individual exemptions, abatements, forgiveness, grants or rebates of taxes in 
furtherance of Yellow Quill's govermnent policies. 

Applicability of Laws 

21. (1) The parties both acknowledge that, subject to Section 35 of the Constitution 
Act 1982, all provincial laws of general application, including municipal 
bylaws, which are not in conflict with the provisions of the Indian Act, or any 
Band bylaw enacted thereunder, apply to the Land and may be enforced on 
the Land. 

(2) The parties agree to appoint representatives to meet at least once per year to 
discuss practical solutions to enforcement issues which may be of interest to 
both parties, pmticularly in the area of public safety. 

(3) In the event that legal proceedings are commenced by either party to 
determine whether a provincial law or municipal bylaw is a law of general 
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application which applies to the Land and may be enforced by the City on the 
Land, the parties agree that nothing in this section shall be construed to 
diminish, derogate from or prejudice the constitutional, treaty or other rights 
of either party, nor affect their legal position in the matter. 

Term of Agreement 

22. Yellow Quill and the City agree that the term of this Agreement shall be for the same 
duration as the Land remains reserve land as defined in Section 5 hereof. This 
Agreement shall commence upon the Land becoming an Entitlement Reserve. 

Amendments 

23. If, at any time during the continuance of this Agreement, the parties shall deem it 
necessmy or expedient to make any alteration or addition to this Agreement, they 
may do so by means of a written agreement between them which shall be 
supplemental and form part of this Agreement. 

Arbitration 

24. (1) In the event of any dispute with regard to the interpretation or enforcement 
of this Agreement, the matter may, with the consent of both parties, be 
referred to binding arbitration. The arbitration shall be held in the City of 
Saskatoon, in the Province of Saskatchewan. The panel shall consist of one 
representative appointed by Yell ow Quill, one representative appointed by the 
City and a Chair mutually agreed to by the two representatives. In the event 
that the two representatives cmmot reach agreement on a Chair, the Chair 
shall be appointed by the Dean of Law, University of Saskatchewan. 

(2) The arbitration shall be conducted in accordance with The Arbitration Act, 
1992, Ch. A-24.1, S.S. and the laws of the Province of Saskatchewan. Each 
party shall bear its own legal costs, the cost of its own representative and its 
proportionate share of the cost of the Chair and the proceedings. The 
arbitration panel's decision shall be fmal and binding and have the same force 
and effect as a fmal judgment in a court of competent jurisdiction. If either 
party fails to abide by the decision or award of the arbitrator, then the 
opposing party shall have the right to apply to the appropriate court or courts 
to obtain an order compelling the enforcement of the decision or award of the 
arbitrator. 
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Additional Agreement 

25. Yellow Quill agrees to ensure that a term and condition of the designation of the 
Land by way of surrender to the Crown, and subsequent lease of the Land by the 
Crown to a Yellow Quill entity, shall be a requirement that the Yellow Quill entity 
enter into an agreement with the City in the form annexed as Schedule "C" hereto. 

Notices 

26. Any notice given or required to be given under this Agreement shall be in writing and 
shall be deemed to have been given when mailed by registered mail, postage prepaid, 
to the other party at the address stated below or at the latest changed address given 
by the party to be notified as hereinafter specified: 

Yellow Quill First Nation 
P. 0. Box40 
Yellow Quill, SK SOA 3AO 

The City of Saskatoon 
222 Third Avenue North 
Saskatoon, SK S7K OJ5 
Attention: City Clerk 

Either party may, at any time, change its address for the above purpose by mailing, 
as aforesaid, a notice stating the change and setting forth a new address. 

Council Authorizations 

27. The Yell ow Quill Band Council has approved this Agreement. It did so by a Band 
Council resolution passed at a meeting of the Council held January 12, 2012. A 
certificate of the resolution is attached to this Agreement as Schedule "A". 

28. Saskatoon City Council has approved this Agreement. It did so at its meeting held 
on , 2012. A copy of the City Council resolution is attached to 
this Agreement as Schedule "B". 
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Non-Performance 

29. The failure on the part of either party to exercise or enforce any right conferred upon 
it under this Agreement shall not be deemed to be a waiver of any such right or 
operate to bar the exercise or enforcement thereof at any time or times thereafter. 

Invalidity of Particular Provision 

30. It is intended that all provisions of this Agreement shall be fully binding and effective 
between the parties, but in tl1e event that any particular provision or provisions or a 
part of one is found to be void, voidable or unenforceable for any reason whatsoever, 
then the particular provision or provisions or part of fue provision shall be deemed 
severed from the remainder of this Agreement and all other provisions shall remain 
in full force. 

Reasonable Assurances 

31. The parties hereto shall at all times and upon every reasonable request provide all 
furfuer assurances and do such further fuings as are necessary for fue purpose of 
giving full effect to the covenants and provisions contained in this Agreement. 

Witness 

Witness 

Witness 

Witness 

Witness 



Witness 

Witness 

ctitwzo ~c?/7 
Witness Councillor 

Witness Councillor 

Witness Councillor 

Witness Councillor 

Signed by The City of Saskatoon this ____ day of ________ ,, 2012. 

The City of Saskatoon 

Mayor 
c/s 

City Clerk 
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AMOUNf REQUES1ED 

CAPITl\LS --·--

ROVINCB-~,S:Yet'ch...ecUan POSTALCODE 5:z'5 Z¢:'5 
PROGRAM$---­

SUPPORT ONLY 
LACE OF MEETING £:,' /y p ;c<--f'.q-b/v h :er. 

-'----":::/~;{_"'-- · c 1 I · ,z ;o d..-. iATE 

- - I -
# do1,;( ·«'1-.:l /--"'T 

"k .&. - &n{(n j< ff 
•0 I')EREBYRESOLVE 

WHEREAS The Yellow Quill First Nation have entered into a Frame' Work Agreeg~ent 
and Trust Agreement for the purchase oflmid under the Treaty Laod Entitlement p;t'~ 

AND WHEREAS the Yellow Quill Fin;t Nation has pnrchased land in the City of 
Saskatoon,.the Jaod being: LOtNo's-1; 2, 3, 4, 5 and·6, Block 162, Saskatoon, 
Saskatchewan, Plan No. (Q2) Cl9$. , : . · 

AND wri:EREAS Pnrsuaot to the Frameworlc Agreement aod the Additions to ReserVe 
·Policy for the Treaty Laod Entitlement pioc=, the baod must enter into a Municipal 
Services aod ·companoility Agreem-enl, aod Police Service.S Agreement with the City of -
Saskatoon.· 

AND WHEREAS the Chief and Council have approved the Agreements as per this B<md 
Council Resolution referred to as s·chedule." A" 1n the .agreements. 

TIIE:REFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the undersigned are the dilly authorized Chief . 
and Council for the Yellow Quill Fin;! Natlon aod are the proper 'signing authority for the . 
attached agreemoots. · 

This BCR replaces BCR No. '2011-01-22 dated January 22, z'oli.. , 
•• •'< 

Quo nun 

.··::· 

, . 

. ) 

--~~~~~~---­

~~~~-~- ff!L.. ~~~----:--'---

" 



Schedule "C" 

Agreement 

The City of Saskatoon ("the City") 

-and-

Yellow Quill ______ _ (the "Yellow Quill 
entity") 

Introduction 

1. The land described as Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 and 6, Block 162, Saskatoon, Saskatchewan 
Plan (Q2) C195 (the "Land"), currently used as a parking lot adjacent to 224 Fourth 
A venue South, Saskatoon, Saskatchewan, has been set apart by the Crown for the use 
and benefit of the Yellow Quill First Nation ("Yellow Quill") and is reserve land as 
defmed by the Indian Act, R.S.C. 1985, c. I-5. 

2. The Yellow Quill entity is wholly-owned and controlled by Yellow Quill. 

3. Yellow Quill intends to designate by way of conditional sunender to the Crown 
which is not absolute its interest in the Land for the purpose of leasing the Land to 
a Yell ow Quill entity. 

4. The Land is situated within the boundaries of the City of Saskatoon in t11e downtown 
area. Yell ow Quill and the City have entered into a Municipal Services and 
Compatibility Agreement (the "Agreement") to provide for City services to the Land 
and occupants, and to provide for ongoing compatibility and coordination of the 
occupation, use, development and iroprovement of the Land. 

City Services 

5. (1) The Yell ow Quill entity acknowledges and agrees that all normal City 
services are provided to the Land and to the occupants of the Land pursuant 
to the terms and conditions of the Agreement. 

(2) The Yellow Quill entity acknowledges and agrees that the City has the right, 
pursuant to the Agreement, to suspend or withdraw any or all of the services 
which it provides to the Land and/or the occupants of the Land. 
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Land Use 

6. The Yellow Quill entity agrees that it will take all steps and do all things as may be 
necessary, to ensure that, at all times, the occupation, use, development and 
improvement of the Land is essentially the same as the occupation, use, development 
and improvement of the Land which would be allowed if the Land were not reserve 
land. The Yellow Quill entity agrees to particularly ensure such compatibility in 
regard to land use, building and fire standards, public health and safety, and business 
regulation. 

Accessibility 

7. The Yell ow Quill entity agrees to allow the employees and agents of the City to have 
access to the Land, upon reasonable notice, for the purpose of canying 'OUt their 
duties in accordance with the provisions of the Agreement. 

Signed by Yellow Quill _______ this __ day of _____ ~ 
2012. 

Yellow Quill ______ _ 

c/s 

Signed by The City of Saskatoon this ____ day of ______ ,, 2012. 

The City of Saskatoon 

Mayor 
c/s 

City Clerk 



BYLAW NO. 9029 

The Mary Theresa Duh Farm Land 
Fixed Rate of Taxation Bylaw, 2012 

The Council of The City of Saskatoon enacts: 

Short Title 

1. This Bylaw may be cited as The Mary Theresa Duh Farm Land Fixed Rate of Taxation 
Bylaw, 2012. 

Purpose 

2. The purpose of this Bylaw is to authorize the City to enter into an Agreement with Mary 
Theresa Duh providing for a fixed rate of taxation on the assessed value of certain 
property owned by the said Mary Theresa Dub in the City of Saskatoon. 

Fixed Rate ofTa~ation 

3. The property hereinafter described, being used exclusively for fanning pnrposes and 
owned by a person whose principal occupation is fanning, shall be subject to the fixed 
rate of taxation described in the Agreement appended as Schedule "A" to this Bylaw, for 
the period commencing January 1, 2011 and expiring March 30, 2012. The property to 
which this Bylaw applies is described as: 

ParcelNumber: 135917747 
Title Number: 110447591 
Reference Land Description: NW Sec 17 Twp 37 Rge 04 W3 Extension 12 
As described on Certificate of Title 94S09982, description 12 

Parcel Number: 135917770 
Title Number: 110447647 
Reference Land Descr_iption: Blk/Par A Plan No 101478821 Extension 15 
As described on Certificate of Title 67S05085, description 15 

Agreement Forms Part of Bylaw 

4. The Farm Land Fixed Taxation Rate Agreement between Mary Theresa Dub and The 
City of Saskatoon appended as Schedule "A" to this Bylaw shall form part of this Bylaw. 
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Execution of Agreement 

5. The Mayor and City Clerk are hereby authorized to sign the Agreement appended as 
Schedule "A" to this Bylaw on behalf of The City of Saskatoon. 

Coming into Force 

6. This Bylaw shall come into force on the day of its final passing. 

Read a first time this day of '2012. 

Read a second time this day of '2012. 

Read a third time and passed this day of '2012. 

Mayor City Clerk 



Schedule "A" 

·Farm Land Fixed Taxation Rate Agreement 

TI1is Agreement made the ___ day of ___ ~ 2012. 

Between: 

Whereas: 

Mary Theresa Duh, of the City of Saskatoon, in the 
Province of Saskatchewan (the ''Owner'~) 

-and-

The Gity of Saskatoon, a municipal COI]Joration pursuant 
to the provisions of The Cities Act, S.S. 2002, c .. C-11.1 (the 
"City'') 

A. The Owner is the registered and assessed owner of-the property described as: 

Parcel Number: 
Title Number: 
Reference Land Description: 

135!H7747 
11044759.1 
h'W Sec .17 Twp 37 Rge 04 W3 Extension12 
k described on Certificate ofTitle 94809982, 
description 12 

Parcel Number: 135917770 
Title Number: 110447647 
Reference Land Description: Blk/Par A Plan No 101478821 Extension 15 

As described on Certificate ofTitle 67805085, 
description 15 

(collectively the "Property"); 

B. There- ai·e improvements located on the Property conSist~g of a dwelling and.other 
agricultnrally related. outbuildings; 

C. ·madditio;li to the Broperty, the Owner is also th.e reg.ist_ered. and, the a:::sessed 6V.'D.et 
of the properly described as: 

Parcel Number: 118558187 
Title Number: f1 0249063 
Reference Land Description: SW Sec 20 'l'wp 37 Rge 04 W3 Extension 0 

As described on CerlificateofTitle 94S09980 
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Parcellfurnber: 118557782 
Title Number: 108989533 
Reference Land Descdption: SW Sec 09 Twp 37 Rge 04 W3 Extension 0 

As described on Certificate ofTitle 92807406 

(collectively the "Adjoining Saskatoon Property"); 

D. In add\tion \b the Property and the Adjoining Saskatoon Property, the Owner is also 
the registered and the assessed owner of the property described as: 

Parcel Number: 118558165 
Title No.: 110249029 
Reference Land Description: NE Sec 19 Twp 37 Rge 04 W3 Extension 0 

As described on CertificateofTitle 73825669 

Parcellfumber: 118558176 
Title Number: 110448042 
Reference Land Description: SE See 20 Twp 37 Rge 04 W3 Extension 0 

As described on Certificate of Title 
01SA19762 

Parcel Number: 118558222 
Title Number: 109825948 
Reference Land Description: SW Sec 21 Twp 37 Rge 04 W3 Extension 0 

As described on Certificate ofTitle 86S30204 

Parcel Number: 
Title Number: 

1!8975135 
110197504 

Reference Land DescriptiOn: SE Sea 25 Twp37 Rge 05 W3 Extension 0 
As described on Certificate of Title 
OlSA19761 

(collectively the "Adjoining RM Property"); 

E. The City annexed the Property and the Adjoining Saskatoon Property into its 
corporate limits effective August 1, 2010; 

F. The Owner sold the Property, the Adjoining Saskatoon Property andParcel Numbers 
118558176 and 118975135 oftheAdjoining RMPropertyto the City with a closing 
date for the sale of March 30, 2012; 
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G. The 2010 taxes levied on·the Property and the Adjoining Saskatoon Property were 
collected by the Rural Municipality of Corman Park and remitted to the City; 

H. Tile 2011 taxes levied Oil the Property and the Adjoilling Saskatoon Property were 
CalcUlated in accordan-ce with the City's taxation rate and have been paid in full; 

I. The Property is used. exch.i$ive1-y for farming purposes; 

J. The Owner's principal9ccupation js farniing; 

K. The Owner occupies the dwelling that is sitlu!ted on tho Property; 

L. Prior to the ~nnexation, the dwelling was exempt to the extent of the combined 
assessed value oftheowner's farmland pursuant to section 293.ofTIJe Municipalities 
Act, S.S. 2005, c. M-36.1; 

M. Priorto the annexation, theOthei improvements used exclusively in connection with 
-the agricultural operatiOn sitttated on the Property were exempt from taxation 
purs\Ulllt to section 293 of The MunicipalitieS Act; 

N. There i~no equivalent exemptiQn in The Cities Act; 

0. The City believes that the Owner should not be unduly prejudiced by the annexation 
of the Property and desires to. p)ace the Owner in a similar property tax sitlu!tlon as 
she Was in prior to ·tbe.annexation; 

P. The Adjoining Saskatoon Pro party and the Adjofuing RM Property consistoniy of 
agricliltutally assessed land which wol\ldnot be e!iglblefor exemption from taxation 
plu:suant to secti<ni 293 of T/u! MunicipalitieS Act and therefore the AdjoiiliilB 
Saskatoon Property and the Adjoining RM Property assessments do not require 
adjU&ttaent; and. 

Q. The assessment of the property on whichJhe dwelling and other improvements used 
exclusively in conneotion with the agricultural operation are sitlu!ted will be modified 
by th.e Adjoining Saskatoon Property and the Adjoining RM Property's assessQlents 
in recognition oftbe exemptions contained in .section 293 of The Municipalities Act 
provided thatthe.Ownercontinues to be the registered and the assessed owner of the 
Adjoining.Properties. 

Now therefore in consideration o!the preinfses and inutual covenants contained in 
this Agreement, the parties ·hereto covenant and agre.e as follows: 
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Fixed Rate of Taxation 

l. (I) Subject to the terms hereof, the City agrees that during the term of this 
Agreement, the ass·essed value Of the Property shall be equivalent to the 
assessed value of the Prop~rty if the· dwelling and Other improvements used 
exclusively in connection wit4 th_t} agrlcniltui'al operation iVere exempt from 
taxation on teirus and conqitions simflur to sectioil293 of The Municipalities 
Act. 

(2) Subject to the terms hereof, the Owner agrees thai. during the term of this 
Agreement, a .fixed rate of taxation, calculated in:accotdance with the City's 
taxation rate shall be placed on the assessed value of the Properly so that the 
tax levy, after applying the fixed rate of taxation is similar to the taxes that 
would be payable ifthedwelling and other improvements used exclusively 
in. connection with the· .agriculfurai riperatiori were exempt 'from taxation ih 
accordruice with section 29 3 of The Municipalities Act. 

Conditions 

2. (I) Notwithstanding anything ·contained he~ein, thi.s Agreement is cleemed tq 
_have been terminated and is void on: 

(a) the placing, erecting or constmcting ofany additional improvement 
on the land to Which this Agreement applies after the date on which 
this Agreement became effective, unless the impr-ovement is used 
eXclusively ill connection with the agricultural operation that is 
ov.ined or operated by the Owner; 

(b) the use of any part oftbe Property for any purpose other than farming; 

(c) the Owner ceasing !o own a part of the Property that results in 
teducihg the-OWner's ownership to less"tlmn eight hectares; 

(d) the subdivision ofthe Property o.r any portion of the Property into 
lots; or 

(e) the Owner ceasing to be assessed with respect to the Properly. 
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(2) In the event ·of termination pmsuant to subsection (1), the tax rate and the 
ammmt of taxes levied -on the Property for the year in which termination 
occurs shall be adjusted to correspond with the portion of the year follo\ving 
the date on which this Agreement was tenninated. 

3, The term of this Agreement shall ·commence on January l, 2011, and terminate on 
March 30,2012. 

201'1·2012 Taxes 

4. (1) The City acknowledges receipt of$4,874.01 as pa)Onent in full of the 2011 
taxes levied on the Property. The2011 taxes levied and adjusted to reflect. 
the fixed rate of taxation herein described would have al)lotiuted to $638.88. 
The City agrees that the Owner is entitled to a refund of the difference 
between the 2Pll taxes levied on the Property al)dpaid !n fuil a)ld the 20ll 
taxes levied and adjusted to reflect the fixed rate of!ai<ation hereludescrihed. 

(2) The Owner agrees that the 2012 taxes adjusted to reflect the fixed rate· of 
taxation herein described and-prorated to· reflect-amounts-mving for Janu~ 
through March 30, 2012, amount to $162$. 

(3) The City agrees \hat upon execution of this Agreement, the City shall offset 
the amounts owedpmsuaut to paragraphs (I} aud (2} and refund to the Owner 
$4,072.21. 

Waiver 

5. No party is to be.deemed to have waived the exercise of any right that the party holds 
under this Agreerpent unless such waiver is made in writin_g. No waiver J;11ade with 
respect to any instance involving the exercise of any such right i~ to be deemed to be 
a waiver with respect to ·any other instance involving the exercise of the right"or with 
.respect to any other such right. 
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Assighment 

6. 

Time 

This Agreement ls not assignable without the prior written cohsent of the City. Any 
att~ii.D.pt tQ:assig·n any of the rights, dutfes, or obligations of this Agreement without 
written consent is void. 

7. Time is ·of the essence of this Agreement and no extension or variation of this 
Agreement operates as a waiver of this provision. 

Notices 

8. (I) Any notice ot consent required or permitted to be given by either party to tills 
Agr®merit to the othetpaity shall be \n writing and shall be delivered or sent 
.b)' registered mail (except during a postal disruption or threatened postal 
djsruptlon} or fa~imile tJ::ans.mission or·other electronic communication to 
Ihe ~pplicable address set forth below: 

(a) in the case of the Owner: 

Mary Theresa Duh 
PO Box 7, Site 600, RR 6 
Saskatoon SK S7K 3J9 

(b) in the case ofthe City: 

The City ofSaskatoon 
Attn: Accoil!lting Control/Support Services Manager 
p22 ·3"' Avenue North 
Saskatoon SK S7K OJS 
Facsimile: (306) 975-7975 

(2) Any notice delivered personally shail be deemed to have been validly and 
effectively given and received on the date of such delivery provided same is 
on a business day (Monday to Friday, other than a statutory holiday). 

(3) Aoy notice sent by registered mail shall be deemed to have been validly and 
effectively given and rewived on the fifth business day following the date of 
.m~iling. · 
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( 4) Any notice sent by facsimile transmission or other electronic communication· 
shall be deemed to have been validly and effectively given and received on 
the .business day next follow"irig the date on which it was sent (with 
conflrmatimi oftransinittai received). 

(5) Any party to this A,gtee!llont may, from time to time by notice given to the 
other party, change the-party'$ address fot service under this Agreement. 

Entire Agreement 

9. This Agreement supersedes and invalidates -all other commitments, representations 
and warranties relating to the subject matter hereofwhlch may have been made by 
the parties either orally or in writing prior to the date hereof, and all of which become 
null and void from the date this Agreement is signed. 

Severability 

10. If any provision of this Agreet:nent is det~tmit+e4 to be invalid or unenforceable i·u 
whole or ill part, su_gh ·in,vaiidity or un~nforCeabiUW <J.tqlche.s.only to StiCh provision 
and the remaining terms and provisions of this Agreemen1 remain in full force and 
effect. 

Amendment 

11. No change or molllllcation Of this Agreement is valid illl!ess it is in Writing and 
slwled by each par!y. 

Headings 

12. The headings in this Agreement. ar~ for ea~e of reference only and are ·not to be taken 
into account in the consiruction.or interpretation of anyprovision to which they refer. 
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Governing Law 

13. This Agreement is governed by and is to be construed in accordance with the laws 
of the Province of Saskatchewan and the laws of Canada applicable therein and 
treated in all respects as a SaskatcheWan cOntract. The parties to this Agreement 
hereby irrevooebly and unconditionally attorn to the exch1$ive jUrisdiction of the 
courts of the Province of S.as:b;:atchewan and au courts competellt to hear .appeals 
therefrom, . 

Further Assurances 

14. Each party shall at any time and from time to time, upon each request by.the other 
party, execute and deliver such furtherdocuments and do such. further acts and things 
as the other party may reasonably request to evidence, carry out 8ud giV.e full effect 
to the terms; conditions, intent and-meaning ofthis.Agreemeut 

Binding Effect and Enurement 

15, This Agreement enures to the benefit of and is binding upon the parties hereto and 
their respective successors and pe~irted assigns. 

Signed by the Owner, Mary Theresa Dub, this __ day of ____ ,, 2012. 

Signed, Sealed and Delivered ill the 
presence of 

·Witness 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Man' Theresa Duh · 

Signed by The City of Saskatoon this ____ day of.~-----' 2012. 

The City of Saskatoon 

Mayor 
cis 

City Clerk 
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Affidavit of Execution 

Canada 
Province ot Saskatchewan 

To Wit: 

) 
) 
) 

1'--------------------~oftheCity 
of Saskatoon, in the PTovince of Saskatchewan,-------------~ 
make oath and say: 

1-. that I was_ personally present and did see Mary Theresa Duh, named in the within 
instrume~t, who is personally knmvn totneto be the person named therein, duly sign, 
seal and execute the same for the purposes named therein. 

2. That the same was executed at the City of Saskatoon, in the Province of 
Saskatchewan, and that I am the subscribing witness thereto. 

3. That! know the. said Mary Theresa Dub, and she is, in my beiief, of the full age of 
eight~!l y<)l\!8. 

Sworn before me at !he City of 

Sa,skatoon, ~ the Province of 
Saskatchewan, this _____ day of 
______ _,2012. 

A Commissiori~r fur Oaths in -~d for 
the PrO~ince Of Saskatchewan. 

My Commission eXpireS 

(01:) Be~g a. Solicitor. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
.) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
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BYLAW NO. 9030 

The George Bradford Riddell Farm Land 
Fixed Rate of Taxation Bylaw, 2012 

The Council of The City of Saskatoon enacts: 

Short Title 

1. This Bylaw may be cited as The George Bradford Riddell Farm Land Fixed Rate of 
Taxation Bylaw, 2012. 

Purpose 

2. The purpose of this Bylaw is to authorize the City to enter into an Agreement with 
George Bradford Riddell providing for a fixed rate of taxation on the assessed value of 
certain property owned by the said George Bradford Riddell in the City of Saskatoon. 

Fixed Rate of Taxation 

3. The property hereinafter described, being used exclusively for farming purposes and 
owned by a person. whose principal occupation is farming, shall be subject to the fixed 
rate of taxation described in the Agreement appended as Schedule "A" to this Bylaw, for 
a period of five years beginning in the 2011 taxation year. The property to which this 
Bylaw applies is described as: 

Parcel Nmnber: 164288032 
Title Nmnber: 136670171 
Reference Land Description: Blk/Par A Plan No 101955720 Extension 0 

Agreement Forms Part of Bylaw 

4. The Farm Land Fixed Taxation Rate Agreement between George Bradford Riddell and 
The City of Saskatoon appended as Schedule "A" to this Bylaw shall form part of this 
Bylaw. 
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Execution of Agreement 

5. The Mayor and City Clerk are hereby authorized to sign the Agreement appended as 
Schedule "A" to this Bylaw on behalf of The City of Saskatoon. 

Coming into Force 

6. This Bylaw shall come into force on the day of its final passing. 

Read a first time this day of '2012. 

Read a second time this day of '2012. 

Read a third time and passed this day of '2012. 

Mayor City Clerk 



Schedule "A" 

Farm Land Fixed Taxation Rate Agreement 

1l1is Agreement made the ___ day of ____ J20)2. 

Between: 

Whereas: 

George Bradford Riddell, oftheCityofSaskatoon,inthe 
Province of Saskatchewan (the nowne:f') 

-and-

The City of Saskatoon, a municipal cotporation pursuailt 
to the provisions of The Cities Act, S.S. 2002, c. 'C-11.1 (the 
"City") 

A. The Owner is the registered and assessed owner -of the property described ast 

Parcel Nmnher: 164288032 
Title Number: 136670171 
Reference Land Description: Blk!Par A Plan No 101955120 Exteru;ion 0 

(the' "Property"); 

B. There _are improvements loCated. oil the Property consisting of.adweUing and Qthe_r 
agriculturally related outbuildings; 

C. In ~ddition to the Proper:t}', the Ovmer is also the re:gistere_d and the assessed own_er 
of the property described as: 

Parcel Nmnber: 164288043 
Tiile Number: 13.6670182 
Reference Land Description: SE Sec23 Twp 37 Rge 05 W3 Extension 19 

As shown on Plan !01955720 

Parcel No.: 
Title No.: 
Reference Land Descliption: 

135806047 
127535047 
SW Sec 23 Twp 37 Rge 05 W3 Extension 14 
As described on Certificateoffitle 60808384, 
description·J4 

(collectively the ''Adjoining Property"); 
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D. The City annexed the Property and the Adjoining Property into its corporate limits 
effective Augnst 1, 2010; 

E. TI1e 2010 taxes ievied on the Property and the Adjoining Property were collected by 
the Rural Munieipality of Corman Park and remitted to the City; 

F. The ~011 taxes levied on the Property and the Adjoining Property were calculated 
in accordance· with the City's taxation rate and have been paid in full; 

G. The Property i~ used exclusively for farming purposes; 

H. The Owner's principal occupation is farming; 

I The Owner -occupies the dwelling that is situated on the Property; 

J. Prior to the annexation, the dwelling was exempt to the extent of the combined 
assessed-value oft he QWnerls farmland pursuant to section293 of The Municipalities 
Act, S.S. 2005, c. M-36.1; 

K. Prior to the annexation, the other improvements used exclusively in connection with 
the agricultural operation situated on the Property were exempt from taxa_tion 
pursuant to section 293 of The Mullicipa/itles Act; 

L. There is no equivalent exemption in The Cities Act, 

M. The City believes thattheOwnershouldnot be unduly prejudiced by the annexation 
ofthe Property and dt:rsires to. place the Owner- in a _similar property tax situation as 
be was .J.n prior to· tbt} annexation; 

N. T))¢Adjoining Property consists only of agric\Jlturally assessed land wbich would not 
be_-el,igible for ~~e$-ptlop_ frpm tax_ation purs1,umt to section_293 pfThe Mwr,ciptiliti,es 
Act alld therefore the Adjoining Property assessm~nts do not require adjiJStrnYnt; and 

0. The assessment of the Property on which the dwelling and other bnprovements used 
exclusively in connection-with. the agricultural ope.radonare s-ituated will bemo4ified 
bythe·Adjoining Property's assessments in recognition of the exemptions contained 
in section 293 of The Mu11icipalities Aclprovidedtbat the Owner continues to be !he 
registered and the assessed owner of the Adjoining Property. 

Now therefore in consideration of the prenllses and mutual covenants contained in 
this AgreementJ the parties hereto·eo:venant and agree as follows: 
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Fixed Rate of Taxation 

1. (I) Subject to the terms hereof, the City agrees that during the term of this 
Agreerilent, the assessed value :Of the Property shall be equivalent to the 
assessed Value of the Propel'ty if the dwelling and other improveme_nts used 
exclusively in cohlieCtiori with the agricultural operation were exempt from 
taxation on terms and conditions similar to section293 of The Municipalities 
Act. 

(2) Subjeci to the terms hereof; the Owner agrees that during the term ofthis 
Agree_ment, · ~ :fixed.'r~te of taxation, calculated in accordance with the City's 
taxation rate shall be plaeed on the assessed value of the Property so that the 
tax levy after applying the fixed rate of taxation is similar to the taxes that 
would be payable if the dwelling and oilier improvements used exclusively 
-m connection wHh the-agricultural operatiori were exempt from taxation in 
accordance with section 293 of The Municipalities Act. 

Conditions 

2. (I) Notwithstantling ·1n1ything contain.ed herein, tl1is Agreement is deemed to 
·have b~l)_ teqllinate:d aJJ.d is void on: 

{a) the placing, erecrln_g ·or constructing of any additional improvement 
on the land to which this Agreement applies after the date on which 
this Agreernerit became effective, unless the improvement is used 
exclusively in connection with the agricultural .operation that 'is 
owned ot- operated by' the 0\Vner; 

(h) the use of any part of the Property for any purpose otbertl1an farming; 

(c) the Owner ce.Sing to own a part of the Property that results in 
reducing :the 0\Vller's ownership to less than eight hectares; 

(d) the subdivision ofthe Property or any portion of the Property into 
lots; or 

(e) the Own or ceas'ing to be assessed with respect to the Property. 

(2) 1n the event of termination pursuant to subsection (l), the tax rate and the 
a.nlotlilt of taxes lev:ied Ci:h th~ Property·for·the.year in which te~natlon 
occurs shall be.adjusted to correspond with the portion of the year following 
the dat_e·on·whioh this Agreyrnep_t was t~ruiinat«i. 
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Term 

3. The term of this Agreement sh·aU be for five years.corinnenciug on January 1, 2011, 
and terminating onDooeu1ber 31,2015. 

2011 Taxes 

4. The City acknowledges that the 2011 taxes levied on tl1e Property have been paid in 
full. The City agrees that upon execution of this Agreement, the City shall refund to 
the Owner the difference between the 2011 taxes paid and the 2011 taxes adjusted 
to reflect the fixed rate of taxation herein described. 

Renewal 

5. Upon the expiration of the term hereof, thiS Agreement' may be: renewed from time 
to tlme for periods not e~cee_ding five ye_ar,s each; providedhp:w~ver, that the decision 
to renew this Agreement shall be in the absolute discretion o.fthe City. 

Waiver 

6. .No party is to be deemedto·have.waived the exercise ofanyrightlhat the party holds 
under this Agreement unless such waiver is made in writ~ g. No· waiver made with 
respect to any instance involvingthe exercise of any such right is to be deemed to be 
a waiver with respect to any other instance.ihvoivingthe exercise oftheiight or with 
respect to any other such right. 

Assignment 

7. this Agreementis not assignable wit.hout the prior W!itten consent of the City. Any 
attempt to assign any ofthe rights, duties, or obligations of this Agreement without 
written consent is void. 

Time 

8. Time is .of the essence of ibis Agreement and no extension or variation of this 
Agreement ope~ates a:s a w-aiver: ofthi.s provJ~i<:>n-· 
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Notices 

9. (1) Anynotice or consent required orpennitted to. be given by either party to this 
Agreement to !be other party shall be in writjngand shail be delivered or sent 
by registered mail (except during a postal disruption or threatened postal 
disruption) or facsim.He transmission or other electronic com:m.unicatioil to 
the applicable address set forth below: 

(a) in the case of the Owner: 

Mr. George Bradford Riddell 
POBox 9046 
Saskatoon SK S7K 7F:I 

(b) in the case of the City: 

The City of Saskatoon 
City Hall 
Attn: Accounting Control/Support Services Manager 
222 3"' Avenue North 
Saskatoon SK S7K OJ5 
Facsimile: (306) 975-7975 

(2) Any notice delivered personally shall be deemed \o have been validly and 
effectively given and received on the date of such delivery provided same .is 
on a business day (Monday to Friday, other than a stamiory:boliday). 

(3) Any notice sent by registered mail shall be,deemed to have been vtiiidly and 
effectiveiy given and received on the fifth business day folloWing the date of 
mailing. 

( 4) Anynotice Sent'by facsimile ttansrplssion or otlwt .elyctn;nric communication 
shall be qeeined. to have beep validly and effectively given and received on 
the business day next following the date on "'hich it was sent. (with 
confirmation oftransmittal received). 

(5) Any party to this Agreement may, from time to time by notice given to the 
other party, change the party>s address for sen' ice under this Agreement. 
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Entire Agreement 

10. This Agreement supersedes and invalidates all other commitments, representations 
and \vfliTanties relating to the subject matter hereof which may have been riiade by 
the parties either orally or-in writing prior to the date hereof, and all of which become 
null and void from the date this Agreement is signed. 

Severability 

11. If-any provision oftbis Agreement is determined to be invalid or 1menforceable in 
whole or in part, such invalidity or unenforceability attaches only to such provision 
and the remaining terms and provisions of this Agreement remain in full force-and 
effect 

Amendment 

12. No chap.ge or modification Qf this Agreement is valid unless it is in writing and 
signed by each party. 

Headings 

l3. The headings in this Agreement are for ease of reference only and are not to be-taken 
into ~ccouutin the construction or interpretation of any provision to which they refer. 

Governing Law 

14. This Agreetnel)t is governed by and is to be construed in accor<lan~e with the Jaws 
o{the Province ·of '-Saskatchewan and the laws of Canada applicable th-erein and 
treated -in all resp_ects as. a Sas}c~tc.hewan contract. The parties to this Agreement 
hereby irreVocably and unco~ditionally attorn to the exclusive jurisdiction of the 
courts of the Province of Saskatchewan and all courts competent to hear appeals 
therefrom. 

Further Assuran.ces 

l5. Each party shall at any time and from time to time, upon each request by the other 
party, execute and deliver such fu.rfue'rdocuments .and do such further acts and things 
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as the other party may reasonably request to evidence, carry out and give full effect 
to the terms, conditions~ interit and meaning of this Agreement. 

Binding Effect and Enurement 

16. This Agreement enure& to. the benefit of and is binding upon the parties hereto and 
their respective succeSSors and permitted assigns. 

Signed by the Owner, George Bradford Riddell, this ~~ day of 2012. 

Signed, Sealed and Delivered in the 
presence of 

Witness 

George Bradford Riddell 

Signed by The City ofSaskaioonthis ____ day of _____ __, 2012. 

The City. of $askatoon 

Mayor 
c/s 

CityC1erk 
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Affidavit of Execution 

Canada 
PfoVinae of Saskatchewan 

To Wit: 

) 
) 
) 

1•--------------------~oftbeCity 
of Saskatoon, in the Province of Saskatchewan,-------------~ 
make oath and say: 

l. That I was personally present and did see George Brl).dford.Riddell, named in the 
Withln instrument, who is personally "known to me to be the person named therein, 
duly sign, seal and execute the same for the purposes named therein. 

2. That t4e same was executed at the City of S~katoon, in -the Province of 
Saskatchewan, and that I am the .subscribing witness thereto, 

3. That I know the said George Bradford Riddell, and he is, in my belief, of the full 
age ·of eighteen years. 

8\vom before me at the City of 

Sa,skatoon, in th~ Province of 
Saskatchewan, this day of 

-------~ 2012. 

A Commissione:r for Oaths in and for 
the PrOvince of Saskatchewan. 

MY Commissicm expires 

(or) Being a Solicitor. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
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ATTACHMENT No._1. 

Memorandum of Understanding 

This Memorandum bearing effective date of ________ , 2012. 

Between: 

Whereas: 

The City of Saskatoon, a municipal corporation pursuant 
to the provisions of The Cities Act, S.S. 2002, Chapter C-11.1 
( the "City") 

and 

Cosmopolitan Industries Ltd., a non-profit charitable 
corporation with a registered office in the City of Saskatoon, 
in the Province of Saskatchewan ("Cosmo") 

(collectively referred to as the "Parties") 

A. The City intends to create a curbside recycling program for multi-unit dwellings 
("MUD's"). 

B. Cosmo has supported individuals with intellectual disabilities by providing recycling 
servicl.)s in the City of Saskatoon for several decades. 

C. The City wishes to encourage the work of Cosmo in the provision of vocational 
opportunities for individuals with intellectual disabilities. 

D. Cosmo wishes to obtain the contract for curbside MUD recycling in the City of 
Saskatoon to allow it to continue and grow its program of providing vocational 
opportunities for individuals with intellectual disabilities. 

Therefore, the City and Cosmo express their common understanding as follows: 

Purpose of Memorandum 

1. The purpose of this Memorandum of Understanding is to confirm the commitment 
by the City and Cosmo to negotiate an agreement (the "Agreement") for the provision 
of curbside recycling for MUD's and to provide a framework for those negotiations. 
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Principles and Objectives 

2. The negotiations between the Parties and the Agreement resulting from those 
negotiations will recognize and contain the following principles and objectives: 

(a) 

(b) 

(c) 

(d) 

(e) 

(t) 

(g) 

Time Frame 

the curbside recycling program for MUD's will be a source-separated, multi­
stream recycling progri\m that will apply to all MUD's in the City of 
Saskatoon. Payment and receipt ofbins will be mandatory for MUD's as part 
of the program; 

the curbside recycling program for MUD's will include options with respect 
to how the service will be provided in order to accommodate the physical 
limitations of individual MUD sites; 

Cosmo will be responsible for the customer call centre and collection and 
processing of recyclables from the MUD recycling program similar to the 
services being provided by Loraas Recycle under the single-family residential 
curbside recycling program; 

MUD's with current recycling contracts will be given a period of time, which 
is yet to be decided by City Council, before being required to join the City's 
MUD recycling program; 

the terms of the Agreement will generally be based on the terms of the 
Agreement between the City and Loraas Recycle for the single~family 
residential curbside recycling program; 

the length of the Agreement will be as agreed to by the Parties but must be . . 

based on a commercially reasonable business plan; and 

Cosmo must undertake public community consultations prior to 
implementiltion of a MUD recycling program: 

3. The Parties will commence negotiations of the Agreement with the intention of 
having an Agreement in place by no later than January 1, 2014. 
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Agreement Subject to City Council Approval 

4. Any Agreement negotiated by the Parties is subject to Council approval which 
includes budget approval of the MUD recycling program. 

In Witness Whereofthis Memorandum ofUnderstanding has been executed on behalf 
of the City and Cosmo by the proper officers in that behalf. 

The City of Saskatoon 

Mayor 
c/s 

City Clerk 

Cosmopolitan Industries Ltd, 

c/s 



REPORT NO. 10-2012 Saskatoon, Saskatchewan 
 Monday, June 18, 2012 
 
 
His Worship the Mayor and City Council 
The City of Saskatoon 
 
 

REPORT 
 

of the 
 

PLANNING AND OPERATIONS COMMITTEE 
 

Composition of Committee 
 

Councillor C. Clark, Chair 
Councillor P. Lorje 
Councillor R. Donauer 
Councillor B. Dubois 
Councillor M. Loewen 

 
 
1. Modifications to Street Signs – Local Street Name Blades 

(Files CK. 6280-1 and IS. 6295-9-6)     
 
RECOMMENDATION:  that the standard for lo cal street name blades as outlined in the 

report of the General Manager, Infr astructure Services, dated    
May 8, 2012, be approved. 

 
Attached is a repor t of the General M anager, Infrastructure Services Department dated 
May 8, 2012 recommending changes to the standard for local street names blades. 
 
Your Committee has reviewed the report w ith the Adm inistration and supports the 
recommendation outlined above. 
 
 
2. Servicing Agreements 

Echo Properties Inc., Jancy Holdings Ltd. and 
Perception Properties Ltd. 
52nd Street – Hudson Bay Industrial 

 (Files CK. 3500-1 and IS. 4111-01)    
 
RECOMMENDATION: 1) that the Servicing Agreements (Attachments 1-3 to the May 

28, 2012 report of the General Manager, Infrastructure 
Services Department) with Echo Properties Inc., Jancy 
Holdings Ltd. and Perception P roperties Ltd., for 52 nd 
Street to cover Lot B, Bloc k 863; and Lots A & B, Block 
864, all in Registered Plan  No. 84-S-41976, be approved; 
and 
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2) that His Worship the Mayor and the City Clerk be 
authorized to execute the Ag reements under the corporate 
seal. 

 
Attached is a repor t of the General M anager, Infrastructure Services Department dated 
May 28, 2012 with respect to the above matter. 
 
Your Committee has rev iewed the report with the Administration and is supporting approval of 
the proposed servicing agreements, as set out in the above recommendations. 
 
 
3. Servicing Agreement 

North Ridge Development Corporation – 11th Street West 
Montgomery Neighbourhood 

 Subdivision No. 75/11 
 (Files CK. 4300-011-75 and IS. 4111-33)     
 
RECOMMENDATION: 1) that the Servicing Agreement (Attachment 1 to the May 31, 

2012 report of the General Manager, Infrastructure Services 
Department) with North Ridge Developm ent Corporation, 
for a portion of the Montgom ery Neighbourhood to cover 
Parcels E & F, all in S ection 25, T ownship 36, Range 5, 
West of the 3rd meridian, be approved; and 

 
2) that His Worship the Mayor and the City Clerk be 

authorized to execute the Agreement under the corporate 
seal. 

 
Attached is a repor t of the General M anager, Infrastructure Services Department dated 
May 31, 2012 with respect to the above matter. 
 
Your Committee has rev iewed the report with the Administration and is supporting approval of 
the proposed servicing agreement, as set out in the above recommendations. 
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4. Proposed Pedestrian Crossing 
 Avenue W South between 11th Street West and Dudley Street 
 (Files CK. 6150-1 and IS. 6150-1)      
 
RECOMMENDATION: that an Active Pedestrian Corri dor, supplemented with traffic 

calming devices, be installed m id-block on Avenue W  South 
between 11th Street West and Dudley  Street according to the 
attached plan identified as Permanent Traffic Calming:  Avenue W 
Midblock between 11th Street and Dudley Street (Attachment 2). 

 
Attached is a repor t of the General M anager, Infrastructure Services Department dated 
May 30, 2012 regarding the above-noted proposed pedestrian crossing. 
 
Your Committee has reviewed the report with the Admi nistration and w ith representatives of 
Cameco.  As pointed out in the report , Cameco will be responsible for the cost of the installation of 
the traffic calming devices.   
 
 
5. Capital Project 1036 – Traffic Signals New Locations 
 Installation of Traffic Signals - 2012 

(Files CK. 6250-1; IS. 6280-01)     
 
RECOMMENDATION: that the information be received. 
 
Attached is a repor t of the General M anager, Infrastructure Services Department dated 
May 30, 2012 regarding the above matter. 
 
Your Committee has reviewed the  report with  the Administration and it is being forwarded to 
City Council for its information. 
 
 
6. Riversdale Local Area Plan (LAP) 

19th Street West from Avenue D to Avenue K  
(Files CK. 4000-13, CK. 6320-1, IS. 6150-1, and IS. 6350-1) 

 
RECOMMENDATION: 1) that the information be received; and 
 
   2) that the Administration conduct a traffic study and report in 

the fall, 2012 on the installation of pedestrian actuated 
signals at Avenue F and 19th Street East. 

 
Attached is a repor t of the General M anager, Infrastructure Services Department dated 
May 31, 2012 regarding the above matter. 
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Your Committee has reviewed the report with the Administration and continues to be concerned 
with respect to pedestrian sa fety along this section of 19 th Street East.  It is therefore being 
recommended that the Administration conduct a traffic study and report in the fall, 2012 on the 
installation of pedestrian actuated signals at Avenue F and 19th Street East.   
  
 
7. Condition of Back Lane of 1100 Block McMillan Avenue 
 (Files CK. 6315-1 and IS. 6000-9 and IS. 6315-1)    
 
RECOMMENDATION: that the information be received. 
 
Attached is a repor t of the General M anager, Infrastructure Services Department dated 
June 4, 2012 regarding the above matter. 
 
Your Committee has reviewed this matter with the Administration and is forwarding the report to 
City Council for its information. 
 
 
8. Award of Contract – Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
 City Centre Plan - Phase 3 

(Files CK. 4130-1 and PL. 4130-22)    
 
RECOMMENDATION: 1) that Stantec Consulting Ltd. be awarded the contract for the 

City Centre Plan – Phas e 3 for a total of $220,508, 
including applicable P.S.T.; and 

 
2) that the City Solicitor be instructed to prepare the necessary 

agreement for execution by His Worship the Mayor and the 
City Clerk, under the Corporate Seal. 

 
Attached is a report of the General Manage r, Community Services Departm ent dated 
May 22, 2012 regarding the above matter. 
 
Your Committee has reviewed the report w ith the Adm inistration and supports the 
recommendations outlined above. 
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9. Equity Building Program Eligibility Requirements 
 (Files CK. 750-4 and PL. 952-10)     
 
RECOMMENDATION: that the eligibility re quirements for the Equity Building 

Program be changed to include a m aximum household income 
of $75,000 and a maximum home purchase price of $300,000. 

 
Attached is a report of the General Manage r, Community Services Departm ent dated 
May 25, 2012 regarding the above-noted program. 
 
Your Committee has reviewed th e report with the Administ ration and suppor ts the above 
recommendation. 
 
 
10. New Rental Construction Land Cost Rebate Program 
 Broadstreet Properties Ltd. – 3130 11th Street West 
 (Files CK. 750-4 and PL. 952-6-15)     
 
RECOMMENDATION: 1) that the application fo r funding of $756,507 received from 

Broadstreet Properties Ltd. (for the construction of 192 new 
purpose-built rental housing units, located at 3130 11 th 
Street West) be approved;  

 
2) that a five-year tax abatement of the increm ental taxes be 

applied to the subject prope rties, commencing the next 
taxation year, following the com pletion of construction; 
and 

 
3) that the City Solicitor be instructed to prepare the necessary 

Incentive and Tax Abatem ent Agreements, and that His 
Worship the Mayor and the City Clerk be authorized to 
execute the agreements on behalf of the City of Saskatoon. 

 
Attached is a report of the General Manage r, Community Services Departm ent dated 
June 4, 2012 regarding the above program. 
 
Your Committee has reviewed the report w ith the Adm inistration and supports the 
recommendations outlined above. 
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11. Innovative Residential Inc. - Innovative Housing Incentives –  

Affordable Rental Units and New Rental Construction Land Cost  
Rebate Program – 118 Shillington Crescent 
(Files CK., 750-4, PL. 951-113 and PL. 952-616)     

 
RECOMMENDATION: 1) that funding of $360,000 for 20 affordable rental units by 

Innovative Residential Inc. at 118 Shillington Crescent be 
approved under Innovative H ousing Incentives Policy 
No. C09-002; 

 
2) that the applicati on for funding of $94,062 for 20 

purpose-built market rental units to be built by Innovative 
Residential Inc. at 118 Shill ington Crescent be approved 
under the New Rental Construction Land Cost Rebate 
Program;  

 
3) that a five-year tax abatement on the incremental taxes be 

applied to the subject pr operty commencing the next 
taxation year following completion of the project; and 

 
4) that the City Solicitor be requested to prepare the necessary 

agreement and that His  Worship the Mayor an d the City  
Clerk be authorized to execute the agreem ent under the 
Corporate Seal. 

 
Attached is a report of the General Manage r, Community Services Departm ent dated 
May 28, 2012 regarding the above matter. 
 
Your Committee has reviewed the report w ith the Adm inistration and supports the 
recommendations outlined above. 
 
 
 

Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
 
 
Councillor C. Clark, Chair 



TO:  Secretary, Planning and Operations Committee 
FROM: General Manager, Infrastructure Services Department 
DATE: May 8, 2012 
SUBJECT: Modifications to Street Signs – Local Street Name Blades 
FILE:  CK. 6280-1 and IS. 6295-9-6   
 
RECOMMENDATION:  that the following report be subm itted to City Council 

recommending that the s tandard for local street n ame blades be as 
outlined in this report. 

 
REPORT 
 
New residential neighbourhoods are comprised of multiple pods.  A pod is a collectio n of streets 
with the same name but different suffixes (i.e . Paton Crescent,  Lane, Place, Terrace, Avenue 
Bay, and Way) with no duplication of block num bers (i.e. if there is a 100 block of Paton 
Crescent, there would not be a 100 block of Pat on Lane).  There are typically two to three 
entrances to a pod off of a collector street.   
 
Currently, signing on residential roadways in new neighbourhoods consists of a four foot by four 
foot (4x4) sign located at the collector street , which includes the pod nam e, the block num bers 
and the suffixes, as shown on Attachment 1.  Signs within the pod include the block numbers and 
the suffix.  
 
With the increase in the size of pods and the shif t to a modified grid road network in som e 
residential areas, concerns have been raised about the ability to continue to clearly sign 
residential streets using this method, due to the amount of information that needs to be included. 
 
In addition, the following concerns with respect to the current signing method exist:  
 

 The 4x4 signs are large and heavy, and ther efore, suffer from wind load, resulting 
in the need for ongoing maintenance and/or replacement; 

 Many signs are located on the corner of private property, which, because of their 
size, are intrusive; 

 The signs can contain more information than drivers are able to process; and 
 Because of their size, they are often difficult to install. 

 
In order to address these concerns, the Administration is recommending that the 4x4 pod signs be 
replaced with signs similar to those used in the older grid neighbourhoods.  They would be much 
smaller (six to nine inches in height); no block numbers would be included; and the text and font 
would be changed so that they ar e easier to read, as shown in Attachment 2.  Also attached is a 
plan showing how the s treet name signs would look when there are m ultiple names of streets 
within a pod (Attachment 3). 
 
If approved, it is the Administration’s intent to transition to  this new m ethod of signing in the 
Evergreen and Rosewood areas, including m odifying the signage in the one or two pods within 
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these two neighbourhoods which have already b een signed.  The other neighborhoods which 
have the 4x4 signs would not be modified. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT 
 
The modifications, as outlined in this report, would reduce the initia l capital costs required to  
sign a new neighborhood.  As an exam ple, using the current m ethod to sign Paton Crescent 
would cost approximately $155 per sign.  Using th e new signing method, it is estimated that the 
cost would be approxim ately $30 per sign.  In  addition, because th e signs would be m uch 
smaller, shorter posts and less manpower would be required for installation, and there would be a 
reduction in maintenance and replacement costs, due to less wind load.   
 
STAKEHOLDER CONSULTATION 
 
The Administration provided the proposed modifications to Fire and Protective Services, 
Saskatoon Police Services and M.D. Am bulance to discuss any potential im pact they may have 
on their operations.  No concerns were raised from  Fire and Protective Services or the Saskatoon 
Police Services, as with new technology, the reliance on street signs is diminishing.   
 
Detailed discussions were held with  M.D. Am bulance, who expressed concerns regarding the 
removal of the block num bers from the signs at  the entrances to the pods.  If approved, the  
Administration will continue to work with them to address concerns as specific situations arise. 
 
COMMUNICATION PLAN 
 
A communications plan is not required. 
 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
There are no environmental implications. 
 
PUBLIC NOTICE 
 
Public Notice pursuant to Section 3 of Policy C01-021, Public Notice Policy, is not required. 
 
ATTACHMENTS 
 
1. Street Name Signs – Existing Single Name Pod; 
2. Street Name Signs – Proposed Single Name Pod; and 
3. Street Name Signs – Proposed Multi-Name Pod. 
 
Written by: Leslie Logie-Sigfusson, Traffic Technologist 
  Transportation Branch 
 
Approved by: Angela Gardiner, Manager 
  Transportation Branch 
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Approved by:  “Mike Gutek”   
  Mike Gutek, General Manager 
  Infrastructure Services Department 
  Dated: “May 9, 2012”   
 
 
Approved by:  “Murray Totland”   
  Murray Totland 
  City Manager 
  Dated: “May 12, 2012”  
 
Council LL street signs 
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TO:  Secretary, Planning and Operations Committee 
FROM: General Manager, Infrastructure Services 
DATE: May 28, 2012 
SUBJECT: Servicing Agreements 

Echo Properties Inc., Jancy Holdings Ltd. and 
Perception Properties Ltd. 
52nd Street – Hudson Bay Industrial   

FILE NO:   CK. 3500-1 and IS. 4111-01       
 
RECOMMENDATION: that this report be submitted to City Council recommending: 
 
 1) that the Servicing Agreements (Attachments 1-3) with Echo 

Properties Inc., Jancy Hold ings Ltd. and Perception 
Properties Ltd., for 52nd Street to cover Lot B, Block 863; 
and Lots A & B, Block 864, all in Registered Plan No. 84-
S-41976, be approved; and 

 
2) that His Worship the Mayor and the City Clerk be 

authorized to execute the Ag reements under the corporate 
seal. 

 
BACKGROUND 
 
Echo Properties Inc., Jancy Holdings Ltd. and Perception Properties Ltd. propose to develop 
industrial property in the Hudson Bay Industrial area along 52 nd Street from Faithfull Avenue to 
Miners Avenue.  The developers have requested  the City of Saskatoon enter into Servicing 
Agreements to assign responsibility for the construction and payment of various servicing items.   
 
REPORT 
 
The City of Saskatoon and a num ber of private developers ow n parcels of land along the 
undeveloped portion of 52nd Street from Faithfull Avenue to Miners Avenue. 
 
The developers have requested that the City install and cons truct the underground and surface 
improvements along 52nd Street which have been approved in Capital Project Number 593. 
 
The Administration is recommending that agreem ents be entered into to  cover the d evelopment 
of Lot B, Block 863; and Lots A & B, Block 864, all in Registered Plan No. 84-S-41976, subject 
to the following, which includes both standard and non-standard clauses which are necessary due 
to the unique nature of the development, and have been agreed upon by the developers. 
 

A. Standard Items: 
 

1. Servicing of the development area is to be completed before December 31, 2012. 
 
2. Standard letters of credit provided to the City of Saskatoon. 
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3. Direct service construction to be shared proportionately by ownership. 
 

B. Non-Standard Items: 
 

1. Deferral of the payment of the offsite service levies until the future development 
of the parcel land as evidenced by a triggering event. 

 
OPTIONS 
 
There are no options. 
 
POLICY IMPLICATIONS 
 
There are no policy implications. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT 
 
The funding for any c onstruction that is the re sponsibility of the City of Saskatoon is self-
supporting and approved in the Prepaid Capital Budget. 
 
PUBLIC NOTICE  
Public Notice pursuant to Section 3 of Policy No. C01-021, Public Notice Policy, is not required. 
 
ATTACHMENTS 
 
1. Servicing Agreement – Echo Properties Inc. 
2. Servicing Agreement – Jancy Holdings Ltd. 
3. Servicing Agreement – Perception Properties Ltd. 
 
Written by: Daryl Schmidt, Land Development Manager 
 Construction and Design Branch 
 
Approved by: Chris Hallam, Manager 

Construction and Design Branch 
 
Approved by: Shelley Korte, Manager 

Administration Branch 
 
Approved by:  “Mike Gutek”   

Mike Gutek, General Manager 
Infrastructure Services 

  Dated:       “May 30, 2012”      
 
Copy to: Murray Totland, City Manager 
 
52nd Street – Servicing Agreements 



Servicing Agreement 

The effective date of this Agreement is ,2012. 

Between: 

The City of Saskatoon, a municipal corporation 
pursuant to the provisions of The Czfzes Act, S.S. 2002, 
Chapter C-11 . l  (the "City") 

Echo Properties Inc., a Saskatchewan corporation, 
carrying on business in the City of Saskatoon, in the 
Province of Saskatchewan (the "Developer") 

Whereas the Developer has made application to the City for the construction of 
municipal services within an area noted on a plan attached to this Agreement and marked 
as Schedule "A" (the "Plan"); 

Whereas the City requires as a condition of development that the Developer enter 
into an Agreement with the City respecting the installation and construction of certain 
services and other matters referred to in this Agreement; and 

Whereas the City deems it advisable and expedient to provide the facilities and 
services hereinafter agreed to be performed by the City on the condition that the 
Developer carries out its undertakings under this Agreement. 

Now therefore the City and the Developer agree as follows: 

Part l 
Introduction 

Plan of Development 

1. The Plan showing the proposed lands subject to development including Lot B, 
Blk 863, Registered Plan No. 84-5-41976, located in the City of Saskatoon, in the 
Province of Saskatchewan, in the Dominion of Canada, attached to t h s  
Agreement as Sched~le "A" is made part of this Agreement. 



Definitions and Term 

2. Throughout this Agreement: 

( 1  (a) "Development Area" means all that portion of the lands outlined in 
red on the Plan, having been approved for development: 

(b) "Manager" means the General Manager of the City's Infrastructure 
Services Department; 

(c) "Area I" means that portion of the Development Area outlined in 
green on the Plan whch consist of approximately 239 metres of 
frontage and 1.9836 hectares of parcel land, and which is to be 
developed, and marketed sometime in the future; and 

(2) ''Triggering Event" means any of the following with respect to Area I: 

(a) the issuance of a building permit; 

(b) an application for subdivision; 

(c) a sale; 

(d) a lease; or 

(e) any other msposition of the land 

Part I I  
Off-Site Servicing 

City Servicing 

3. Upon the execution of this Agreement the City shall within areasonable time: 

(1) cause the Development Area to be improved and benefited by the supply, 
placement, installation, construction, use and enjoyment of the following 
direct services: 

(a) Water Main, Sanitary Sewer Mains and Stom Sewer Mains; 

(b) Curbing; 

(c) Street Cutting and Paving; 

(d) Water and Sewer Connection to property line; 



all in accordance with the City's standard specifications with respect to 
industrial development. The water and sewer connection component 
clause 3(l)(d) is optional based on the Developer's preference at the time 
of actual construction; and 

(2) cause the Development Area to be improved and benefited by the supply, 
placement, installation, constn~ction, use and enjoyment of the following 
off-site services: 

(a) Trunk Sewer Service; 

(b) Primary Water Main Service; 

(c) Arterial Road Service; 

(d) Interchange Service; 

(e) Parks Service; 

(e) Buffers; 

(f) Street Signing and Traffic Controls Service; 

(g) Fencing Service; 

(h) Planning Service; 

(i) Street Lighting Service; 

Cj) Lift Station Service; 

(k) Prepaid Extended Maintenance Service; 

(1) Servicing Agreement Service. 

The City warrants that all such services shall be of a size and capacity sufficient to 
satisfy the servicing requirements of any and all permitted uses to be situated 
within the Development Area. 

Levies Payable by the Developer 

4. In consideration of the City providing the various services upon and in relation to 
the Development Area as specified in Section 3, the Developer shall pay to the 
City the following fees, levies and other charges: 



(1) With respect to Area I and the various construction items set forth in 
Clause 3(1) hereof, the Developer shall remit unto the City upon invoice 
the cost of design, construction engineering and construction based on the 
actual cost within the Development Area multiplied by the Developer's 
share of responsibility for the costs totaling 24.9%. The City shall bill the 
Developer for the various items within Clause 3(1) in accordance with the 
relative progress of the works; and 

(2) With respect to the City providing the various services upon and in 
relation to Area I as specified in Cla~lse 3(2) the Developer shall pay to the 
City the following fees, levies and other charges calculated in accordance 
with and at the rates described in Schedule "B". 

(a) Trunk Sewer Levy; 

(b) Primary Water Main Levy; 

(c) Arterial Road Levy; 

(d) Interchange Levy; 

(e) Parks Levy; 

(0 Buffer Strip Charge; 

(g) Street Signing and Traffic Controls Levy; 

(h) Fencing Charge; 

(i) Street Lighting Charge; 

('j) Lift Station Levy; 

(k) Prepaid Extended Maintenance Charge; and 

(1) Servicing Agreement Fee; 

(the "Development Charges") 

(3) With respect to Area I, the Developer shall pay to the City the Development 
Charges provided for in t l s  Agreement as follows: 

(a) the Developer agrees that upon any development or redevelopment 
of any portion of Area I in 2012, as is evidenced by a Triggering 
Event, the Developer shall forthwith pay to the City the Development 
Charges described in Clause 4(2) of this Agi-eement respecting Area 



I calculated in accordance with the rates established by the Council 
of the City for the 2012 construction season on the date of the 
Triggering Event and the Developer acknowledges that the 
determination of metre fiontage shall be based upon lineal metres of 
frontage as indicated on the registered Plan of the area being s e ~ c e d  
at the time of such development; 

@) the Developer agrees that should any development or redevelopment 
of any portion of Area I be subsequent to 2012, as is evidenced by a 
Triggering Event, the Developer shall forthwith pay to the City the 
Development Charges described in Clause 4(2) of this Agreement 
respecting Area I calculated in accordance with the rates established 
by the Council of the City on the date of the Triggering Event; and 

(c) It is further agreed that the Development Charges referred to in this 
Agreement are "area charges", having been calculated on the basis of 
servicing the entire neighhourhood and that no additional charges 
will be made by the City with respect to services other than as may 
be expressly provided for in this Agreement. 

Payment Dates and Interest 

5 (1) All of the Development Charges and other fees, levies and charges 
payable by the Developer to the City pursuant to this Agreement shall be 
due and payable upon the various dates specified in this Agreement. 

(2) Should any amount or invoice not be paid at the times or within the period 
so specified, interest shall be payable at Royal Bank of Canada prime rate 
plus one and one-half (1% %) percent per annum on all such overdue 
amounts. In addition to any other remedy which may be available to the 
City, should any amount invoiced to the Developer not be paid within the 
times specified, the City shall upon seven days written notice to the 
Developer have the right to immediately stop construction until such 
amount or invoice has been paid. 

Retroactive Charges 

6 .  It is expressly agreed that the Developer shall be liable for and agrees to pay the 
City for all work done within the Development Area, notwithstanding that title to 
any or all of the lands within the Development Area may have been sold, 
transferred or exchanged, whether prior to the execution of this Agreement or 
during the term hereof and that the provisions of this Agreement in relation to any 
such charges of whatsoever nature as may be made by the City in accordance with 
this Agreement shall be retroactive in effect. 



Letter of Credit 

7 Upon the execution of this Agreement, the Developer shall deposit with the City 
Clerk, City of Saskatoon, a letter of credit ("Letter of Credit") in a form 
acceptable to the City Solicitor, City of Saskatoon, from a chartered bank carrying 
on business in the Province of Saskatchewan. The Letter of Credit shall be for the 
sum of $367,000.00, and shall secure the Developer's performance of the 
provisions of this Agreement. The Letter of Credit shall be irrevocable during the 
currency of this Agreement, but may be reduced from time to time in proportion 
to the amount of services paid for by the Developer to the City. The Developer 
shall keep the Letter of Credit current until payment for the construction of 
services provided for in this Agreement have been received by the City. 

Shallow Buried Utilities 

8. (1) The City agrees to make all necessary arrangements for the installation of 
street lighting facilities on streets within the Development Area in 
accordance with the City's standard specification for mdustrial 
development. Any deviation required by the Developer may result in 
additional charges. 

(2) The Developer shall have the responsibility to consult with the 
Saskatchewan Power Corporation, Saskatchewan Energy Corporation, the 
Saskatchewan Telecommunications Corporation and Saskatoon Light and 
Power of the City of Saskatoon as to the timing and construction of 
utilities within the Development Area. 

Maintenance in Accordance with The Cities Act 

9. All services and other facilities supplied, placed, installed and constructed by the 
City on, in or under any street pursuant to the provisions of this Agreement shall 
be the property of the City and shall be maintained in keeping with the provisions 
of The Cztzes Act. 

City's Indemnification 

10. The City will indemnify and save harmless the Developer with respect to any 
action commenced against the Developer as a result of any act or omission of the 
City upon or in relation to the City's obligations set out in this Agreement, 
including the acts or omissions of its officers, employees, servants or agents, or 
anyone for whom the City is responsible at law. 



Part II 
Development Area Servicing 

Servicing Responsibilities 

11. Except as herein expressly provided, it is agreed that the Developer shall 
determine the timing of service installation with a view to the earliest possible 
servicing of the entire Development Area, with the proviso that the views of the 
Manager with respect to sound construction practices are to prevail, and in 
particular with respect to the influence of seasonal and other weather conditions 
as they affect constn~ction. 

(1) The City Agrees: 

(a) to make all detailed engineering drawings for the Development Area 
available to the Developer; and 

(b) that in the event that the City fails to do the work requested by the 
Developer, and provided that the Developer has complied with the 
terms of this Agreement, the Developer may notify the Manager of 
its intention to do the work itself, and if within seven days ofreceipt 
of such notice by the Manager the work has not been commenced by 
the City, the Developer shall have the right to do the work itself. 
The provisions of this Clause shall not apply where the failure by the 
City to do the work results from labour disputes, strikes, lockouts, 
Acts of God, or any cause of any kind whatsoever beyond the City's 
control. 

(2) The Developer Agrees: 

(a) to provide all utility, construction and service easements which may 
be required, at no cost to the City or any other utility agency or 
service, and to keep the said easements clear for the purposes of the 
various utility agencies; 

(b) to subsequently provide and register an easement plan; 

(c) to indemnify and save harmless the City in respect to any action 
commenced against the City resulting from any activity or lack of 
activity within the Development Area other than with respect to 
those activities being conducted by the City itself; 

(d) that in the event that the Developer requires approved changes in 
services which may result from resubdivision of the Developer's 
lands within the Development Area, same shall be provided at the 
expense of the Developer. Changes requested by the Developer shall 
be in writing addressed to the Manager; 



(e) that should the Developer proceed to carry out any of the works to be 
performed herein as contemplated in Clause 1 l(l)b, the Developer 
shall be solely responsible for any and all expenses and costs 
incurred in so doing. The Developer shall remit unto the City all 
charges for any works actually performed by the City within the 
Development area; and 

( f )  The City shall not be liable for any damages which may be suffered 
by the Developer as a consequence of the City's failure to do any 
work as referred to in Clause I l(1)b. 

Part Ill 
General 

Expeditious Construction 

12. All works required to be performed by this Agreement shall be carried out as 
expeditiously as time and construction conditions permit. 

Assignment 

13. During the term of this Agreement, the Developer shall not assign this Agreement 
without rhe prior express written consent of the City being first obtained. Such 
consent shall not be unreasonably withheld or delayed by the City. 

Dispute Resolution 

14. In the case of any dispute between the City and the Developer arising out of the 
performance of this Agreement, or afterwards as to any matter contained in this 
Agreement, either party shall be entitled to give to the other notice of such dispute 
and demand arbitration thereof. Such notice and demand being given, each party 
shall at once appoint an arbitrator and .these shall jointly select a third. The 
decis~on of any two of the three arbitrators shall be final and binding upon the 
partles, who covenant that their dispute shall be so decided by arbitration alone, 
and not by recourse to any court or action of law. If the two arb~trators appointed 
by the parties do not agree upon a third, or a party who has been notified of a 
dispute fails to appoint an arbitrator, then the third arbitrator and/or the arbitrator 
to represent the party in default shall be appointed by a Judge of the Court of 
Queen's Bench at the Judicial Centre of Saskatoon. The Arbztratzon Act, 1992 of 
the Province of Saskatchewan shall apply to any arbitration hereunder, and the 
costs of arbitration shall be apportioned equally between the parties hereto, 



Applicable Law 

15. The laws of the Province of Saskatchewan shall apply and bind the parties in any 
and all questions pertaining to this Agreement. 

Force and Effect 

16. This Agreement shall remain in full force and effect until such time as both the 
City and the Developer have fully completed their respective obligations 
hereunder, and, for greater certainty, until such time as all Development Charges, 
fees, levies and other charges payable by the Developer to the City pursuant to the 
terms of this Agreement have been paid. 

Agreement Runs With the Land 

17. The Developer acknowledges and agrees that this Agreement runs with the land, 
and binds it, and subject to Clause 13, its successors and permitted assigns; and, 
further, agrees that the City may elect, at its sole option, to register an Interest 
based on this Agreement against the property subject to this Agreement in the 
Land Titles Registry for Saskatchewan charging all those lands comprising the 
Development Area with the perfonna~~ce of this Agreement. 

Notices 

18. Any notice or consent (including any invoice, statement, request or other 
communication) required or permitted to be given by any party to this Agreement 
to the other party shall be in writing and shall be delivered or sent by registered 
mail (except during a postal disn~ption or threatened postal disruption) or 
facsimile transmission, email or other electronic communication to the applicable 
address set forth below: 

(1) (a) in the case of Echo Properties Inc. to: 

Echo Properties Inc., 
805 - 47th Street East 
Saskatoon, Saskatchewan 
S7K 8G7 
Attention: Mr. Aaron Loraas 
Facsimile: (306) 242-4994 
Email: aaron.l@loraas.ca 



(b) in the case of the City to: 

The City of Saskatoon 
C/O Office of the City Clerk 
222 3rd Avenue North 
Saskatoon, Saskatchewan 
S7K 0J5 
Attention: General Manager, 
Infrastructure Services Department 
Facsimile: (306) 975-2784. 

(2) Any notice delivered personally shall be deemed to have been validly and 
effectively given and received on the date of such delivery provided same 
is on a business day (Monday to Friday, other than a statutory holiday). 

(3) Any notice sent by registered mail shall be deemed to have been validly 
and effectively given and received on the fifth business day following the 
date of mailing. 

(4) Any notice sent by facsimile or email or other electronic communication 
shall be deemed to have been validly and effectively given and received 
on the business day next following the date on which it was sent (with 
confirmation of transmittal received). 

(5) Either party to this Agreement may, from time to time by notice given to 
the other party, change its address for service under this Agreement. 

Entire Agreement 

19. This Agreement constitutes the complete and exclusive statement of the 
Agreement between the parties, which supersedes all proposals, oral or written, 
and all other communications or representations between the parties, relating to 
the subject matter of this Agreement. 

Illegality 

20. If one or more of the phrases, sentences, clauses or articles contained in this 
Agreement is declared invalid by a final and unappealable order or decree of any 
court of competent jurisdiction, this Agreement shall be construed as if such 
phrase, sentence, clause or paragraph had not been inserted in this Agreement. 

Amendment 

21. T h s  Agreement may be changed only by written amendment signed and sealed 
by authorized representatives of the parties. 



Headings 

22. The headings contained in this Agreement are inserted for convenience of 
reference only and are not to be considered when interpreting this Agreement. 

Covenants 

23. Each obligation of the City or of the Developer in this Agreement, even though 
not expressed as a covenant, is considered to be a covenant for all purposes. 

Time of Essence 

24. Time shall be of the essence of this Agreement and every part of this Agreement 

Further Assurances 

25. The Developer and the City shall, at their own expense, promptly execute such 
further documentation to give effect to this Agreement as the Developer and the 
City, as the case may be, may reasonably require from time to time. 

In Witness Whereof the parties hereto have hereunto afiixed their corporate seals, 
duly attested by the hands of their proper officers in that behalf, as of the day and year 
frst above wntten. 

The City of Saskatoon 

Mayor 

C ~ t y  Clerk 

Echo Properties Inc. 



Schedule "B" 

Fees, Levies and Other Charges 
Applicable to the Development Area 

The charges payable by the Developer to the City pursuant to Section 4 hereof shall be 
calculated in accordance with the rates as the Council of The City of Saskatoon has 
established and are in general force and effect for the 2012 construction season. By way 
of illustration only, the following rates were effective for the 201 1 constn~ction season: 

(a) Trunk Sewer Levy .................................................... $ 951.45 per front metre; 

@) Primary Water Main Levy ........................................ $ 187.85 per front metre; 

(c) Arterial Road Levy ............................................... $ 504.25 per front metre; 

(d) Interchange Levy ............. : ..................................... $ 110.45 per front metre; 

(e) Parks and Recreation Levy ...................................... $ 40.38 per front metre; 

( Buffer Strip Charge .............................................. $ 7.70 per front metre; 

(g) Street Signing and Traffic Controls Charge .............. $ 13.30 per front metre; 

(h) Fencing Charge ......................................................... $ 11.75 per front metre; 

(i) Street Lighting Charge .............................................. $ 68.00 per front metre; 

fi) Lift Station Levy ....................................................... $ 43.15 per front metre; 

(k) Prepaid Extended Maintenance Charge .................... $ 23.00 per front metre; 

(1) Servicing Agreement Fee ......................................... $ 2,196.00 per Agreement. 

The Trunk Sewer Levy, Primary Water Main Levy, Lift Station Levy, Arterial Road 
Levy, Interchange Levy and Parks and Recreation Levy will be calculated at an area rate 
of 113 equivalent front metres per hectare for the industrial paxcels over 88 metres in 
depth. Area rate: 113 x $1,834.53 = $207,640.89 per hectare. 





Servicing Agreement 

The effective date of this Agreement is ,2012. 

Between: 

The City of Saskatoon, a municipal corporation 
pursuant to the provisions of The Cities Act, S.S. 2002, 
Chapter C-11 .l (the "City") 

- and - 

Jancy Holdings Ltd., a Saskatchewan corporation, 
carrying on business in the City of Saskatoon, in the 
Province of Saskatchewan (the "Developer") 

Whereas the Developer has made application to the City for the construction of 
municipal services within an area noted on a plan attached to this Agreement and marked 
as Schedule " A  (the "Plan"); 

Whereas the City requires as a condition of development that the Developer enter 
into an Agreement with the City respecting the installation and construction of certain 
services and other matters referred to in this Agreement; and 

Whereas the City deems it advisable and expedient to provide the facilities and 
services hereinafter agreed to be performed by the City on the condition that the 
Developer cames out its undertakings under this Agreement. 

Now therefore the City and the Developer agree as follows: 

Part l 
Introduction 

Plan of Development 

1 The Plan showing the proposed lands subject to development including Lot B, 
Blk 864, Registered Plan No. 84-S-41976, located in the City of Saskatoon, in the 
Province of Saskatchewan, in the Dominion of Canada, attached to this 
Agreement as Schedule "A" is made part of this Agreement. 



Definitions and Term 

Throughout this Agreement: 

(1) (a) "Development Area" means all that portion of the lands outlined in 
red on the Plan, having been approved for development; 

(b) "Manager" means the General Manager of the City's Infrastructure 
Services Department; 

(c) "Area I)' means that portion of the Development Area outlined in 
green on the Plan which coilsist of approxunately 143 metres of 
frontage and 1.0462 hectares of parcel land, and which is to be 
developed, and marketed sometime in the future; and 

(2) "Triggering Event" means any of the following with respect to Area I: 

(a) the issuance of a building permit; 

@) an application for subdivision; 

(c) a sale; 

(d) a lease; or 

(e) any other disposition of the land 

Part I1 
Off-Site Servicing 

City Servicing 

3. Upon the execution of this Agreement the City shall within a reasonable time: 

(1) cause the Development Area to be improved and benefited by the supply, 
placement, installation, constn~ction, use and enjoyment of the following 
direct services: 

(a) Water Main, Sanitary Sewer Mains and Storm Sewer Mains; 

(b) Curbing; 

(c) Street Cutting and Paving; 

(d) Water and Sewer Connection to property line; 



all in accordance with the City's standard specifications with respect to 
industrial development. The water and sewer connection component 
clause 3(l)(d) is optional based on the Developer's preference at the time 
of actual construction; and 

(2) cause the Development Area to be improved and benefited by the supply, 
placement, installation, construction, use and enjoyment of the following 
off-site services: 

(a) Trunk Sewer Service; 

(b) Primary Water Main Service; 

(c) Arterial Road Service; 

(d) Interchange Service; 

(e) Parks Service; 

(e) Buffers; 

( Street Signing and Traffic Controls Service; 

(g) Fencing Service; 

(h) Planning Service; 

(i) Street Lighting Service; 

(j) Lift Station Service; 

(k) Prepaid Extended Maintenance Service; 

(1) Servicing Agreement Service 

The City warrants that all such services shall be of a size and capacity sufficient to 
satisfy the servicing requirements of any and all permitted uses to be situated 
within the Development Area. 

Levies Payable by the Developer 

4. In consideration of the City providing the various services upon and in relation to 
the Development Area as specified in Section 3, the Developer shall pay to the 
City the following fees, levies and other charges: 



(1) With respect to Area I and the various constmction items set forth in 
Clause 3(1) hereof, the Developer shall remit unto the City upon invoice 
the cost of design, construction engineering and construction based on the 
actual cost withn the Development Area multiplied by the Developer's 
share of responsibility for the costs totaling 15.0%. The City shall bill the 
Developer for the various items within Clause 3(1) in accordance with the 
relative progress of the works; and 

(2) With respect to the City providing the various services upon and in 
relation to Area I as specified in Clause 3(2) the Developer shall pay to the 
City the following fees, levies and other charges calculated in accordance 
with and at the rates described in Schedule "B". 

(a) Trunk Sewer Levy; 

(b) Primary Water Main Levy; 

(c) Arterial Road Levy; 

(d) Interchange Levy; 

(e) Parks Levy; 

Buffer Strip Charge; 

(g) Street Signing and Traffic Controls Levy; 

(h) Fencing Charge; 

(i) Street Lighting Charge; 

6) Lift Station Levy; 

(k) Prepaid Extended Maintenance Charge; and 

Servicing Agreement Fee; 

(the "Development Charges") 

(3) With respect to Area I, the Developer shall pay to the City the Development 
Charges provided for in this Agreement as follows: 

(a) the Developer agrees that upon any development or redevelopment 
of any portion of Area I in 2012, as is evidenced by a Triggering 
Event, the Developer shall forthwith pay to the City the Development 
Charges described in Clause 4(2) of this Agreement respecting Area 



I calculated in accordance with the rates established by the Council 
of the City for the 2012 construction season on the date of the 
Triggering Event and the Developer acknowledges that the 
determination of metre fiontage shall be based upon lineal metres of 
kontage as indicated on the registered Plan of the area being serviced 
at the time of such development; 

(b) the Developer agrees that should any development or redevelopment 
of any portion of Area I be subsequent to 2012, as  is evidenced by a 
Triggering Event, the Developer shall forthwith pay to the City the 
Development Charges described in Clause 4(2) of this Agreement 
respecting Area I calculated in accordance with the rates established 
by the Council of the City on the date of the Triggering Event; and 

(c) It is further agreed that the Development Charges referred to in t h~s  
Agreement are "area charges", having been calculated on the basis of 
servicing the entire neighbourhood and that no additional charges 
will be made by the City with respect to services other than as may 
be expressly provided for in this Agreement. 

Payment Dates and Interest 

5. (1) All of the Development Charges and other fees, levies and charges 
payable by the Developer to the City pursuant to this Agreement shall be 
due and payable upon the various dates spe~ified in this Agreement. 

(2) Should any amount or invoice not be paid at the times or within the period 
so specified, interest shall be payable at Royal Bank of Canada prime rate 
plus one and one-half (1% %) percent per annum on all such overdue 
amounts. h addition to any other remedy which may be available to the 
City, should any amount invoiced to the Developer not be paid within the 
times specified, the City shall upon seven days written notice to the 
Developer have the right to immediately stop construction until such 
amount or invoice has been paid. 

Retroactive Charges 

6. It is expressly agreed that the Developer shall be l~able for and agrees to pay the 
City for all work done within the Development Area, notwithstanding that title to 
any or all of the lands within the Development Area may have been sold, 
transferred or exchanged, whether prior to the execution of this Agreement or 
during the term hereof and that the provisions of this Agreement in relation to any 
such charges of whatsoever nature as may be made by the City in accordance with 
this Agreement shall be retroactive in effect. 



Letter of Credit 

Upon the execution of this Agreement, the Developer shall deposit with the City 
Clerk, City of Saskatoon, a letter of credit ("Letter of Credit") in a form 
acceptable to the City Solicitor, City of Saskatoon, &on1 a chartered bank carrying 
on business in the Province of Saskatchewan. The Letter of Credit shall be for the 
sum of $221,000.00, and shall secure the Developer's performance of the 
provisions of this Agreement. The Letter of Credit shall be irrevocable during the 
currency of this Agreement, but may be reduced from time to time in proportion 
to the amount of services paid for by the Developer to the City. The Developer 
shall keep the Letter of Credit current until payment for the construction of 
services provided for in this Agreement have been received by the City. 

Shallow Buried Utilities 

8. (1) The City agrees to make all necessary arrangements for the installation of 
street lighting facilities on streets within the Development Area in 
accordance with the City's standard specification for industrial 
development. Any deviation required by the Developer may result in 
additional charges. 

(2) The Developer shall have the responsibility to consult with the 
Saskatchewan Power Corporation, Saskatchewan Energy Corporation, the 
Saskatchewan Telecommunications Corporation and Saskatoon Light and 
Power of the City of Saskatoon as to the timing and construction of 
utilities within the Development Area. 

Maintenance in Accordance with The Cities Act 

9. All services and other facilities supplied, placed, installed and constructed by the 
City on, in or under any street pursuant to the provisions of this Agreement shall 
be the property of the City and shall be maintained in keeping with the provisions 
of The Cities Act. 

City's Indemnification 

10. The City will indemnify and save harmless the Developer with respect to any 
action commenced against the Developer as a result of any act or omission of the 
City upon or in relation to the City's obligations set out in this Agreement, 
including the acts or omissions of its officers, employees, servants or agents, or 
anyone for whom the City is responsible at law. 



Part I1 
Development Area Servicing 

Servicing Responsibilities 

11. Except as herein expressly provided, it is agreed that the Developer shall 
determine the timing of service installation with a view to the earliest possible 
servicing of the entire Development Area, with the proviso that the views of the 
Manager with respect to sound constmction practices are to prevail, and in 
particular with respect to the influence of seasonal and other weather conditions 
as they affect constmction. 

(I) The City Agrees: 

(a) to make all detailed engineering drawings for the Development Area 
available to the Developer; and 

(b) that in the event that the City fails to do the work requested by the 
Developer, and provided that the Developer has complied with the 
terms of this Agreement, the Developer may notify the Manager of 
its intention to do the work itself, and if within seven days of receipt 
of such notice by the Manager the work has not been commenced by 
the City, the Developer shall have the right to do the work itself. 
The provisions of this Clause shall not apply where the failure by the 
City to do the work results from labour disputes, strikes, lockouts, 
Acts of God, or any cause of any kind whatsoever beyond the City's 
control. 

(2) The Developer Agrees: 

(a) to provide all utility, construction and service easements which may 
be required, at no cost to the City or any other utility agency or 
service, and to keep the said easements clear for the purposes of the 
various utility agencies; 

* 
(b) to subsequently provide and register an easement plan; 

(c) to indemnify and save harmless the City in respect to any action 
commenced against the City resulting from any activity or lack of 
activity within the Development Area other than with respect to 
those activities being conducted by the City itselc 

(d) that in the event that the Developer requires approved changes in 
services which may result from resubdivision of the Developer's 
lands within the Development Area, same shall be provided at the 
expense of the Developer. Changes requested by the Developer shall 
be in writing addressed to the Manager; 



(e) that should the Developer proceed to carry out any of the works to be 
performed herein as contemplated in Clause l l( l)b,  the Developer 
shall be solely responsible for any and all expenses and costs 
incurred in so doing. The Developer shall remit unto the City all 
charges for any works actually performed by the City within the 
Development area; and 

(0 The City shall not be liable for any damages which may be suffered 
by the Developer as a consequence of the City's failure to do any 
work as referred to in Clause 1 l(1)b. 

Part I l l  
General 

Expeditious Construction 

12. All works required to be performed by this Agreement shall be carried out as 
expeditiously as time and construction conditions permit. 

Assignment 

13. During the term of this Agreement, the Developer shall not assign this Agreement 
without the prior express written consent of the City being first obtained. Such 
consent shall not be unreasonably withheld or delayed by the City. 

Dispute Resolution 

14. In the case of any dispute between the City and the Developer arising out of the 
performance of this Agreement, or afterwards as to any matter contained in this 
Agreement, either party shall be entitled to give to the other notice of such dispute 
and demand arbitration thereof. Such notice and demand being given, each party 
shall at once appoint an arbitrator and these shall jointly select a third. The 
decision of any two of the three arbitrators shall be final and binding upon the 
parties, who covenant that their dispute shall be so decided by arbitration alone, 
and not by recourse to any court or action of law. If the two arbitrators appointed 
by the parties do not agree upon a third, or a party who has been notified of a 
dispute fails to appoint an arbitrator, then the third arbitrator andlor the arbitrator 
to represent the party in default shall be appointed by a Judge of the Court of 
Queen's Bench at the Judicial Centre of Saskatoon. The Arbitration Act, 1992 of 
the Province of Saskatchewan shall apply to any arbitration hereunder, and the 
costs of arbitration shall be apportioned equally between the parties hereto. 
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Applicable Law 

15. The laws of the Province of Saskatchewan shall apply and bind the parties in any 
and all questions pertaining to this Agreement. 

Force and Effect 

16. This Agreement shall remain in full force and effect until such time as both the 
City and the Developer have fully completed their respective obligations 
hereunder, and, for greater certainty, until such time as all Development Charges, 
fees, levies and other charges payable by the Developer to the City pursuant to the 
terms of this Agreement have been paid. 

Agreement Runs With the Land 

17. The Developer acknowledges and agrees that this Agreement runs with the land, 
and binds it, and subject to Clause 13, its successors and permitted assigns; and, 
further, agrees that the City may elect, at its sole option, to register an Interest 
based on this Agreement against the property subject to this Agreement in the 
Land Titles Registry for Saskatchewan charging all those lands comprising the 
Development Area with the performance of this Agreement. 

Notices 

18. Any notice or consent (including any invoice, statement, request or other 
comm~~nication) required or permitted to be given by any party to this Agreement 
to the other party shall be in writing and shall be delivered or sent by registered 
mail (except during a postal disruption or threatened postal disruption) or 
facsimile transmission, email or other electronic communication to the applicable 
address set forth below: 

(1) (a) in the case of Jancy Holdings Ltd. to: 

Jancy Holdings Ltd., 
511C-51st Street East 
Saskatoon, Saskatcl~ewan 
S7K 6V4 
Attention: Mr. Dave Griffin 
Facsimile: (306) 931-4549 
Email: dave@j ancy.ca 



(b) in the case of the City to: 

The City of Saskatoon 
C/O Office of the City Clerk 
222 3rd Avenue North 
Saskatoon, Saskatchewan 
S7K 055 
Attention: General Manager, 
Infrastructure Services Department 
Facsimile: (306) 975-2784. 

(2) Any notice delivered personally shall be deemed to have been validly and 
effectively given and received on the date of such delivery provided same 
is on a business day (Monday to Friday, other than a statutory holiday). 

(3) Any notice sent by registered mail shall be deemed to have been validly 
and effectively given and received on the fifth business day following the 
date of mailing. 

(4) Any notice sent by facsimile or elnail or other electronic communication 
shall be deemed to have been validly and effectively given and received 
on the business day next following the date on which it was sent (with 
confirmation of transmittal received). 

(5) Either party to this Agreement may, from time to time by notice given to 
the other party, change its address for service under this Agreement. 

Entire Agreement 

19. This Agreement constitutes the complete and exclusive statement of the 
Agreement between the parties, which supersedes all proposals, oral or written, 
and all other communications or representations between the parties, relating to 
the subject matter of this Agreement. 

Illegality 

20. If one or more of the phrases, sentences, clauses or articles contained in this 
Agreement is declared invalid by a final and unappealable order or decree of any 
court of competent jurisdiction, this Agreement shall be construed as if such 
phrase, sentence, clause or paragraph had not been inserted in this Agreement. 

Amendment 

21. This Agreement may be changed only by written amendment signed and sealed 
by authorized representatives of the parties. 



Headings 

22. The headings contained in this Agreement are inserted for convenience of 
reference only and are not to be considered when interpreting this Agreement. 

Covenants 

23. Each obligation of the City or of the Developer in this Agreement, even though 
not expressed as a covenant, is considered to he a covenant for all purposes. 

Time of Essence 

24. Time shall be of the essence of this Agreement and every part of this Agreement. 

Further Assurances 

25. The Developer and the City shall, at their own expense, promptly execute such 
further documentation to give effect to this Agreement as  the Developer and the 
City, as the case may be, may reasonably require froin time to time. 

In Witness Whereof the parties hereto have hereunto affixed their corporate seals, 
duly attested by the hands of their proper officers in that behalf, as of the day and year 
first above written. 

The City of Saskatoon 

City Clerk 

Jancy Holdings Ltd. 



Schedule "6" 

Fees, Levies and Other Charges 
Applicable to the Development Area 

The charges payable by the Developer to the City pursuant to Section 4 hereof shall be 
calculated in accordance with the rates as the Co~~ncil of The City of Saskatoon has 
established and are in general force and effect for the 2012 construction season. By way 
of illustration only, the following rates were effective for the 201 1 construction season: 

(a) Trunk Sewer Levy ..................................................... 

(b) Primary Water Main Levy ........................................ 

(c) Arterial Road Levy .................................................. 

(d) Interchange Levy 

(e) Parks and Recreation Levy ..................................... 

................................................... (f) Buffer Strip Charge 

(g) Street Signing and Traffic Controls Charge .............. 

(h) Fencing Charge ......................................................... 

(i) Street Lighting Charge .............................................. 

6) Lift Station Levy ....................................................... 

(k) Prepaid Extended Maintenance Charge .................... 

(1) Servicing Agreement Fee ........................................ 

$ 95 1.45 per front metre; 

$ 187.85 per front metre; 

$ 504.25 per front metre; 

$ 110.45 per front metre; 

$ 40.38 per front metre; 

$ 7.70 per front metre; 

$ 13.30 per front metre; 

$ 11.75 per front metre; 

$ 68.00 per front metre; 

$ 43.15 per front metre; 

$ 23.00 per front metre; 

$2,196.00 per Agreement. 

The Trunk Sewer Levy, Primary Water Main Levy, Lift Station Levy, Arterial Road 
Levy, Interchange Levy and Parks and Recreation Levy will be calculated at an area rate 
of 113 equivalent front metres per hectare for the industrial parcels over 88 metres in 
depth. Area rate: 113 x $1,834.53 = $207,640.89 per hectare. 
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Servicing Agreement 

The effective date of this Agreement is ,2012. 

Between: 

The City of Saskatoon, a municipal corporation 
pursuant to the provisions of The Citres Act, S.S. 2002, 
Chapter (2-11.1 (the "City") 

Perception Properties Ltd., a Saskatchewan 
corporation, carrying on business in the City of Saskatoon, 
in the Province of Saskatchewan (the "Developer") 

Whereas the Developer has made application to the City for the construction of 
municipal services within an area noted on a pIan attached to this Agreement and marked 
as Schedule "A" (the "Plan"); 

Whereas the City requires as a condition of development that the Developer enter 
mto an Agreement with the City respecting the installation and construction of certain 
services and other matters referred to in this Agreement; and 

Whereas the City deems it advisable and expedient to provide the facilities and 
services hereinafter agreed to be performed by the City on the condition that the 
Developer cames out its undertakings under this Agreement. 

Now therefore the City and the Developer agree as follows: 

Part l 
Introduction 

Plan of Development 

1. The Plan showing the proposed lands subject to development including Lot A, 
Blk 864, Registered Plan No. 84-S-41976, located in the City of Saskatoon, in the 
Province of Saskatchewan, in the Dominion of Canada, attached to this 
Agreement as Schedule "A" is made part of this Agreement. 



Definitions and Term 

Throughout this Agreement: 

(1) (a) "Development Area" means all that portion of the lands outlined in 
red on the Plan, having been approved for development; 

(b) "Manager" means the General Manager of the City's Infrastructure 
Services Department; 

(c) "Area I" means that portion of the Development Area outlined in 
green on the Plan which consist of approximately 137 metres of 
frontage and 1.0391 hectares of parcel land, and which is to be 
developed, and marketed sometime in the future; and 

(2) "Triggering Event" means any of the following with respect to Area I: 

(a) the issuance of a building permit; 

@) an application for subdivision; 

(c) a sale; 

(d) a lease; or 

(e) any other disposition of the land. 

Part II 
Off-Site Servicing 

City Servicing 

3. Upon the execution of this Agreement the City shall within a reasonable time: 

(1) cause the Development Area to be improved and benefited by the supply, 
placement, installation, construction, use and enjoyment of the followiilg 
direct services: 

(a) Water Main, Sanitary Sewer Mains and Storm Sewer Mains; 

@) Curbing; 

(c) Street Cutting and Paving; 

(d) Water and Sewer Connection to property line; 



all in accordance with the City's standard specifications with respect to 
industrial development. The water and sewer connection component 
clause 3(l)(d) is optional based on the Developer's preference at the time 
of actual construction; and 

(2) cause the Development Area to be improved and benefited by the supply, 
placement, installation, construction, use and enjoyment of the following 
off-site services: 

(a) TNnk Sewer Service; 

(b) Primary Water Main Service; 

(c) Arterial Road Service; 

(d) Interchange Service; 

(e) Parks Service; 

(e) Buffers; 

(f) Street Signing and Traffic Controls Service; 

(g) Fencing Service; 

(h) Planning Service; 

(i) Street Lighting Service; 

6) Lift Station Service; 

(k) Prepaid Extended Maintenance Service; 

(1) Servicing Agreement Service 

The City warrants that all such services shall be of a size and capacity sufficient to 
satisfy the servicing requirements of any and all permitted uses to be situated 
within the Development Area. 

Levies Payable by the Developer 

4. In consideration of the City providing the various services upon and in relation to 
the Development Area as specified in Section 3, the Developer shall pay to the 
City the following fees, levies and other charges: 



(1) With respect to Area I and the various construction items set forth in 
Clause 3(1) hereof, the Developer shall remit unto the City upon invoice 
the cost of design, construction engineering and construction based on the 
actual cost within the Development Area multiplied by the Developer's 
share of responsibility for the costs totaling 14.3%. The City shall bill the 
Developer for the various items within Clause 3(1) in accordance with the 
relative progress of the works; and 

(2) With respect to the City providing the various services upon and in 
relation to Area I as specified in Clause 3(2) the Developer shall pay to the 
City the following fees, levies and other charges calculated in accordance 
with and at the rates described in Schedule "B". 

(a) Tnrnk Sewer Levy; 

(b) Primary Water Main Levy; 

(c) Arterial Road Levy; 

(d) Interchange Levy; 

(e) Parks Levy; 

(f) Buffer Strip Charge; 

(g) Street Signing and Traffic Controls Levy; 

(h) Fencing Charge; 

(i) Street Lighting Charge; 

(j) Lift Station Levy; 

(k) Prepaid Extended Maintenance Charge; and 

Servicing Agreement Fee; 

(the "Development Charges") 

(3) With respect to Area I, the Developer shall pay to the City the Development 
Charges provided for in t h s  Agreement as follows: 

(a) the Developer agrees that upon any development or redevelopment 
of any portion of Area I in 2012, as is evidenced by a Triggering 
Event, the Developer shall forthwith pay to the City the Development 
Charges described in Clause 4(2) of this Agreement respecting Area 



I calculated in accordance with the rates established by the Council 
of the City for the 2012 construction season on the date of the 
Triggering Event and the Developer acknowledges that the 
determination of metre frontage shall be based upon lineal metres of 
frontage as indicated on the registered Plan of the area being serviced 
at the time of such development; 

(b) the Developer agrees that should any development or redevelopment 
of any portion of Area I be subsequent to 2012, as is evidenced by a 
Triggering Event, the Developer shall forthwith pay to the City the 
Development Charges described in Clause 4(2) of this Agreement 
respecting Area I calculated in accordance with the rates established 
by the Council of the City on the date of the Triggering Event; and 

(c) It is fiuther agreed that the Development Charges referred to in this 
Agreement are "area charges", having been calculated on the basis of 
servicing the entire neighbourhood and that no additional charges 
will be made by the City with respect to services other than as may 
be expressly provided for in this Agreement. 

Payment Dates and Interest 

< (1) All of the Development Charges and other fees, levies and charges 
payable by the Developer to the City pursuant to this Agreement shall be 
due and payable upon the various dates specified in this Agreement. 

(2) Should any amount or invoice not be paid at the times or within the period 
so specified, interest shall be payable at Royal Bank of Canada prime rate 
plus one and one-half (1% %) percent per annum on all such overdue 
amounts. In addition to any other remedy which may be available to the 
City, should any amount invoiced to the Developer not be paid within the 
times specified, the City shall upon seven days written notice to the 
Developer have the right to immediately stop construction until such 
amount or invoice has been paid. 

Retroactive Charges 

6 .  It is expressly agreed that the Developer shall be liable for and agrees to pay the 
City for all work done within the Developnlent Area, notwithstanding that title to 
any or all of the lands within the Development Area may have been sold, 
transferred or exchanged, whether prior to the execution of this Agreement or 
during the term hereof and that the provisions of this Agreement in relation to any 
such charges of whatsoever nature as may be made by the City in accordance with 
this Agreement shall be retroactive in effect. 



Letter of Credit 

Upon the execution of this Agreement, the Developer shall deposit with the City 
Clerk, City of Saskatoon, a letter of credit ("Letter of Credit") in a form 
acceptable to the City Solicitor, City of Saskatoon, from a chartered bank carrying 
on business in the Province of Saskatchewan. The Letter of Credit shall be for the 
sum of $211,000.00, and shall secure the Developer's performance of the 
provisions of this Agreement. The Letter of Credit shall be irrevocable during the 
currency of this Agreement, but may be reduced from time to time in proportion 
to the amount of services p a ~ d  for by the Developer to the City. The Developer 
shall keep the Letter of Credit current until payment for the construction of 
services provided for in this Agreement have been received by the City. 

Shallow Buried Utilities 

8. (1) The City agrees to make all necessary arrangements for the installation of 
street lighting facilities on streets within the Development Area in 
accordance with the City's standard specification for industrial 
development. Any deviation required by the Developer may result in 
additional charges. 

(2) The Developer shall have the responsibility to consult with the 
Saskatchewan Power Corporation, Saskatchewan Energy Corporation, the 
Saskatchewan Telecommunications Corporation and Saskatoon Light and 
Power of the City of Saskatoon as to the timing and construction of 
utilities within the Development Area. 

Maintenance in Accordance with The Cities Act 

9. All services and other facilities supplied, placed, installed and constructed by the 
City on, in or under any street pursuant to the provisions of this Agreement shall 
be the property of the City and shall be maintained in keeping with the provisions 
of The Cities Act. 

City's Indemnification 

10. The City will indemnify and save harmless the Developer with respect to any 
action commenced against the Developer as a result of any act or omission of the 
City upon or in relation to the City's obligations set out in this Agreement, 
including the acts or omissions of its officers, employees, servants or agents, or 
anyone for whom the City is responsible at law. 



Part II 
Development Area Servicing 

Servicing Responsibilities 

11. Except as herein expressly provided, it is agreed that the Developer shall 
determine the timing of service installation with a view to the earliest possible 
servicing of the entire Development Area, with the proviso that the views of the 
Manager with respect to sound construction practices are to prevail, and in 
particular with respect to the influence of seasonal and other weather conditions 
as they affect construction. 

(1) The City Agrees: 

(a) to make all detailed engineering drawings for the Development Area 
available to the Developer; and 

(b) that in the event that the City fails to do the work requested by the 
Developer, and provided that the Developer has complied with the 
terms of this Agreement, the Developer may notify the Manager of 
its intention to do the work itself, and if within seven days of receipt 
of such notice by the Manager the work has not been commenced by 
the City, the Developer shall have the right to do the work itself. 
The provisions of t h ~ s  Clause shall not apply where the failure by the 
City to do the work results from labour disputes, strikes, lockouts, 
Acts of God, or any cause of any kind whatsoever beyond the City's 
control. 

(2) The Developer Agrees: 

(a) to provide all utility, construction and service easements which may 
be required, at no cost to the City or any other utility agency or 
service, and to keep the said easements clear for the purposes of the 
various utility agencies; 

(b) to subsequently provide and register an easement plan; 

(c) to indemnify and save harmless the City in respect to any action 
commenced against the City resulting from any activity or lack of 
activity within the Development Area other than with respect to 
those activities being conducted by the City itself; 

(d) that in the event that the Developer requires approved changes in 
services which may result from resubdivision of the Developer's 
lands within the Development Area, same shall be provided at the 
expense of the Developer. Changes requested by the Developer shall 
be in writing addressed to the Manager; 
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(e) that should the Developer proceed to carry out any of the works to be 
performed herein as contemplated in Clause Il(l)b, the Developer 
shall be solely responsible for any and all expenses and costs 
incurred in so doing. The Developer shall remit unto the City all 
charges for any works actually performed by the City within the 
Development area; and 

(0 The City shall not be liable for any damages which may be suffered 
by the Developer as a consequence of the City's failure to do any 
work as referred to in Clause I l(1)b. 

Part Ill 
General 

Expeditious Construction 

12. All works required to be performed by this Agreement shall be camed out as 
expeditiously as time and construction conditions permit. 

Assignment 

13. During the term of this Agreement, the Developer shall not assign this Agreement 
without the prior express written consent of the City being first obtained. Such 
consent shall not be unreasonably withheld or delayed by the City. 

Dispute Resolution 

14. In the case of any dispute between the City and the Developer arising out of the 
performance of this Agreement, or aftenvards as to any matter contained in this 
Agreement, either party shall be entitled to give to the other notice of such dispute 
and demand arbitration thereof. Such notice and demand being given, each party 
shall at once appoint an arbitrator and these shall jointly select a third. The 
decision of any two of the three arbitrators shall be final and binding upon the 
parties, who covenant that their dispute shall be so decided by arbitration alone, 
and not by recourse to any court or action of law. If the two arbitrators appointed 
by the parties do not agree upon a third, or a party who has been notified of a 
dispute fails to appoint an arbitrator, then the third arbitrator andlor the arbitrator 
to represent the party in default shall be appointed by a Judge of the Court of 
Queen's Bench at the Judicial Centre of Saskatoon. The Arbitration Act, 1992 of 
the Province of Saskatchewan shall apply to any arbitration hereunder, and the 
costs of arbitration shall be apportioned equally between the parties hereto. 
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Applicable Law 

15. The laws of the Province of Saskatchewan shall apply and bind the parties in any 
and all questions pertaining to this Agreement. 

Force and Effect 

16. This Agreement shall remain in full force and effect until such time as both the 
City and the Developer have fully completed their respective obligations 
hereunder, and, for greater certainty, until such time as all Development Charges, 
fees, levies and other charges payable by the Developer to the City pursuant to the 
terms of this Agreement have been paid. 

Agreement Runs With the Land 

17. The Developer acknowledges and agrees that this Agreement runs with the land, 
and binds it, and subject to Clause 13, its successors and permitted assigns; and, 
Eurther, agrees that the City may elect, at its sole option, to register an Interest 
based on this Agreement against the property subject to this Agreement in the 
Land Titles Registry for Saskatchewan charging all those lands comprising the 
Development Area with the performance of this Agreement. 

Notices 

18. Any notice or consent (including any invoice, statement, request or other 
communication) required or permitted to be given by any party to this Agreement 
to the other party shall be in writing and shall be delivered or sent by registered 
mail (except during a postal disruption or threatened postal disruption) or 
facsimile transmission, email or other electronic communication to the applicable 
address set forth below: 

(1) (a) in the case of Perception Properties Ltd. to: 

Perception Properties Ltd., 
511C-51st StreetEast 
Saskatoon, Saskatchewan 
S7K 6V4 
Attention: Mr. Dave Griffin 
Facsimile: (306) 931-4549 
Email: dave@jancy.ca 
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(b) in the case of the City to: 

The City of Saskatoon 
C/O Office of the City Clerk 
222 3rd Avenue North 
Saskatoon, Saskatchewan 
S7K 0J5 
Attention: General Manager, 
Infrastructure Services Department 
Facsimile: (306) 975-2784. 

(2) Any notice delivered personally shall be deemed to have been validly and 
effectively given and received on the date of such delivery provided same 
is on a business day (Monday to Friday, other than a statutory holiday). 

(3) Any notice sent by registered mail shall be deemed to have been validly 
and effectively given and received on the fifth business day following the 
date of mailing. 

(4) Any notice sent by facsimile or email or other electronic communication 
shall be deemed to have been validly and effectively given and received 
on the business day next following the date on which it was sent (with 
confirmation of transmittal received). 

(5) Either party to this Agreement may, from time to time by notice given to 
the other party, change its address for service under this Agreement. 

Entire Agreement 

19. This Agreement constitutes the complete and exclusive statement of the 
Agreement between the parties, which supersedes all proposals, oral or written, 
and all other communications or representations between the parties, relating to 
the subject matter of this Agreement. 

Illegality 

20. If one or more of the phrases, sentences, clauses or articles contained in this 
Agreement is declared invalid by a final and unappealable order or decree of any 
court of competent jurisdiction, this Agreement shall be construed as if such 
phrase, sentence, clause or paragraph had not been inserted in this Agreement. 

Amendment 

21. This Agreement may be changed only by written amendment signed and sealed 
by authorized representatives of the parties. 



Headings 

22. The headings contained in this Agreement are inserted for convenience of 
reference only and are not to be considered when interpreting this Agreement. 

Covenants 

23. Each obligation of the City or of the Developer in this Agreement, even though 
not expressed as a covenant, is considered to be a covenant for all purposes. 

Time of Essence 

24. Time shall be of the essence of this Agreement and every part of this Agreement. 

Further Assurances 

25. The Developer and the City shall, at their own expense, promptly execute such 
further documentation to give effect to this Agreement as the Developer and the 
City, as the case may be, may reasonably require from time to time. 

In Witness Whereof the parties hereto have hereunto affixed their corporate seals, 
duly attested by the hands of their proper officers in that behalf, as of the day and year 
first above written. 

The City of Saskatoon 

Mayor 

City Clerk 

Perception Properties Ltd. 



Schedule "B" 

Fees, Levies and Other Charges 
Applicable to the Development Area 

The charges payable by the Developer to the City pursuant to Section 4 hereof shall be 
calculated in accordance with the rates as the Council of The City of Saskatoon has 
established and are in general force and effect for the 2012 construction season. By way 
of illustration only, the following rates were effective for the 201 1 construction season: 

(a) Tntnk Sewer Levy ..................................................... $ 951.45 per front metre; 

(b) Primary Water Main Levy ........................................ $ 187.85 per front metre; 

(c) Arterial Road Levy ................................................ $ 504.25 per front metre; 

(d) Interchange Levy ...: .......................................... $ 110.45 per front metre; 

(e) Parks and Recreation Levy ...................................... $ 40.38 per front metre; 

( Buffer Strip Charge .................. ..... ...................... $ 7.70 per front metre; 

(g) Street Signing and Traffic Controls Charge .............. $ 13.30 per front metre; 

(h) Fencing Charge ......................................................... $ 11.75 per front metre; 

(i) Street Lighting Charge .............................................. $ 68.00 per front metre; 

(j) Lift Station Levy ....................................................... $ 43.15 per front metre; 

(k) Prepaid Extended Maintenance Charge .................... $ 23.00 per front metre; 

(1) Servicing Agreement Fee ......................................... $ 2,196.00 per Agreement. 

The Tnlnk Sewer Levy, Primary Water Main Levy, Lift Station Levy, Arterial Road 
Levy, Interchange Levy and Parks and Recreation Levy will be calculated at an area rate 
of 113 equivalent front metres per hectare for the industrial parcels over 88 metres in 
depth. Area rate: 113 x $1,834.53 = $207,640.89 per hectare. 



SCHEDULE 'A' 



TO:  Secretary, Planning and Operations Committee 
FROM: General Manager, Infrastructure Services Department 
DATE: May 31, 2012 
SUBJECT: Servicing Agreement 

North Ridge Development Corporation – 11th Street West 
Montgomery Neighbourhood 

  Subdivision No. 75/11 
FILE:   CK. 4300-011-75 and IS.  4111-33     
 
RECOMMENDATION: that the following report be subm itted to City Council 

recommending: 
 
 1) that the Servicing Agreem ent (Attachment 1) with North  

Ridge Development Corporation, for a portion of the 
Montgomery Neighbourhood to cover Parcels E & F, all in 
Section 25, Township 36, Range 5, W est of the 3 rd 
meridian, be approved; and 

 
2) that His Worship the Mayor and the City Clerk be 

authorized to execute the Agreement under the corporate 
seal. 

 
BACKGROUND 
 
North Ridge Development has submitted a subdivis ion application to the City of Saskatoon to 
develop two m ulti-family parcels in the Montgomery Neighbourhood.  The dev eloper has 
requested that the City of Sask atoon enter into a servicing agreem ent to assign responsibility for 
the construction and payment of various servicing items. 
 
REPORT 
 
The Administration is recommending that an agreement be entered into to cover the development 
of Parcel E & F, all in Section 25, Township 36, Range 5, West of the 3rd meridian, subject to the 
following, which includes both standard and a number of non-standard clauses which are 
necessary due to the unique nature of the development, and have been agreed upon by the 
developer: 
 

A. Standard Items: 
 
1. The servicing of the initial develop ment area noted as Area I (Parcel F) will be 

developed immediately. 
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B. Non-Standard Items: 
 
1. That the prepaid service ra tes be such rates as th e Council of the City of 

Saskatoon had in effect for the 2008 c onstruction season as agreed upon by the 
July 21, 2010, Post Arbitration Agreem ent that is m ade part of the Servicing 
Agreement and noted as schedule “B” for the initial development area noted as 
Area I (Parcel F). 
 

2. The remaining area noted as Area II (Parcel E) will be serviced and m arketed in 
the future. 

 
3. The prepaid service r ates applied to Area II in the f uture will be suc h rates as  

approved by the Council of the City of Sa skatoon that were in effect for the 2008 
construction for a period of five years from the execution date of  the Servicing 
Agreement. 
 

 
OPTIONS 
 
There are no options. 
 
POLICY IMPLICATIONS 
 
There are no policy implications. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT 
 
The funding for any c onstruction that is the re sponsibility of the City of Saskatoon is self-
supporting and approved in the Prepaid Capital Budget. 
 
COMMUNICATIONS PLAN 
 
No communications plan is required. 
 
PUBLIC NOTICE 
 
Public Notice pursuant to Section 3 of Policy C01-021, Public Notice Policy, is not required. 
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ATTACHMENT 
 
1. Servicing Agreement. 
 
Written by: Daryl Schmidt, Land Development Manager 
 Construction & Design Branch 
 
Approved by: Chris Hallam, Manager 
 Construction & Design Branch 
 
Approved by: Shelley Korte, Manager 
 Administration Branch 
 
 
Approved by: ____ “Mike Gutek” ______ 

Mike Gutek, General Manager 
Infrastructure Services 

  Dated:  _”May 31, 2012”  
 
 
Copy to: Murray Totland 
 City Manager 
 
11th Street – Servicing Agreement 



Servicing Agreement 

The effectlve date of this Agreement is ,2012. 

Between. 

The City of Saskatoon, a mun~cipal corporation pursuant 
to the provisions of The Cities Act, S.S. 2002, Chapter 
C-11.1 (the "City") 

- and - 

North Ridge Development Corporation, a 
Saskatchcwan corporation, carrying on business in the City 
of Saskatoon, in the Province of Saskatchewan (the 
"Developer") 

Whereas the Developer has made appIication to the City for approval of a Plan of 
Subdivlston, a copy of which is attached to this Agreement and marked as Schedule "A" 
(the "Plan"), 

Whereas the City requires as a condition of approval of the Plan that thc Developer 
enter into an agreement with the City respecting the lnstallat~on and constmction of certain 
services and other matters referred to in this Agrccment: and 

Whercas the City deems it advisable that the Development Arca hc debelopcd as 
provided 111 thls Agreement, and that the Developer and the City provide thc facilities as set 
out in this Agreement 

Now therefore the Clty and the Developer agree as follows: 

Part l 
Introduction 

Plan of Proposed Subdivision 

1. The Plan showing the proposed subdivis~on of the south wcst andsouth cast quarter 
In Sectlon 25, Township 36, Range 5 ,  West of the Third Meridian, located in thc 
C ~ t y  of Saskatoon, in the Province of Saskatchewan, in the Domlnion of Canada, 
attached to this Agreement as Schedule "A" is made part of thls Agreement. 



Definitions and Term 

2. (1) Throughout this Agreement: 

(a) "Devclopment Area" means all that portion of thc lands outlined in 
red on Schcdule "A". consisting of approximately 53 1 mctres of 
frontage and 7.47 hecparcs of parccl land subjcc~ to regulatory 
approval, havc been approvcd for development; 

(b) "Manager" means the General Manager of the City's Infrastructure 
Services Dcpartmcnt; 

(c) "Area I" means that portion of thc Development Area outlined in 
yellow on the Plan which consists of approximately 170 mctres of 
frontage (2.09 hectares), and which is to he developed immediately; 

(d) "Area II" means that portion of thc Devclopment Area outlined in 
green on thc Plan which consists of approximately 361 metres of 
frontage (5.38 hectares), and which is to be developcd, serviced and 
marketed sometime in the future; and 

(e) "Triggering Event" means any of thc following with rcspect to Area 
U: 

(i) the issuance of a building permit; 

(ii) an applicalioll for subdivision; 

(iii) a sale; 

(iv) a lease; or 

(v) any other disposition of the land. 

(2) (a) The City agrecs that the Developer may request that Titlc to Area II 
(Pal-ccl E as shown on Schedulc "A") be raised initially in the name 
of a corporation affiliated with the Developer pursuant to 
Subdivision Application No. 75/11, and that the raising of Title in 
such manner will not constitute a Triggering Event. Howevcr, for 
greater certainty, the Developer acknowledges and agrees that any of 
the actions listed in Subclausc (l)(e) undertakcn by the affiliated 
corporation shall constitute a Triggering Event. 



(b) In the event Title 1s raised In the name of an affrl~ated oorporatlon, 
this Agreement shall be assigned to, and be b i n h g  upon, such 
corporation. 

Part II 
Off-Site Servicing 

City servicing 

3. Upon the execut~on of tins Agreement, thc City shall within a reasonable bme, and 
in coordination with the Developer's various stages of service construcdon, cause 
the Development Area to be improved and benefited by the supply, placement, 
installat~on. construction, use and enjoyment of the following services: 

(a) Trnnk Sewer Service; 

(b) Primary Water Main Service; 

(e) Arterial Road Serv~ce; 

(d) Interchange Service; 

(e) Parks and Recreation Service; 

(f) Street Signing & Traffic Controls Service; 

(g) Planning Service; 

(h) Street Lightrng Serv~ce; 

(i) Inspection Service; 

(j) Prepaid Extended Maintenance Servicc; and 

(k) Serv~cing Agreement Serv~cc. 

The Clty warrants that all such servlces shall be of a size and capacity sufficient to 
satisfy the servicing requirements of any and all permitted uses to be s~tuated w~thin 
the Development Area. 



Levies Payable by the Developer 

4. In consideration of the C ~ t y  prov~dlng the various services upon and m relation to 
the Development Area as spenfied in Section 4, the Developer shall pay to the City 
the product of $198,529.13 per hectare ($80,343.64 per acre) multiplied by the 
Devclopment Area. This amount 1s based upon a Post Arbrtration Agreement 
between the Crty and the Developer dated July 21,2010, attached to thls Agreement 
and noted as Schedule " B  calculated from the following fces, levles and other 
charges in accordance with the rates approved by the City for the 2008 construction 
season acknowledged as the "Development Charges". The following charges refcr 
to both Residential and Mutli-Famlly/Commcrcial developments: 

(a) Trunk Scwer Levy. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  $ 628.95 per front mztre; 

(b) Primary Water Main Levy. . . . . . . . .  $ 99.70 per front metre; 

(c) Artenal Road Levy. . . . . . . . . . . . . .  $ 456.85 per front metre; 

(d) Inteichaqe Levy. . . . . . . . . . . . . .  $ 91.95 per front metre; 

. . . . . . .  (e) Parks and Recreahon Levy. $ 273.00 pcr front metre; 

. .  (f) Street Signing & Traffic Controls. $ 13.05 per front metre; 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  (g) Planning Levy. , $ 17.80 per front metre; 

(h) Street Lighting Charge . . . . . . . . . .  $ 63.75 per front mctre; 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  (i) Inspection Levy. $ 15.75 per front metre; 

(j) Prepaid Extended 
Maintenance Charge $ 17.25 per front metre; 

@) Servicing Agreement Fec.. . . . . . . .  $2,028.00 per Agreement. 

The Trunk Sewer Levy, Pnmary Water Main Levy, Arter~al Road Levy, 
Interchange Levy and Parks and Recreation Lcvy for  multl- 
family/cornmercial land wlll be calculated at an area rate of 169 equivalent 
front metres per hectare. 
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5. (1) W ~ t h  respect to Area I, the Developer shall pay to the City the Development 
Charges provided for in this Agreement w~thin 30 days of the execution of 
this Agreement by the parties, the Developer shall pay to the City 100% of 
the Development Charges. 

(2) With respect to Arca U: 

(a) the Developer agrees that upon any development or redcvelopmcnt 
of any portion of Area II, as is evidenced by a Triggering Event, 
withm five years of the effective date of thls Agreement, the 
Developer shall forthwith pay to the City the Development Charges 
described in Section 4 of t h ~ s  Agreement respecting Area I1 
calculated as the product of $198,529.13 per hectare ($80,343.64 per 
acre) multiplied by that porhon of the Development Area; 

(b) the Developer agrces that upon any development or redcvelopmcnt 
of any portlon of Area 11, as is evidenced by a Triggering Event 
occurring five years after the effectivc date of this Agreement, the 
Developer shall forthwith pay the Development Charges noted in 
Section 4, calculated m accorctahce wlth the rates established by the 
Councll of the City on the date of the Triggermg Event; and, the 
Developer acknowledges that the dcterrnination of metre frontage 
shall be based up011 hneal metres of ffontagc as n~dlcated on the 
registered plan of the area being serviced at the hrne of such 
development. 

Payment Dates and Interest 

6 (1) All of the Development Charges and othcr fees, levies and charges payable 
by the Developer to the City pursuant to this Agreement shall be due and 
payable upon the various dates specified in this Agreement. 

(2) Should any amount or invoice not be p a d  at the times or withm the period 
so specified, interest shall he payablc at Royal Bank of Canada pr~me rate 
plus one and one-half (1 % %) percent per annum on all such overdue 
amounts. In add~tion to any other rcmedy whlch may be available to the 
City, should any amount invoiced to the Developer not be paid u~ithm the 
times specified, the City shall, upon seven days'written notice to the 
Developer, have the right to immediately stop construction until such 
amount or invoice has been paid 



Retroactive Charges 

7. The Developer achowledges that this Agreement is retroactive in effect and all 
Development Charges and other levles, fees or charges provided for in this 
Agreement shall specifically apply to any lands developed or servlces provided 
before the execution of this Agreement. 

Letter of Credit 

8. Upon the execution of this Agreement, the Developer shall deposit wlth the C ~ t y  
Clerk, City of Saskatoon, a Letter of Credit in a form acccptable to the C ~ t y  
Solic~tor, City of Saskatoon, from a chartered bank canying on business in the 
Province of Saskatchewan. Thc Letter of Credit shall be for the sum of 
$712,812 00, and shall secure the Developer's performance of the provis~ons of this 
Agreement Thc Letter of Credit shall be irrevocable durmg the currency of t h ~ s  
Agreement, but may be reduced 6-om time to time m proportion to the amount of 
constructlon and Development Charges pald. The Developer shall keep the Letter 
of Credit current unt~l completion of all constructlon of services provided for in t h ~ s  
Agreemcnt and until the full payment of all Development Charges and all other 
levics, fees and charges have bcen received by the C~ty. 

Shallow Buried Utilities 

9. (1) The City agrees to make all necessav arrangements for the mstallahon of 
street lighting facilities on streets withln the Developmcnt Area ID 

accordance with the C~ty ' s  standard specification for commcrcial 
development. Any dev~ation required by the Developer may result m 
add~t~onal charges. 

(2) The Developer shall have the rcsponsib~lity to consult with Saskatchewan 
Power Corporation, Saskatchewan Energy Corporation, Saskatchewan 
Telecommun~cations Corporation and Saskatoon Light and Power of the 
City as to thc timing and constructlon of utilities within the Developmcnt 
Area. 

Maintenance in Accordance with The Cities Act 

10. All services and other facilities supplied, placed, installed and constructed by the 
City pursuant to the provisions of this Agreement shall be maintained in keeping 
with thc provisions of The Citzes Act. 



rage 5 

City's Indemnification 

11. The City will indemnify and save harmless the Developer with respect to any action 
commenced against the Developer as a result of any act or omission of the City 
upon or in relation to the City's obligations set out in this Agreement, lncludlng the 
acts or omiss~ons of it% officers, employees, servants or agents, or anyone for whom 
the C ~ t y  is responsible at law. 

Part Ill 
Development Area Servicing 

Developer Servicing Responsibilities 

12. Except as herein expressly provided, the Developer agrces that development and 
servicing 1s its sole responsibility and it agrces to cause the Development Arca, at 
its cost, to be benefited by the supply, placemcnt, installation, stagcd construction 
and maintensnce of the follow~ng services mclud~ng pavement restoration where 
required. In the event that services are constructed in stages, the Developer will 
complete all remainmg conshxction at thc tlme the Triggering Event occurs: 

(a) Watcr Mains - A total of four 200n1m water main loops connected 
into the existing 600mm primary water main along 1 lth Srrect West 
adjacent to the Development Area n~cluding any additional hydrants; 

(b) Sanitary Sewcr Mains - A 250mm samtary sewer main Constructed 
along i l l h  Street adjacent to the Development Area connectmg Into 
the ex~sting manhole adjacent to MR4; 

(c) Stonn Sewer Mains - Provision must be made to contain storm water 
froin the Development Area w~thin the MR4 parcel dunng a ram 
event A stormwatcr runoff ratc equal to the amount generated by 
the Devclopincnt Area in its pre-developed condition will bc 
allowed Services will include a controllcd release mechanism from 
thc stored stormwater equlvalcnt to the total volume of runoEfrom 
a 1-in-100 year storm created by the new developmcnt. The amount 
of storage will be 125% of the 1-sn- I00 year storm event; 

(d) S~dewalks & Curbing shown in blue on Schedule "A"': 

(I) S~dewalk and boulevard construction along the east and west 
sidcs of Lancaster Boulevard within the Development Area; 
and 
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(ii) Sldcwalk and boulevard constmchon along the north side of 
I l th  Street extending from the eastern boundary of MR4 to 
the western boundary of the Development Area including all 
standard pedestrian crossings and sidewalk ramps. 

Developer Warranties 

13. (1) All works constnicted by the Developer pursuant to Section 12 of this 
Agreement on, in or under any street, avenue, lane, easement or other public 
place shall be the property of the City upon completion of construction. 
Such works shall be warranted and maintained by the Developer for the 
periods specified as follows: 

Water Mains 2 years from the date of Construction 
Completion Certificate; 

Sanitary Scwer Mains 2 years from the date of Construction 
Complction Certificate; 

Storm Sewer Mains 2 years from the date of Construction 
Completion Certificate; 

Service Connections 2 years from the date of Construction 
Completion Certificate; 

Sidewalks and Curbs 2 years from the date of Construction 
Completion Certificate; 

Street Paving 2 years from the date of Construction 
Complction Ccrtificate; and 

All others 2 years from thc date of Construction 
Coinplction Ccrtificate. 

A Construction Complction Certificate shall be issued on completion and 
acceptance of each phase of work. The warranty periods as outlined in this 
Subsection shall apply notwithstanding the expiration of this Agreement. 

(2) Thc Developer shall put up such bal-ricades, lights or other protection for 
persons and property as will adequately protect the public or any person in 
the neighbourhood and maintain same during the course of construction, 
and, upon the request of the Manager or the Saskatoon Police Service, shall 
improve or change same. 

(3) When the Developer has completed all of the storm sewers, sanitary sewers, 
waterworks, sidewalks and curbs and paving pursuant to any work done in 
Section 12, it may so notify the Managcr, in writing, who shall within 15 
days of such a notice, cany out the requircd inspcction, and if thc Managcr 
is satisfied on inspection that the work is substantially complcte and will not 



be materially affected by other work, he shall within 15 days issue a 
Construction Completion Certificate to that effect, and the maintcnancc 
penod for the works included in the Certificate shall start on the day the 
Certificate is issued. 

(4) Upon completion and acceptance by the Manager as required in Subcction 
13(3), the Developer shall carry out any work, by way of repair or 
replacement, as directed by thc Manager, and which the Mai~agcr acting 
leasonably deems necessary to conform to the approved plans and 
specifications: 

(a) after the issuance of the Construction Completion Certificate, the 
Dcvelopcr shall be rcsponsible for any and all repairs and 
replacement to any utilities and improvements which may become 
necessary up to the end of the maintenance periods set out in 
Subsection 13(1); 

(b) if during the constn~ction or maintenance pcriod any material defects 
become apparent in any of the utilities or improvements installed or 
constructed by the Developer under this Agreement, and the 
Manager requires repairs or rcplacements to be done, the Developer 
shall be so notified, and within a reasonable time aftcr said notice 
shall cause any repairs or replacements to be donc, and if the 
Dcvelopcr shall default. or any emergency exists, the City may 
complete the repairs or rcplacements and recover the reasonable cost 
thereof from the Developer; 

(c) the Developer shall be responsible for adjusting all hydrants and 
main valve boxes and all service valve boxes to the established 
grades as they are developed, until such time as the City issues the 
Construction Completion Certificate for the maintenance of streets 
and lanes; and 

(d) the Dcvelopcr agrees that maintenance is a continuous operation that 
must bc carried on until the expiry date of the maintenance pcriod 
for each and every utility, and that no releases from liability of any 
kind will be given until all repairs or replacements required by the 
Manager acting reasonably in his final inspection reports have been 
made. The final inspection reports shall be completed no later than 
60 days prior to the end of the warranty pcriod. A formal relcase 
will be issued upon correction of all deficiencics listed in the final 
inspection reports. 
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(5) During the maintenance periods referred to in this Agreement and 
notwithstanding any other provisions to the contrary, in the case of an 
emergency involving the breakage of a waterline or the stoppage of a sewer 
line constructed by the Developer, the City may take such emergency repair 
measures as it deems necessary, through its officers, servants or agents, on 
its behalf, to prevent damage to property, and the reasonable costs of such 
repair work shall be payable by the Developer on demand. 

Developer Covenants 

14. In relation to thc developmcnt and servicing of the Devclopment Area, the 
Developcr agrees: 

(a) that all topsoil excavated from any streets, lanes, walkways and 
easements shall be stockpiled and uscd in thc following order or 
priority: 

development of boulevards; 

( ~ i )  development of parks; and 

(iii) allocation to lots or building sites requiring additional 
topsoil. 

Ln no case shall any topsoil be removed from the Devclopmcnt Area 
without the express written pcrmission of the Manager; 

(b) utility eascment registration: 

(i) to providc all utility, construction and service easements 
which may be required, at no cost to the City or any other 
utility agency or service, and to comply with the terms of any 
eascment agreement entered into by the Developer with 
respect to such easements provided that such eascmenls shall 
not materially adversely affect the development or  the 
Development Area; 

(ii) to providc and register a utility eascment plan if required by 
the Manager; and 
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(iii) to providc for a covenant in all sale, ground lease or transfer 
agreements within the Development Area to the effcct that 
the grades set on any such easements shall not be altered 
without the prior approval of the Manager, whose approval 
will not be u~~reasonably withheld; 

(c) to indemnify and savc harnllcss thc City with respect to any action 
commenccd against the City as a result of any act or on~ission of the 
Developer in relation to the Developer's obligations set out in this 
Agreement, including the acts or omissions of its officers, 
employees, servants or agents, or anyone for whom the Developer is 
at law responsible; 

(d) that all work carried out by the Dcvelopcr shall be designed and the 
works supervised by a qualified firm of consulting engincers retained 
by the Dcvelopcr. Plans and specifications of design must be 
approved by the Manager acting reasonably, and all dcsign and work 
carried out must confom~ to the current City specifications as to 
material and construction practices for such services; 

(e) that the Devcloper shall obta~n all approvals required by 
Saskatchewan Env~ronmcnt and Resource Management and thc 
Sa~katchewan Water Corporation, together w~th  any other consent 
or approvals wh~ch may be requircd by law, copies of all such 
approvals shall bc provlded to the Manager; 

(f) to supply all necessary labour, material and equipment, and to 
construct, providc and maintain all sanitary sewers complcte with 
inanholes and all other accessorics throughout the Development 
Area; 

(g )  to supply all necessary labour, material and equipment, and to 
construct, provide and mainlaill all water mains, including valves, 
hydrants and all other accessories throughout the Development Area; 

(h) to supply all necessary labour, material and equipment, and to 
construct, provide and mainrain a storm water drainage syste~n for 
the Development Area including all storm sewer mains, piping, 
manholes, catch basins and other accessories; 

(i) to supply all necessary labour, material and equipment, and to 
construct and provide all sidewalks and curbs throughout the 
Development Area; 
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(i) to supply all nccessasy labour, mater~al and equipment, and to 
construct and provide all walkways throughout the Development 
Area; 

(k) to supply all necessary labour, matenal and equipment, and to 
construct and pave all strects and lanes as required throughout the 
Development Area; 

(1) to provide the Crty with all such detalled plans, specifications, tests 
and rccords as the Manager may reawnably requirc both before and 
after construction. The "as built" plans shall be to the City's 
standard in size, scale and form and shall be on both mylar 
transparenc~es and digital copy, and 

(m) to supply the Clty wlth proof of adequate commerc~al general 
liability insurance which includes a non-owned vehicle cndorsemerit 
and vehlcle hability msurance, m~nlinum coverage to be as follows. 

Commercial General Liability Insurance which includes a "on- 
owned vehicle endorsement: 

$5,000,000.00 for each oceun-ence 

Vehicle Liability Insurance: 

$5,000,000.00 for each occurrencc, 

which covcrage shall be maintamed throughout the duration of this 
Agreement. 

Changes in City Services 

15. In the cvent that thc Developer requires changcs m Clty services, other than those 
contemplated in this Agreement, same shall bc provlded at the cxpense of the 
Developer. Changes requested by the Developer shall be in writing addressed to the 
Manager. 



Part IV 
General 

Approval for Installation of Services 

16. The Ctty shall consider all apphcattons for approval made by the Developer as are 
requtred respecting the development and servicmg of the Development Area by the 
Developer. All approvals resulting -from the appltcatlons shall be Issued in the 
normal course, under usual conditions and m accordance wlth thc City's standard 
specificattons respectmg the class of works in questton. 

Expeditious Construction 

17. All works requlred to be performed by thls Agreement shall be carried out as 
cxpedltiously as time and construction conhtions permit. 

Assignment 

18. During the duratton of this Agreement, the Developer shall not assign this 
Ageement wlthout the prior express written conqent ofthe Qty beingfirst obtamed, 
such consent shall not be unreasonably withheld or delaycd by the City. 

Dispute Resolution 

19. In the case of any dispute between the Ctty and the Developer arising out of the 
performance of this Agreement, or aftcnvards as to any matrcr contained by this 
Agreement, either party shall be entitled to glve to the other notice of such dispute 
and demand arbitration thereof. Such notlce and demand being given, each party 
shall at once appoint an arb~trator and thcse shalljointly sclect a third. The decision 
of any two of the three arbitrators shall be final and binding upon the parties, who 
covenant that their dispute shall be so declded by arbitration alone, and not by 
recourse to any court or actlon of law. If the two arbitrators appointed by the parties 
do not agree upon a third, or a party who has been notified of a dispute fails to 
appomt an arbitrator, then the third arb~trator andlor the arbitrator to represent the 
party m dcfault shall be appointed by a Judge of the Court of Queen's Bench at the 
Judtcial Centre of Saskatoon. The Arbztratzun Act, 1992 of the Province of 
Saskatchewan shall apply to any arbitration hereunder, and the costs of arbitration 
shall be apportioned equally bctween the parties hereto. 

Applicable Law 

20. The laws of the Provlnce of Saskatchewan shall apply and bind the parties in any 
and all questions pertaining to this Agreement 
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Force and Effect 

2 1. T h ~ s  Agreement shall remain in full force and effect until such trme as both the Clty 
and the Developer have fully completed thcirrespective oblrgations hercunder, and, 
for greater certainty, until such time as all Development Chargcs, fees, lcv~es and 
other charges payable by the Developer to the City pursuant to the terms of th~s  
Agreement have been pa~d.  

Agreement Runs With the Land 

22. The Developer acknowledges and agreesthat this Agreement runs wlththe land, and 
b~nds the Developer, and subject to Sectlon 18, its successors and permitted asstgns; 
and, further, agrecs that the Clty may clect, at its sole option, to register an Interest 
based on thls Agreement against the property subject to this Agreement in the Land 
Tltles Registry for Saskatchewan charging all those lands compnsing the 
Development Arca wlth the performance of this Agreerncnt. 

Notices 

23. (1) Any notice or consent (including any involce, statement, request or other 
commun~cation) required or permitted to be glven by any party to this 
Agreement to the other party shall be in wrttlng and shall be delivered or 
sent by registered mail (except dunng a postal d~sruptkon or threatened 
postal dlsmption) or facsimile transmtsslon, cmatl or other electronic 
commumcahon to the applicable address set forth below 

(a) in the case of the City: 

The City of Saskatoon 
c/o Ofice of the City Clerk 
222 - 3'd Avenue North 
Saskatoon SK S7K OJ5 
Attention. Gencral Manager, Infrastructure Services Department 
Facsim~lc. (306) 975-2784 

(b) in the casc of the Developer: 

North Rldge Development Corporation 
3037 Farthfidl Avenue 
Saskatoon SK S7K 8B3 
Attention Mr. Wally Mah 
Facsimile (306) 242-9987 
Email: wmah@northridge.sk.ca 
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(21 Any notice delivered personally shall be deemed to have been validly and 
effectively given and received on the date of such delivery provided same 
1s on a business day (Monday to Fnday, other than a statutory hallday). 

(3) Any nobce sent by registered mail shall be deemed to have been validly and 
effectively glven and rcce~ved on the fifth busmess day EoIIow~ng thc date 
of malling. 

(4) Any notlce sent by facsimile, emall or other electronic commumcatlon shall 
be deemed to have been validly and effectively given and recctved on the 
business day next following the date on which it was scnt (with 
confirmat~on of transmittal received). 

( 5 )  Elther party to this Agreement may, from time to time by notice given to the 
other party, changc its address for service under thts Agreement. 

Entire Agreement 

24. This Agreement constitutes the complete and exclustve statement of the Agreement 
bctwecn the parties, wh~ch supersedes all proposals, oral or written, and all othcr 
communications orrepresentations between theparties, relating to the subject matter 
of this Agrecment. 

Illegality 

25.  If one or more of the phrases, sentences, clauses or articles contained m this 
Agrecment 1s declared invalid by a final and unappealable order or decree of any 
court of competentjunsdlction, thts Ageement shall be construed as if such phrase, 
sentencc, clause or paragraph had not becn inserted in this Agreement. 

Amendment 

26. This Agreement may be changed only by written amendment signed and sealed by 
authorized representatives of the parties 

Headings 

27. The headings contained in this Agreement are inserted for convenlencc of reference 
only and are not to be considered whcn interpreting this Agreement. 



Covenants 

28. Each obligation of the Clty or of the Developer m this Agreement, even though not 
expressed as a covenant, is considered to be a covenant for all purposes. 

Time of Essence 

29. Timc shall be of the essence of this Agreement and every part of this Agreement. 

Further Assurances 

30. The Developer and the C ~ t y  shall, at the~r own expense, promptly execute such 
further documentation to glve effect to this Agreement as the Developer and the 
Clty, as the case may be, may reasonably requlre from tlme to time. 

Approval of Plan of Subdivision 

31 Upon execution of t h i ~  Agreement by both partlcs, the C ~ t y  acknowledgcs that 
condition l(b) "the ownerldeveloper entenng into a development and serv~c~ng 
agreement with The City of Saskatoon" of Subdiv~sion Application 7511 1 has bcen 
met by the Developer. 

In W~tness Whereof the partles hereto have hereunto affixed their corporate seals, 
duly attested by the hands uftheir proper officers in that behalf, as of the day and year first 
abovc writtcn. 

The City of Saskatoon 

Mayor 

City Clerk 

North Ridge Development Corporation 



SCHEDULE "A" 



SCHEDULE "B" 

BETWEEN: 

NORTH RIDGE DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION 
of the City of Saskatoon, in the Province of Saskatchewan 

("NRDC") 

CITY OF SASKATOON, 
in the Province of Saskatchewan 

(the "CITY') 

Post Arbitration 

Subsequent to the arbitration to determine the compensation payable to North Ridge 
Development Corporation (NRDC) with respect to the lands required by the City for the 
Circle Drive South River Crossing Project (CDSRC), the City agrees to the following: 

1. The levy rates specified under any Development and Servicing Agreement 
required by the City consequential upon subdivision of the Remaining Lands by 
NRDC shall be $80,343.64 per acre. The city recognizes that NRDC may 
undertake a series of subdivisions of the Remaining Lands. These rates will apply 
to any subdivision where the application has been filed within 5 years of the 
approval date of the initial subdivision of the Remaining Lands, applied for by 
NRDC. Thereafter, the levy rates in force on the date of subdivision approval will 
apply. 

The Municipal Resxve Requirements will be satisfied by the City's purchase of 
2.04 acres of land by the City as shown on the Schedule attached to the Reference 
to Arbitration. Should the City and NRDC agree that the location of municipal 
reserve on the 2.04 acres is not feasible, either in whole or in part, based on future 
subdivision applications by NRDC, they will use reasonable efforts to adjust the 
location of municipal reserve lands through land exchanges or other mechanisms. 

There wi!l be no municipal reserve requirement for the Remaining Lands. 

2. The City, at its cost, will be responsible for effecting the following: 

(a) construction of a sound attenuation wall along the realigned 1 1" Street as 
part of the CDSRC project. The wall will be constructed to the equ~valent 
standard of existing sound attenuation walls in the City, 

(b) roadway construction for the extension of Lancaster Boulevard; 



(c) modification of the existing 11" Street as required; 

(d) preparation and submissicn of Development and Servicing Agreements to 
Council for approval in connection with subdivision applications of the 
Remaining Lands made by NRDC. The City recognizes the Remaining 
Lands may be developed on a staged basis; 

(e) all survey, subdivision and ISC registration fees respecting the creation of 
the realigned 1 1" Street and the extension of Lancaster Boulevard; and 

( f )  the seeding and landscaping of a11 buffer strips created. 

3. Upon application by NRDC, the City wilI process an application under the 
Official Community Plan to amend the phasing sequence of the Remaining Lands. 
NRDC acknowledges that this process involves a public hearing pursuant to the 
proulslons of The Planning and Development Act, 2007 and the Official 
Community Plan. Accordingly, the City makes no representations as to the 
outcome of such application. 

Dated at the City of Saskato 

'W OF SASKATOON 
(seal) 

RIDGE DEVELOPMENT 

er: 



TO:  Secretary, Planning and Operations Committee 
FROM: General Manager, Infrastructure Services 
DATE: May 30, 2012 
SUBJECT: Proposed Pedestrian Crossing 

Avenue W South between 11th Street West and Dudley Street 
FILE: CK. 6150-1 and IS.  6150-1       
 
RECOMMENDATION: that the following report be forwarded to City Council 

recommending that an Active Pede strian Corridor, supplem ented 
with traffic calming devices, be installed mid-block on Avenue W 
South between 11th Street West and Dudley Street according to the 
attached plan called Perm anent Traffic Calming:  Avenue W 
Midblock between 11th Street and Dudley Street (Attachment 2). 

 
BACKGROUND 
 
In June 2010, as part of the Circle Drive South Project, representatives of Cameco Corporation 
(Cameco), Petro-Canada, Graham Flatiron and Stantec met with the Administration to review the 
proposed detour for 11 th Street West.  The proposed detour  would restrict traffic westbound on 
11th Street West and detour th e traffic onto Avenue W  South.  Cameco operates two office  
buildings adjacent to Avenue W South.  The m ain office building is  located on 11 th Street West 
and the second office building is located on Av enue W South.  Em ployees cross midblock on 
Avenue W, south of 11 th Street, to commute fr om building to building daily.  The discussion 
between the stakeholders addressed the potential  impact of the detour on Ca meco’s operations 
and employees. 
 
The following items were agreed to by all parties: 
 

 The main detour route will run along D undonald Avenue/Fletcher Road/Avenue W 
South, 

 A four-way stop condition is to be installed at the intersection of  Avenue W South and 
11th Street West, 

 A three-way stop condition is to be installed at Dundonald Avenue and Fletcher Road, 
 A southbound bypass lane is to be constructed on Dundonald Avenue at Fletcher Road, 
 Additional pedestrian projective devices are to be installed at the mid-block crosswalk on 

Avenue W, South of 11th Street West, and 
 Avenue X South, Dudley Stre et, Fletcher Road and Dundonald Avenue are to be 

designated as a ‘Dangerous G oods Route’, to accommodate fu el trucks travelling to and 
from the Petro Canada facility and to avoid the Cameco Crosswalk area on Avenue  W 
South and Harold Latrace Arena, at 1347 Flet cher Road which were both identified as 
concerns by the trucking companies. 

 
REPORT 
 
The City of  Saskatoon uses two different pedest rian corridor devices to enhance pedestrian 
safety:  Pedestrian Actuated Signals and Active Pedestrian Corridor. 
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The Pedestrian Actuated Signal is  a traffic signal control for th e through-street traffic, and stop 
or yield control for side-street traffic.  The tra ffic signal can be actuated by pedestrians to create 
a gap in traffic to fac ilitate their crossing.  Pedestrian Actuated Signals have the unique  
characteristic that motorists must stop when the signal is red and cannot proceed u ntil a green 
signal is displaced.  This charac teristic makes this device most appropriate on multi-lane streets 
where other pedestrian signing and marking is not appropriate. 
 
The Active Pedestrian Corridor is  a type of crosswal k that combines both pavement markings 
signing and special illum ination.  It consists of side-mounted amber flashing beacons, signing 
and zebra pavement markings with or without advance warning signs.  The Active Pedestrian 
Corridor utilizes amber flashing beacons to notify motorists that a pedestrian is at the crosswalk 
and intending to cross. 
 
For one of t hese devices to be warranted, pedest rian and vehicle data is collected during peak 
hours.  These peak hours are m orning peak hours (8:00 am to 9:00 am ), mid-day (11:30 am to 
1:30 pm) and evening (3:00 pm  to 5:00 pm).  The da ta is used in wa rrant calculations to assess 
the need for an Active P edestrian Corridor or Pedestrian Actuated Traffic Signals.  The warrant 
for an Active Pedestrian Corridor determ ines the number of 15- minute periods of pedestrian 
activity during which the installation of this facility may prove effective at enhancing pedestrian 
safety.  A warrant of at least three 15-minute periods is required.  Similar calculations of the data 
are undertaken for a P edestrian Actuated Traffic Signals.  The m inimum requirement for the 
installation of this signal to be considered is a warrant rating of 100 points or greater. 
 
A pedestrian and vehicle study was completed on May 3, 2012 on Avenue W South between the 
two Cameco sites.  The data fr om this study was used  to determ ine if th e above pedestrian 
devices are warranted. 
 
The result of this study is outlined in Table 1.  This study was com pleted during the peak hours  
of the day when pedestrian traffic is considered to be most active. 
 

Table 1 
Avenue W South (midblock) 

 
Time Pedestrians  Vehicles 

Avenue W South 
Southbound 

Avenue W South 
Northbound 

8:00- 9:00 30 187 114 
11:30-1:30 69 211 329 
3:00-5:00 15 135 342 

Total  114 533 785 
 

All pedestrians crossing at this intersection were adults. 
 
Warrant analysis was completed for two pedestrian devices and tr affic signals.  The warrant for 
an Active Pedestrian C orridor was not m et.  Ze ro 15-minutes proved to be warranted.  The 
warrant calculation for a Pedestrian Actuated Signal produced 25 points and the warrant was not 
met.   
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The five- year (2006-2011) collis ions analysis was reviewed fo r the intersection of Avenue W 
South and 11th Street East and midblock on Avenue W South.  No collisions were reported. 
 
As a result of the detour and discussions am ong stakeholders, it was recomm ended in June of 
2010 to install an Active Pedestrian Corridor midblock on Avenue W  South between the two 
Cameo sites. The Active Pedestrian Corridor was to remain until the detour was removed.  The 
cost of the Active Pedestrian Corridor was funded by the Circle Drive South project.  In addition 
to the Active Pedestrian corridor,  temporary traffic calm ing curbs were installed.  The 
Administration requires that all m id-block crossings need to have  some kind of traffic calm ing, 
either curbs or an island, to increase the sa fety of the intersection.  The Active Pedestrian 
Corridor was installed with th e intention that it would be removed once the detour was 
completed. The detour is now removed. 
 
Cameco had made the request to maintain the Active Pedestrian Corridor and the traffic calming 
to enhance the safety of their employees (Attachment 1).  The closest crossing point is at Avenue 
W South and 11 th Street West, which is currently cont rolled with stop controls on Avenue W 
South.  This crossing point is 75 m eters away from the mid-block crossing point.  A m ajority of 
the employees exit from the backdoor of the main building on Avenue W South and choose to 
cross at mid-block since this is the shorter dist ance between the office buildings.  So me of these 
employees have disabilities and pref er to cross at m id-block as they feel it is safer for them  to 
cross at a location where there is a protected device. 
 
Even though the location doesn’t warrant eith er of the above pedestrian devices, the 
Administration supports the request by Ca meco to maintain the Active Pedestrian Corridor 
device as it does not interfere with traffic opera tions on the roadway, nor does it have a negative 
impact on traffic safety in the area. 
 
According to the T raffic Safety Act, a d river of a vehicle shall stop  the vehicle and yield the 
right-of-way to the pedestrian where there is a cl early marked pedestrian crosswalk .  There is 
typically less compliance with this righ t-of-way rule at m id-block crossings; therefore, the 
administration requires traffic calm ing to be perm anently installed to ensure awareness.  The 
curb extensions improve the visibility of the pe destrians.  Attachment 2 is a plan showing the 
proposed mid-block crossing improvements. 
 
Since this location does not meet the requirements set out in Policy C07-018 – Traffi c Control at 
Pedestrian Crossings, the Administration is requiring that Ca meco be responsible for the cost of 
the installation of the traffic calming devices, estimated to be $65,000, and to  fund the Active 
Pedestrian Corridor at a cost  of $10,000.  The City will in clude the work in the N eighborhood 
Traffic Management Program construction (Capital Project 1512) for 2012. 
 
OPTIONS 
 
No other options were considered. 
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FINANCIAL IMPACT 
 
The cost of installing the pedestrian corridor permanently, as well as the perm anent traffic 
calming, (estimated at $75,000 total) will be p aid for by Cameco. Actual construction costs will 
be billed upon completion. 
 
POLICY IMPLICATIONS 
 
The improvements to the mid-block crosswalk locations at Avenue W South between 11th Street 
West and Fletcher Road does not meet the guidelines set out in Policy C07-018 – Traffic Control 
at Pedestrian Crossings. 
 
ATTACHMENTS 
 
1. Letter from Cameco 
2. Plan showing crossing area and curb extensions 
 
Written by: Shirley Ann Matt, Manager, Traffic Management Engineer 
  Transportation Branch 
 
Approved by: Angela Gardiner, Manager 
  Transportation Branch 
 
 
Approved by:  “Mike Gutek”   
  Mike Gutek, General Manager 
  Inf rastructure Services 
  Dated:  “May 31, 2012” 
 
Copy to: Murray Totland 
  City Manager 
 
PO SM Ave W - Cameco 
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Cameco 

April 26,2012 

VIA EMAIL 

Angela Gardiner 
Manager, Transportation Branch 
Infrastructure Services Department 
City of Saskatoon 
City Hall 
222-31d Avenue North 
Saskatoon, SK S7K OJ5 

CAMEO0 CORPORATION 

Corporate Office 
2121 - 11th Street West 
Saskatoon, Saskatchewan 
Canada S7M U3 

Tel 306.956.6200 

Fax 306.956.6201 

w.camew.com 

Dear Ms. Gardimer: 

Pedestrian Crosswalk at Avenue W 

The safety of our people is one of Cameco's Core Values. Cameco is committed to keeping 
people safe and continually improving the safety of its workplace. Cameco is hereby formally 
requesting approval to change the temporary pedestrian crosswalk located at Avenue W, between 
Cameco's Corporate Office and its Operations Centre into a permanent crosswalk. 

To provide some context for this request, Cameco currently employs approximately 905 
employees and contractors in our Saskatoon locations. Cameco constructed the Operations 
Centre in 2009 to accommodate growth. Now, Cameco's Corporate Office, Operations Centre 
and Annex A/B facilities can accommodate 790 employees. This pedestrian crosswalk is used 
by Cameco employees and contractors located in not only the Corporate Office and Operations 
Centre, but also buildings identified as Annex A/B, which are located adjacent to the Operations 
Centre. With the high number of employees who utilize the crosswalk and the high volume of 
vehicle traffic on Avenue W, a permanent midblock crosswalk is required. 

The following is a chronology leading up to the installation of the temporary crosswalk currently 
located at Avenue W: 

In 2007, during the initial planning stages for the Operations Centre, Cameco's facilities 
department engaged Ciosby Hanna & Associates to look at midblock crossing options. 
The first discussions with the City of Sasltatoon for a midblock crossing began in 
December 2007. Initially, Cameco's request was denied on the basis that these types of 
crossing were not the norm because they impeded traffic flow. 
In subsequent meetings with the City, Cameco explained that possibly up to 1400 
personnel per day would cross Avenue W between the buildings. On this basis, the City or 
Saskatoon decided to review its midblock crossing option for Cameco. 

NUCLEAR. The Clean Air Energy. 



Ms. Angela Gardiner 
April 26,2012 

In fact, as a result of a number of near misses with pedestrian traffic from the existing 
Annex AIB, we asked the City to consider installation of the crosswalk prior to Cameco 
occupying the new Operations Centre. 
In June and July 2008, the City of Saskatoon completed a site inspection and collection of 
traffic data on Avenue W. ARer analyzing this data, the City determined that the 
applicable criteria was not met for either a controlled midblock crosswalk, or a controlled 
intersection at 1 lth Street and Avenue W, but it could be re-evaluated after our new 
building was occupied. 
In December 2008, after another number of near misses, the City agreed to an uncontrolled 
accessible crossing corridor (lines painted on the pavement with ramps at each end) without 
lights or traffic calming (bulb outs). The City agreed to install the uncontrolled corridor in 
the spring of 2009, and requested another survey be conducted for pedestrian counts in 
September 2009. 
In spring of 2010, Avenue W was identified to be a detour for 11'' Street traffic during the 
South Bridge project. Discussions continued with the City regarding the increased traff~c 
and safety of our employees. Drawings for the crossing were resurrected, modified and 
submitted to the City in June for review and approval. 
In June 2010, Cameco was told that permanent bulb outs could not be installed until 2012 
because new storm sewer and drain patterns would need to be established through road 
work and installation of additional catch basins. A street closure and detour during this 
construction would be required. However, as a result of the increased traffic, the City 
agreed to install a controlled midblock crossing with solar powered pedestrian lights 
(installed June 2010) and temporary curbs (November 2010) for the duration of the detour. 
On November 8,201 1, Cameco met with City representative Shirley Matt who relayed that 
the temporary curb bulbs need to be removed and permanent ones installed. Cameco was 
told that if we h d  the project, the City would construct it and the pedestrian activated 
lighting would remain. The City would provide a cost and concept to Cameco. Our 
consultants, Crosby Hanna & Associates, forwarded drawings for the proposed work to the 
City for coordination and City of Saskatoon design base information on November 11, 
201 1. The City advised that this work would not take place until the summer of 2012. 
On April 19,2012, Ms. Matt advised Cameco via email that the midbloclc crosswalk on 
Avenue W does not meet the City's pedestrian policy and to become permanent would 
require Council approval. The City would require a formal written request from Cameco, 
including a commitment to cover all costs related to the supply of materials and labour for 
the permanent crossing. Ms. Matt provided an estimated cost of approximately $75,000 for 
this project. 

As a result of this direction, please consider this letter as our written fotmal request for the 
permanent crosswalk. Also, Cameco commits to paying for the cost of the crosswalk devices 
and curb extensions. 

sincerely, e ,/p', 

Darrell Bast 
Director, Facilities 

c: Liam Mooney- SHEQ Helen Christensen- Facilities 
Sheryl Fox- IC & GR Marilyn Gould- Crosby Hanna 
Kaylynn Schroeder- HR Shirley Matt- City of Saskatoon 

Jamie Miley- IC 81. GR 
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TO:  Secretary, Planning and Operations Committee 
FROM: General Manager, Infrastructure Services 
DATE: May 30, 2012 
SUBJECT: Capital Project 1036 – Traffic Signals New Locations 
  Installation of Traffic Signals - 2012 
FILES: CK. 6250-1; IS. 6280-01_______   
 
RECOMMENDATION: that a report be submitted to City Council for its information. 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
Infrastructure Services prepares and submits an annual report to City Council outlining the list of 
intersections in the city that meet the criteria for installation of traffic signals.  The report also 
advises where signals will be installed as part of major roadway construction (funded from the 
individual capital projects) and/or in or around new neighbourhoods (funded from land 
development levies or other direct development charges). 
 
The report includes a priority list of intersections that warrant the installation of traffic signals 
and a recommendation which priority intersections to signalize based on t he availability of 
funding allocated to Capital Project 1036 – Traffic Signals New Locations.  The priority list is 
developed using a s ignal warrant calculation system, which incorporates factors such as 
vehicular and pedestrian volumes, roadway characteristics, speed, traffic conflicts, pedestrian 
demographics, crossing exposure, etc. 
 
The objective of this capital program is to select and retrofit an existing intersection(s) where 
traffic volumes have grown to the point where the current traffic controls no longer adequately 
serve the demand.  T here was no funding allocated to Capital Project 1036 to signalize new 
intersections in 2012.  However, included below is a discussion on the 3 l ocations currently 
being considered for installation. 
 
 
REPORT 
 
Based on the calculated priority points and engineering analysis, the Administration maintains a 
priority list of intersections that are considered for signal installation under the Capital Project 
1036.  Table 1 shows the 3 locations currently being considered for signalization. 
 

Table 1:  2012 Traffic Signal Priority List 

Ranking Intersection Classification Present Control 

1   Preston Avenue & Main Street  Arterial - Collector Four-Way Stop 
2   Lorne Avenue & Ruth Street Arterial - Arterial Four-Way Stop 
3  Clarence Avenue & Wilson Crescent Arterial - Collector Four-Way Stop 
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The signal warrant calculation system alone does not provide sufficient information in order to 
make a final decision on whether to install a traffic signal at a specific location, and does not 
replace the need for experienced and objective analysis on a site-by-site basis.   
 
The installation of traffic signals alone does not guarantee a reduction in collision rates and, in 
fact, the number of collisions may increase, if traffic signals are installed when not required. 
 

Preston Avenue and Main Street 
 
Preston Avenue is classified as a major arterial roadway carrying approximately 13,000 vehicles 
per day, while Main Street is classified as a minor collector with an average traffic volume of 
3,000 vehicles per day.  Traffic is currently controlled by four-way stop signs. 
 
Based on existing traffic volumes, this intersection meets the criteria for the installation of traffic 
signals and it is ranked first on t he current priority list.  Infrastructure Services recently 
conducted the study and review of the entire Preston Avenue corridor, from 14th Street to Circle 
Drive South.  The final report for the study is currently being finalized and will be presented to 
City Council for approval and funding for construction and installation. 
 
As part of the study, this intersection has been identified for traffic control modifications and/or 
upgrades and the funding will be sought for construction in 2013 as part of the corridor project. 
 
Lorne Avenue and Ruth Street 
 
Both Lorne Avenue and Ruth Street are classified as minor arterial roadways with each carrying 
approximately 10,000 vehicles per day.  The intersection is currently controlled by four-way stop 
signs. 
 
Based on existing traffic volumes, this intersection meets the criteria for the installation of traffic 
signals and it is ranked second on the current priority list.   
 
The four-way stop control operates satisfactorily, except during the rather short morning and 
afternoon peak periods, however, traffic signals would be a benefit to help move queues during 
special events held at the Prairieland Exhibition Park.  Traffic volumes in this area are expected 
to grow in the future with the completion of the Circle Drive South project, therefore, a 
determination of the suitability of signals or other intersection efficiency improvements will 
become more evident at that time. 
 
The existing intersection geometry (i.e. lane capacity) is inadequate to support the installation of 
traffic signals at this time, therefore, improvements would need to be carried out prior to, or in 
conjunction with signal installation, if that option is determined to be the best.  
 
A comprehensive review of this intersection will be undertaken after the completion of the Circle 
Drive South project to evaluate alternatives and determine the best solution.  O nce the 
intersection review is complete and an estimated cost of the recommended intersection 
modifications is established, funding will be sought for construction/installation.  
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Clarence Avenue & Wilson Crescent 
 
Clarence Avenue is classified as a minor arterial roadway carrying approximately 13,000 
vehicles per day, while Wilson Crescent is classified as a major collector with an average traffic 
volume of 4,000 vehicles per day.  Traffic is currently controlled by four-way stop signs. 
 
Based on existing vehicle traffic volumes, this intersection meets the criteria for the installation 
of traffic signals and it is ranked third on the current priority list.  This intersection has in recent 
years experienced increase in volume and congestion primarily due to the commercial 
development in Stonebridge. In addition to this major traffic generator, the establishment of a 
school in the north east corner of the intersection further emphasized the need for traffic signals 
to enhance the safety of pedestrians 
 
Administration is recommending the installation of traffic signals at this intersection in 2013, to 
be funded from Capital Project 1036 – Traffic Signals New Locations.  
 
Complete List of New Signals in 2012 
 
Table 2 lists all locations where the installations of traffic signals are planned in 2012, along with 
the source of funding. 
 

Table 2: Complete List of Locations for 2012 Signal Installation 
 

Location Funding Source 
11th Street & Circle Drive West Circle Drive South Project 
11th Street & Circle Drive East Circle Drive South Project 
11th Street & Dudley Street Circle Drive South Project 
Lorne Avenue & Circle Drive North Circle Drive South Project 
Lorne Avenue & Circle Drive South Circle Drive South Project 
Preston Avenue & Circle Drive North Circle Drive South Project 
Preston Avenue & Circle Drive South Circle Drive South Project 
McOrmond Drive & Addison Road Prepaid Land Development Reserve 
Marquis Drive & Thatcher Avenue CP 2244 - IS Credit Union Centre Access 
Marquis Drive & Bill Hunter Avenue CP 2244 - IS Credit Union Centre Access 
* Marquis Drive & Hwy 16 CP 2244 - IS Credit Union Centre Access 
Marquis Drive & Millar Avenue CP 1463 – Arterial Road Reserve – Marquis Dr 
22nd Street & Dalmeny Grid East CP 2003 Hwy 14 / Hwy 7 Grade Separation 
22nd Street & Dalmeny Grid West CP 2003 Hwy 14 / Hwy 7 Grade Separation 
22nd Street & Avenue R (PA) CP 0631 – Traffic Safety Improvements 
22nd Street & Avenue M (PA) CP 0631 – Traffic Safety Improvements 
25th Street & Ontario Avenue CP 2000 – 25th Street Extension 
Idylwyld Drive & 25th Street  CP 2000 – 25th Street Extension 

33rd Street & Avenue K  
CP 2446 – Pedestrian upgrades and enhanced 
pedestrian safety 

*Pending approval from the Ministry of Highways and Infrastructure for installation of these signals  
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POLICY IMPLICATIONS 
 
There are no policy implications. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT 
 
The cost for installation of traffic signals is approximately $135,000 per intersection.  There is no 
approved funding in Capital Project 1036 - Traffic Signals New Locations for 2012. 
 
PUBLIC NOTICE 
 
Public Notice, pursuant to Section 3 of Policy No. C01-021, Public Notice Policy, is not 
required. 
 
 
Written by: Lanre Akindipe, P.Eng 

Transportation Branch 
 

Approved by:  Angela Gardiner, Manager 
  Transportation Branch  
 
 
Approved by:    “Mike Gutek”   
  Mike Gutek, General Manager 
  Infrastructure Services Department 
 Dated: “May 31, 2012”  
 
Copy to: Murray Totland 
  City Manager 
 
PO LA New Signals Locations 
 
 



TO:  Planning and Operations Committee 
FROM: General Manager, Infrastructure Services Department 
DATE: May 31, 2012 
SUBJECT: Riversdale Local Area Plan (LAP) 

19th Street West from Avenue D to Avenue K  
FILE:   CK. 4000-13, CK. 6320-1, IS. 6150-1, and IS. 6350-1  
 
RECOMMENDATION: that the following repo rt be submitted to City  Council fo r its 

information. 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
City Council, at its m eeting held on May 20, 2008, considered a re port of the General Manager, 
Community Services Department, dated April 15, 2008, r egarding the Riversdale Local Area Plan 
(LAP) Final Report and resolved, in part, that the Administration commence implementation of 
the recommendations as outlined in the Plan. 
 
Section 4.4 of the LAP states: 

 
“That the I nfrastructure Services Depa rtment, Municipal Engineering Branch 
determine if traffic calm ing measures, enhanced pedestrian crosswalks, and 
designated parking sites are warranted on 19 th Street West from Avenue D to K 
South, and report findings to the Rivers dale Community Association, and to the 
Planning and Operations Committee.” 

 
REPORT 
 
Due to their differing roadway classifications, 19 th Street West was divided into two sections for 
the purpose of this review:  Avenue D South to Avenue H South, a nd Avenue H South to 
Avenue K South. The intersectio n of Avenue H South and 19 th Street already has ful l traffic 
signals, which is the highest form of pedestrian a nd traffic control available.  The results a re as 
follows. 
 
19th Street West from Avenue D South to Avenue H South 
From Avenue D South to Avenue H South, 19 th Street West is classified as a m inor arterial 
roadway with a speed lim it of 50 kph.  Minor arte rial roadways can be e xpected to carry up to 
25,000 vehicles per day (vpd).  All intersections from Avenue D South to Avenue G South are 
four-legged intersections with two-way stops giving right-of-way to 19th Street West. 
 
A traffic volume and speed study along 19th Street West between Avenue F South and Avenue E  
South was conducted in July 2011.  The 85 th percentile speed (the speed at which 85 percent of 
the vehicles are travelling at or less than) was measured at 57 kph.  Ideally, it is desirable for th e 
85th percentile speed to be no m ore than 5 kph above the speed lim it.  The average daily traffic  
(ADT) volume was measured at 6,400 vpd.  Traffic volumes along 19 th Street West are within 
the expected range for a m inor arterial roadway.  However, speeds are not within 5 kph of the 
posted speed limit. 
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Traffic calming devices are often used along local and collector roadways to reduce speeding, to 
enhance safety for pedestrians, and to reduc e short cutting through re sidential neighbourhoods.  
Traffic calming measures are typically not recommended on arterial  roadways, unless in special 
circumstances, such as a m arked school zone.  B ecause arterial roadways are desig ned to carry 
large traffic volum es, implementation of traffic calming devices on arterial ro ads can lead to  
several disadvantages and safety issues, such as: 
 

 Increase in shortcutting vehicles – The inconvenience and discom fort of the traffic 
calming features on arterial roads m ay encourage drivers  to use alte rnatives and 
displace traffic to neighbouring lo cal roads.  In the case of 19 th Street West, 
installation of traffic calming may promote vehicles to shortcut along nearby side 
streets, in order to avoid being slowed down. 

 Additionally, delay in  emergency services response tim es; Arterial roads are  
important routes for emergency services.  Each measure increases emergency services 
response times and makes it difficult to achieve the response times required of them. 

 
19th Street West from Avenue D South to Avenue H South functions as a four-lane arterial 
roadway.  Installation of typical traffic calming measures, such as curb extensions, would restrict 
the curb lanes, resulting in traffic congestion and decreases in levels-of-service. 
 
While traffic calm ing measures are not reco mmended at this tim e, the Adm inistration does 
recognize the high level of  pedestrian traffic al ong this section of 19 th Street West.  In order to 
increase pedestrian safety, the Administration will upgrade all existing standard crosswalks from 
Avenue D South to A venue G South along 19 th Street West to zebra crosswalks.  Zebr a 
crosswalks have an advantage over standard crossw alks as they provide increased visibility to 
both pedestrians and motorists due to increa sed pavement markings.  These upgrades are 
illustrated in Attachment 1.  Additionally, the Adminsitration has provided the Saskatoon Police 
Services (SPS) the speed data to assist in speed enforcement activities in the area.   
 
Parking along 19 th Street W est from Avenue D South to Avenue H South St reet is not 
recommended.  This section of roadway is too narrow to accommodate on-street parking and still 
facilitate traffic flow.  On-stree t parking would require two of the f our traffic lanes and, 
therefore, create congestion.  
 
19th Street West from Avenue H South to Avenue K South 
19th Street West is classified as a local road way with a speed lim it of 50 kph from Avenue H 
South to Avenue K South.  Local roadways can be expected to carry up to 5,000 vehicles per day 
(vpd).  All intersections from  Avenue I South to  Avenue K South are four-legged intersections 
with two-way stops giving right-of-way to 19 th Street W est.  A standa rd crosswalk curren tly 
exists at Optimist Park, Avenue J South, where hi gher levels of pedestrian activity are expected 
on the local roadway. 
 
A traffic volume and speed study along 19 th Street West between Avenue I South and Avenue J 
South was conducted in July 2011.  The 85 th percentile speed (the speed at which 85 percent of 
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the vehicles are travelling at or  less than) was measured at 50 kph.  As previously mentioned, it 
is desirable for the 85 th percentile speed to be  no more than 5 kph above the speed lim it.  The 
ADT volume was measured at 960 vpd.  Traffic volum es and speeds along 19 th Street West are 
within the expected range fo r a local roadw ay. Therefore, the Ad ministration does not 
recommend any further changes at this time. 
 
There are currently no park ing restrictions along 19 th Street W est from Avenue H South to 
Avenue K South.  During the site investigation it was noted that sufficient on-street parking was 
available, therefore, Infrastructure Services does not recommend changes. 
 
The Administration has forwarde d a copy of this report to  the Riversdale Community 
Association and the Riversdale Business Improvement District for their information. 
 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
There are no environmental implications. 
 
PUBLIC NOTICE 
 
Public Notice pursuant to Section 3 of Policy. C01-021, Public Notice Policy, is not required. 
 
ATTACHMENT 
 
1. Plans 210-0042-034r001  
 
Written by: Justine Nyen, Traffic Engineer 
  Transportation Branch 
 
Approved by: Angela Gardiner, Manager 
  Transportation Branch 
 
Approved by:  “Mike Gutek”   
  Mike Gutek, General Manager 
  Inf rastructure Services 
  Dated:   “May 31, 2012” 
 
Copy to: Murray Totland 
  City Manager 
 
PO JN Riversdale-19th St.doc 
 





TO:  Secretary, Planning and Operations Committee 
FROM: General Manager, Infrastructure Service Department 
DATE: June 4, 2012 
SUBJECT: Condition of Back Lane of 1100 Block McMillan Avenue 
FILES: CK. 6315-1; IS 6000-9-1 and IS 6315-1  
 
RECOMMENDATION: that the following report be submitted to City Council 

recommending that the information be received. 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
City Council received communication directly from Syl and Ivadelle Kulyk regarding the back 
lane on the 1100 block of McMillan Avenue (Attachment #1), and requested that the matter be 
referred to the Administration for a report. 

 
 
REPORT 
 
The Kulyk’s and the Adminstration have communicated over the years regarding the gravel lane 
on public right of way on McMillan Avenue.  The lane on the 1100 block of McMillan Avenue 
was built to a gravel standard roughly 50 years ago (1962) and has served the community as such 
since then.  Gravel lanes are bladed up to once per year and capital funding has been allotted to 
rebuild failed gravel lanes to a gravel standard each year, and this funding is spread equally by 
ward.  There is currently no capital program funded by City Council to upgrade gravel lanes to a 
paved standard.  As outlined in the communication to the Kulyk’s (Attachment #2), the City does 
permit adjacent residents to upgrade the standard of back lane right of way.  This option allows 
residents to pay for the upgrade; as in all developments, the ‘City’ does not pay for direct 
infrastructure, but rather these costs are borne by the developer and included in the lot prices. 
 
The Administration contacted Oliver Lodge (Attachment #5), and they are currently not 
interested in funding upgrades to the back lane, and the residents have not approached us with 
pursuing this option either. 
 
As outlined in the attachments, the Administration rates this lane in good condition, performing 
as a gravel lane can be expected to perform. 
 
To pave the portion of the 1100 block of McMillan to the Kulyk’s request without prioritizing it 
against any other locations is estimated at $70,000 ($466/m) as a stand alone job, with current 
market pricing. 
 
OPTIONS 
 
No other options were considered.  City Council could direct the Administration to bring forward 
pricing and logistics for service level improvements for lanes; however, with the infrastructure 
deficit in the capital rehabilitation of the paved street network, the Administration would not be 
able to fund such improvements without cuts to other programs or increased taxation. 
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POLICY IMPLICATIONS 
 
There are no policy implications. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT 
 
Any increase in level of service or capital upgrade would most likely involve increases in 
taxation, as currently lanes are a mill rate program funded by all rate payers, not just those with 
gravel lanes. 
 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
There are no environmental implications. 
 
PUBLIC NOTICE 
 
Public Notice pursuant to Section 3 of Policy No. C01-021, Public Notice Policy, is not required. 
 
ATTACHMENTS 
 

1. Communications to Council, Syl and Ivadelle Kulyk, May 10, 2012, Condition of Back 
Lane of 1100 Block McMillan Avenue 

2. Letter to Syl and Ivadelle Kulyk, July 25, 2011, from Mike Gutek, Infrastructure Services 
regarding Back Lane – 1100 Block McMillan Avenue 

3. Acknowledgement from the Mayor to Syl and Ivadelle Kulyk dated November 10, 2010 
4. Correspondence from Syl and Ivadelle Kulyk to the Mayor dated November 1, 2010 
5. Correspondence from Angela Gardiner, Infrastructure Services to Mr. W Randall Rooke, 

Oliver Lodge Special Care Home dated August 3, 2011 
 
Written by: Mike Gutek, Infrastructure Services 
 
Approved by:  “Mike Gutek”   
  Mike Gutek, General Manager 
  Infrastructure Services 
  Dated:   “June 5, 2012”  
 
Approved by:  “Murray Totland”  
  Murray Totland 
  City Manager 
  Dated:   “June 5, 2012”  
 
 
PO MG Kulyk McMillan Lane 



Office of the City Clerk 

To: General Manager, 
Infrastructure Services 

From: Janice Mann 
City Clerk 

Date: May 30,2012 

Phone: 3240 

Our File: CK. 6315-1 

Your File: 

Re: Communicatious to Council 
From: Syl and Ivadelle Kulyk 
Date: May 10,2012 
Subject: Condition of Back Lane of 1100 Block McMillan Avenue 

City Council, at its meeting held on May 28,2012, considered the above-noted letter with respect 
to the above. Council passed a motion that the matter be referred to the Administration for a 
report. 

The letter referred to above is attached. 

I have advised Mr. and Ms. Kulyk of Council's action. 

Attachment 

Memorandum 



May 10,2012 

1 109 McMillan Ave. 
Saskatoon, Sk. 
S7L 2T9 

To: His Worship the Mayor and Members of City Council 

Re: West back Lane of 11 00 block McMillan Ave. 

Dear Mr. Mayor and Members of City Council: 

We were told by a reliable source to write a letter to city council explaining our back lane 
situation. 
We moved into our house 49 112 years ago and watched the area grow as Oliver Lodge 
moved in at the same time. In the 1970's Oliver Lodge expanded resulting in having a 
parking lot in our lane. Our lane was designed wrong from the start with drainage and 
pot holes an ongoing problem. At one of the c o m m ~  meetings a few years ago it was 
pointed out to us that there should be a catch basin and ideally a paved lane. There are no 
minutes of those meetings so there are no records ofthat discussion 
Oliver Place and the staff at Oliver Lodge have a total of 45 parking spaces that are used 
daily. This is a lot of traffic during the day and evening in this back lane. The residents of 
1109,1107,1105,1103 all have 2-cargarages. The residents at 1101 & 1019 each have 
single car garages. All use the lane daily. 
We were told by Mr. Mike Gutek that we will have the lane graded once this summer. 

This is insufficient because with daily trac and rear garbage pick up this lane warrants 
either being paved or a good wrap put on it to permit good drainage. We did have it 
graded on May 9,2012. This helped smoothen out the holes but the drainage will remain a 
problem every time it rains. 
We wo~dd like city council to have this situation handled as a community district 
improvement project. We have always been strong supporters of  liver place with their 
growth in the staff the usage of this lane has increased substantially. There are also 
underground drains from the Oliver Lodge parking lot draining unto the lane. 
Recently we spoke with a former city employee and he was amazed it's STILL an 

ongoing problem and nothing has been done with this lane. 
Please consider this request for improving this back lane. 
Thank you for your time and consideration with respect to this request. 

Sincerely yours, 



#& r + z  c i g y  of 

Saskatoon 222 3"Ayenue North Sakitoon, Saskatchewan S7K O M  

Infrastmcture Services Phone (306)975-2454 Fax (306) 975-297 I 

Department 
July 25,201 1 
File No. 6000-9-1 

Syl and Ivadelle Kulyk 
11 09 McMillan Avenue 
Saskatoon, SK S7L 2T9 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Kulyk: 

Re: Back Lane - 1100 Block McMiIlan Avenue 

Further to our conversations and your letter dated November 1, 2010, to His Worship the Mayor, 
regarding the back lane between your house and Oliver Lodge, in Hudson Bay Park, I apologize for the 
delay in responding officially. 

With respect to the J a n u q  28, 2009 Ward 4 meeting, I can confirm there is currently no City funding 
available to pave this lane, or any other existing lane. I realize that this may be contrary to what may 
have been discussed at the meeting. If the adjacent property owners wish to have the lane paved it would 
be done so at their sole cost. The City would provide the design and required standards, and could also 
provide consti-uction inspection and site surveying at no charge. 

I appreciate the situation with respect to the Oliver Lodge employeeslpatrons utilizing this lane to access 
their property. The Infrastructure Services Department will contact them to explain the situation, and 
encourage them to investigate whether funding could be provided to assist in upgrading the lane to a 
paved standard. 

With respect to drainage and lane condition, I reside less than a block from this location and am, 
therefore, fortunate to be able to drive the lane reguIarly on my time off, including during rain events. 
Aside from the re-grading that will take place to rectify the changes from the Oliver Lodge construction, 
the ch.ainage appears to be working well, with the water following the lane to McMillan. Driving 
conditions are in line with what is considered a reasonable standard far gravel lanes. 

upgrade this lane, I will be sure to advise you immediately 

General Manager -1 

CC: His Worship the Mayor 
Councillor Myles Heidt 

Attachments 



- < 
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DONALD J. ATCHISON 
MA- 

November 10,20 10 

Syl & Ivadelle Kulyk 
1 109 McMillan Avenue 
Saskatoon, SK S7L 2T9 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Kulyk: 

This is to acknowledge receipt of your letter dated November 1,2010 expressing concern about 
the back lane of the 1100 block of McMilIan Avenue. 

By copy of this letter, I am forwarding your correspondence on to the General Manager of the 
Infrastructure Services Department for further handling. You will be hearing further from the 
City in due course. 

Thanlc you for your letter. 

Sincerely, 

Donald J. Atchison 
Mayor 

&y: Mike Gutek, General Manager, Infrastructure Services Department 

Ci t y  Hall r 222 - 3rd Avenue North. Saskatoon. Saskatchewan 57K OJ5 Phone (3~35) 975 3202 * Fax (306) 975-3144 



Mayor D m  Atchinson 
Office of the Mayor 
222-3d Ave. North 
Saskatoon,Sk. S7K OJ5 

Dear Mayor Atchinson: 

Re: West back lane 1100 Block McMilan Ave. Saskatoon,Sk. 

We would l i e  to draw your attention to this section of the back lane as it appears that phone calls to the 
City of Saskatoon are not getting us any answers. 
This back lane has been a problem for drainage from the day we moved here in Oct. 1962. We would like 
to draw your attention to the following: 

a) On Jan. 28,2009, we met at Momi Royal High School for a Ward 4 meeting. At that meeting the back 
lane situation was discussed. We were told that the lane is graded the m n g  way and would Lm corrected 
once the construction at Oliver Lodge was completed We were aIso told that a catch basin would be 
installed and the lane would be paved 

b) Since the lane is used daily as a street by the residents and the staff to access the parking lot, there is an 
large amount of M c .  In the snmmer we have to endure a large amount of dust. When it rains or snows 
the lane becomes a mess. Presently in a very messy state. Doug Peters, fiom the City, agreed 

c) The lane is used by six residents in the 1100 block to access tbeir garages. 

d) Numerous calls to City Hall have appeared to have fallen on deaf ears. No one seems to know anything 
about having the lane paved. Is there no record of the Ward 4 meeting that was held at Mount Royal High 
school on Jan.28,2009? Staffat the department have changed and we can't get any answers. 

We have been in touch with councillor Mr. Myles Heidt and he is well aware of the problems that we face 
with the lane. 

Yon are invited to drive down our lane to see it's condition. 

Your worshipP would you and city council please look into this matter and hy to resolve this within a 
reasonable time h e .  

We h o w  that there are many requests but we feel ours is a legitimate one. 

Thank you for your time with respect to this request. Keep well. 
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city of 
Saskatoon Phone (306)975-2454 Fax (306) 975-2971 
Infrastructure Services 
Department 

August 3,201 1 
File No. 1890-04 

Mr. W. Randall Rooke 
C/O Oliver Lodge Special Care Home 
1405 Faulkner Crescent 
Saslcatoon, SK S7L 3R5 

Dear Mr. Rooke: 

Re: Back Lane Upgrading - Oliver Lodge 

It has come to our attention that the back lane behind Oliver Lodge has deteriorated and requires 
upgrading. Traffic volumes in the lane have risen since the construction of your staff and visitor 
parlcing lot, which includes approximately 45 stalls which are accessed from the lane. Gravel 
lanes are typically not designed for these traffic volumes. 

Paving of the lane would be the most beneficial approach to rectifying the deterioration of the 
lane from excessive use as it requires IittIe maintenance, is long lasting, and causes minimal dust. 
However, due to priorities on major roadways throughout the city, there is currently no City 
hnding available to pave this lane, or any other existing back lanes. 

The Infrastructure Services Department is requesting that you consider providing the funding, or 
partial fuading, required to pave the lane. The City can assist by providing a design which will 
meet City of Saskatoon standards as well as construction inspection and site surveying at no 
charge. 

We believe that this solution wiIl benefit Oliver Lodge's staff and visitors as well as the 
surrounding neighbours who have been affected by the increased use of the lane since the 
construction of your parking lot. 

We hope that you will be willing to meet to discuss this issue further. U7e will be contacting you 
within the next few weeks. 

Yours truly, 

Angela Gardier, P.Eng., M. Sc. 
Branch Manager, Transportation 



TO:  Secretary, Planning and Operations Committee 
FROM: General Manager, Community Services Department 
DATE: May 22, 2012 
SUBJECT: Award of Contract – Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
 City Centre Plan - Phase 3 
FILE NO.: CK. 4130-1 and PL. 4130-22  
 
RECOMMENDATION: that a report be submitted to City Council recommending: 
 

1) that Stantec Consulting Ltd. be awarded th e contract 
for the City Centre Plan – Phase 3 for a total of 
$220,508, including applicable P.S.T.; and 

 
2) that the City Solicito r be instruc ted to prepar e the 

necessary agreement for execu tion by His Worship  
the Mayor and the City Cl erk, under the Corporate 
Seal. 

 
BACKGROUND 
 
During its Nove mber 23, 2009 meeting, the Ex ecutive Committee received a report en titled 
“New Plan for City Cen tre” which laid out a strategy for the developm ent of a new downtown 
plan.  The purpose of the plan is to facilitate the significant changes to Saskatoon’s centre that 
are currently under co nsideration or are underway.  The Execu tive Committee subsequently 
resolved that the report be fo rwarded to the Budget Commi ttee for inform ation as part of the 
2010 Capital Budget deliberations. 
 
Capital Budget No. 2458 – City Centre P lan, was approved by City Council  with a three year 
allocation of $750,000 involving four distinct phases, including: 
 

1) Public Spaces, Activity, and Urban Form Strategic Framework; 
2) Community Engagement; 
3) City Centre Plan; and 
4) Civic Plaza Area Master Plan. 

 
The first and second phases have now been completed. 
 
A total of $250,000 has been allocated for Phase 3 of the City Centre Plan – New Plan for City 
Centre. 
 
REPORT 
 
The objective of the City Centre Plan  – Phase 3 is to integrate the work of Phases 1 and 2 into a 
comprehensive new plan for the Downtown a nd adjacent corridors, wh ich include Broadway 
Avenue, 20th Street, and College Drive. 
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A Request for Proposals (RFP) was issued on February 23, 2012, and closed on April 5, 2012.  A 
total of 13 proposal sub missions were received.  A 12-member Steering Committee, comprised 
of representatives from your Administration, as well as business, academ ic, and agency 
representatives from the Saskatoon  community, has been s tructured.  The Steer ing Committee 
has completed an evaluation of the proposals and selected a team com prised of Stantec 
Consulting Ltd., Greenberg Consultants Inc., Marc Wouters, and Fast Consulting as the preferred 
consultants. 
 
A qualifications-based evaluation, using four categories with a ssigned points, was used to 
determine the most suitable consultant, based on the following: 
  
1. Work Plan and Methodology (40 Points); 
2. Qualifications of the Team and the Firm(s) (30 Points); 
3. Innovation and Vision/Quality of Final Product, including Visuals (20 Points); and 
4. Quality of the Proposal (10 Points). 
 
The decision regarding the preferred consultin g team was reached with the cons ensus of all 
Steering Committee members. 
 
This project will beg in immediately upon execution of the contract and is  anticipated to be 
completed in one year. 
 
OPTIONS 
 
1. City Council could den y the propo sal from Stantec Consulting Ltd.  Further d irection 

would be requested from  City Council.  This option is not  recommended by your 
Administration. 

 
POLICY IMPLICATIONS 
 
There are no policy implications. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
The total project cost for the City C entre Plan – Phase 3 is $220,508 for the propos al submitted 
by Stantec Consulting Ltd.  This fee includes the consultants fee of  $219,695 and applicable 
P.S.T. costs of $813.  The funding source is Capital Budget No. 2458. 
 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
There are no environmental and/or greenhouse gas implications. 
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PUBLIC NOTICE 
 
Public notice, pursuant to Section 3 of Public Notice Policy No. C01-021, is not required. 
 
Written by: Jo-Anne Richter, Senior Planner; and 
 Paul Whitenect, Senior Planner 
 
 
Reviewed by:  “Alan Wallace”  
 Alan Wallace, Manager 
 Planning and Development Branch 
 
 
Approved by:  “Randy Grauer”  
 Randy Grauer, General Manager 
 Community Services Department 
 Dated:   “May 29, 2012”  
 
 
Approved by:  “Murray Totland”  
 Murray Totland, City Manager 
 Dated:   “June 1, 2012”  
 
S:/Reports/DS/2012/P&O Award of Contract – Stantec Consulting Ltd. – City Centre Plan – Phase 3/kb 



TO:  Secretary, Planning and Operations Committee 
FROM: General Manager, Community Services Department 
DATE: May 25, 2012 
SUBJECT: Equity Building Program Eligibility Requirements 
FILE NO.: CK. 750-4 and PL. 952-10  
 
RECOMMENDATION: that a report be submitted to City Council recommending: 

 
1) that the e ligibility requirements for the Equity Building  

Program be changed to include a m aximum household 
income of $75,000 and a maximum home purchase price of 
$300,000. 

 
BACKGROUND 
 
During its February 7, 2011 meeting, City Council instructed the Administration to proceed with 
the implementation of the Equ ity Building Program (Program) to assist m oderate-income 
households with the purchase of an entry-level hom e.  City C ouncil further instructed the 
Administration to enter into a Partnership Agreement with Affinity Credit Union to administer 
the Program.  City Council am ended Reserves for Future Expenditures Policy No. C03-003 to 
allow the application of funds fr om the Affordable Housing Reserve to be used to recover any 
losses associated with the Program .  Affinity Cr edit Union agreed to as sume the risk for one-
third of any potential losses. 
 
The eligibility requirements for the Program , approved by City Council on February 7, 2011, 
included a maximum household income of $70,000 and a maximum purchase price of $280,000, 
as well as required all applican ts to be currently renting a hom e in the city of Saskatoon.  A 
target of 50 units per year was set for the Program. 
 
During its March 7, 2011 m eeting, City Counc il revised Portfolio Managem ent Policy 
No. C12-009 to approve the Program as an eligib le investment for civic funds.  City Council 
allocated $3,000,000 to the Program  in the form of a civic long-term investm ent.  As equity 
loans are re-paid, the funds are to rem ain available to the Program and should support  
approximately 50 homebuyers per year in perpetuit y.  The rate of return to be charged on the 
equity loans was set at 1.75 percent below the qualifying five-year mortgage rate and will be 
reset annually if mortgage rates change. 
 
REPORT 
 
Approvals and Sales to Date 
 
The City of Saskatoon (City) and Affinity Credit Union launched the Program in March 2011.  A 
total of 30 applicants purcha sed homes through the Program by the end of 2011.  Hom es were 
purchased in 16 neighbourhoods throughout all areas of the city.  The m ajority of the hom es 
purchased have been existing one- and two-unit dwellings in established neighbourhoods.  The  
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average purchase price was $215,000 and the average equity loan was $10,750.  There have been 
no defaults on the down payment loans. 
 
Since fall 2011, interest in the Program  has been declining.  Most of the 2011 purchases were 
completed prior to Septem ber and there have been only four purchases to date in 2012.  
Additionally, there have been approxim ately 20 households approved for the Program who did 
not purchase a home within the time period allotted and withdrew from the Program. 
 
Alternative Homeownership Programs 
 
The Program is targeted at households with incomes below $70,000 and it is likely that som e 
households within this target group are choos ing other hom eownership programs.  Since the 
Program was launched in March 2011, three additional home buying alternatives h ave emerged 
in the Saskatoon m arket that m ay better serve the needs of households with incom es below 
$70,000. 
 
Firstly, the income limits for the City’s Mortga ge Flexibilities Support Program  were increased 
from $52,000 to $60,000 in Octo ber 2011, allowing add itional households to q ualify for a 
5 percent down paym ent grant under that progra m.  Secondly, there are now four  Saskatoon 
builders offering 3 percent gr ants to households with in comes between $60,000 and $70,000 to 
purchase a new home.  Thirdly, the provincial Headstart on a Home Program, in partnership with 
a number of credit unions, now offers a program very similar to the Pr ogram, but with a lower 
interest rate called the Equity Builder Program.  This provincial program is currently available to 
entry-level homebuyers in three specific Saskatoon projects. 
 
Proposed Eligibility Requirements for the Program 
 
The Program was established to serve hom ebuyers with incom es just above the lim its for 
affordable housing prog rams.  This group was  falling through the cracks between  affordable 
housing programs and the cost of buying m arket-priced housing, which has increased by 7.6 
percent in the past year.  Your  administration, in consultation with Affinity Credit Union, has 
concluded that this group now includes households with incom es up to $75,000 and is 
recommending that the eligibility requirements for the Program be increased accordingly. 
 
When the Program was launched, the average price for a Saskatoon hom e was $291,117 and it 
was determined that a household incom e of $70,000 was needed to purchase a hom e priced at 
$280,000, which was just below the city-wide average.  It now takes about $75,000 in household 
income to purchase the sam e home, which is now priced at $300,000.  Therefore, your 
Administration is recommending that the m aximum purchase price under the Program  be 
increased to $300,000. 
 



 
 

3

Your Administration, in consultation with officials from  Affinity Credit Union, have concluded 
that that the Program fills an important gap by providing an equity loan to those households with 
income just above the lim its for other assistan ce programs.  It is an ticipated that the new 
eligibility requirements will attract a number of new applicants to the program who will be able  
to transition from rental to ownership with the assistance of an equity loan. 
 
OPTIONS 
 
The Planning and Operations Committee could de ny the changes to the eligibility requirements 
for the Program.  Your Administration is not recommending this option. 
 
POLICY IMPLICATIONS 
 
There are no policy implications.  
 
FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
The $3 m illion available f or investment in the Pr ogram will con tinue to be available in th e 
amount needed on a rotating basis to support appr oximately 50 units per year.  The City will  
continue to receive an appropriate return on investment.  The equity loans approved in 2011 have 
provided the City with approxi mately $65,000 in adm inistration fees and the City has earned 
$19,743 in interest. 
 
Increasing the household income and purchase price limits may increase the average equity loan 
by a similar percentage, which is approxim ately $1,000 per equity loan.   This will increas e the 
City’s earnings on each equity loan by approximately $150 over the five-year repayment period 
or $7,500 if the target of 50 equity loans is reached in 2012. 
 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
There are no environmental and/or greenhouse gas implications. 
 
PUBLIC NOTICE 
 
Public Notice, pursuant to Section 3 of Public Notice Policy No. C01-021, is not required. 
 
Written by: Daryl Sexsmith, Housing Analyst 
 
 
Reviewed by:  “Alan Wallace”  
 Alan Wallace, Manager 
 Planning and Development Branch 
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Approved by:  “Randy Grauer”  
Randy Grauer, General Manager 
Community Services Department 

 Dated:   “May 31, 2012”  
 
 
Approved by:  “Murray Totland”  
 Murray Totland, City Manager 
 Dated:   “June 1, 2012”  
 
S:/Reports/CP/2012/P&O Equity Building Program Eligibility Requirements/kb 



TO:  Secretary, Planning and Operations Committee 
FROM: General Manager, Community Services Department 
DATE: June 4, 2012 
SUBJECT: New Rental Construction Land Cost Rebate Program 
 Broadstreet Properties Ltd. – 3130 11th Street West 
FILES: CK. 750-4; PL 952-6-15  
 
RECOMMENDATION: that a report be submitted to City Council, recommending: 
 

1) that the application for funding of $756,507 received from 
Broadstreet Properties Ltd. (for the construction of 192 new 
purpose-built rental housing units, located at 3130 11th 
Street West) be approved;  

 
2) that a five-year tax abatement of the incremental taxes be 

applied to the subject properties, commencing the next 
taxation year, following the completion of construction; 
and 

 
3) that the City Solicitor’s Office be instructed to prepare the 

necessary Incentive and Tax Abatement Agreements, and 
that His Worship the Mayor and the City Clerk be 
authorized to execute the agreements on behalf of the City 
of Saskatoon. 

 
BACKGROUND 
 
During its September 26, 2011 meeting, City Council approved a cost-sharing agreement with 
the Province of Saskatchewan (Province) to help fund the New Rental Construction Land Cost 
Rebate Program.  Under this agreement, the Province now covers the cost of the cash grant by 
matching the value of the incremental property tax abatement with a cash grant of up to $5,000 
per unit.  The agreement includes funding for a total of 1,874 units from 2011 to 2015.  To date, 
City Council has approved 732 uni ts under this agreement with approval pending for an 
additional 20 units. 
 
REPORT 
 
On March 21, 2012, t he City of Saskatoon (City) received an application from Broadstreet 
Properties Ltd. (Broadstreet) for funding assistance under the New Rental Construction Land 
Cost Rebate Program.  
 
The proposal calls for the construction of 3 four-storey apartment buildings on the site, located at 
3130 11th Street West in the Montgomery Place neighbourhood.  Each building contains 64 
residential apartment units. All the units will be two bedroom units, offering a spacious layout, 
and comfortable features.  Broadstreet plans to begin construction in June 2012, and expects to 
be complete by May 2013. 
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There continues to be a need for rental housing in Saskatoon.  T he current vacancy rate in 
Saskatoon is 2.6 pe rcent (Source:  Canada Mortgage and Housing Corporation).  Generally 
speaking, a v acancy rate below 3 percent indicates a shortage of rental housing.  T here are 
currently limited options for rental units within the Montgomery Place neighbourhood, therefore, 
demand for these units is expected to be high.   
 
After a thorough review of this application, your Administration has concluded that this project 
will qualify for an incremental property tax abatement and a cash grant of up to $5,000 per unit 
under Innovative Housing Incentives Policy No. C09-002.  The Assessment Branch, Corporate 
Services Department, estimates the value of this abatement to be approximately $130,400 
annually or $756,507 over five years (presuming average tax increases of 3 percent annually). 
 
The funding source for the cash grant is from the provincial cost sharing agreement, which will 
provide funding equal to the estimated value of the five-year incremental property tax of 
$756,507 or $3,940 per unit. 
 
In order to ensure that the units remain as rental stock for 15 years, as per Innovative Housing 
Incentives Policy No. C09-002, the applicant will be required to enter into an incentive agreement. 
Further ensuring that the units remain rental, City Council could deny approval of any 
condominium conversion application for these units while the incentive agreement is in effect.  
Funding will only be provided upon completion of the project and closure of all building permits. 
 
In recognition of the Montgomery resident’s concerns about density and appearance of these 
units, the Planning and Development Branch, Community Services Department, has worked with 
the developer to ensure the greatest possible separation distance between this development and 
the single family homes on 11 th Street.  Furthermore, an enhanced landscaped area will be 
developed along the entire southern boundary of the property to help screen the parking area. 
 
OPTIONS 
 
The only option is to decline to fund this project.  Choosing this option would represent a 
departure from Innovative Housing Incentives Policy No. C09-002.  Your Administration is not 
recommending this option. 
 
POLICY IMPLICATIONS 
 
There are no policy implications. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
The funding source for the cash grant of $756,507 is the Affordable Housing Reserve; however, 
the Province will reimburse the City within three months for the full amount of the value of the 



 3 
 

tax abatement based on estimates for the duration of the tax abatement commencing 
January 1, 2014, through December 31, 2018, valued at $756,507.  
 
This project will also result in foregone revenue of the municipal portion of property taxes of 
approximately $470,000 as a result of the proposed incremental tax abatement. 
 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
There are no environmental and/or greenhouse gas implications. 
 
PUBLIC NOTICE  
 
Public Notice, pursuant to Section 3 of Public Notice Policy No. C01-021, is not required. 
 
ATTACHMENTS 
 
1. Map of Proposed Project Location – 3130 11th Street West 
2. Site Plan for 3130 11th Street West 
 
Written by:  Ian Williamson, Planner  
 
 
Reviewed by:  “Alan Wallace”  
   Alan Wallace, Manager 
   Planning and Development Branch 
 
 
Approved by:  “Randy Grauer”  
   Randy Grauer, General Manager 
   Community Services Department 
 Dated:  June 4, 2012  
 
 
Approved by:  “Murray Totland”  
   Murray Totland, City Manager 
 Dated:   June 5, 2012  
 
cc: City Solicitor’s Office 
 
S:/Reports/CP/2012/P&O New Rental Construction Land Cost Rebate Program - Broadstreet Properties Ltd. - 3130 11th Street West/jk 



May 28, 2012
Scale:

Printed:
1:5,000City of Saskatoon

Disclaimer: This information is supplied solely as a courtesy and the City of Saskatoon makes no guarantee as 
to its accuracy.  The recipient accepts all risks and expenses which may arise from the use of this information.          

© Copyright 2012 City of Saskatoon



920 Alder Street. Campbell River. B.C. 
(T)250.286.8045 (F)250.286.8046 

SITE PLAN 

FUTURE 1 fth STREET 

SUBJECT 
PROPERN 

llth STREET WEST 

Scale: hm TRUE NORTH 

B I ISSUED FOR DEVELOPMENT PERMIT 

COMMERCI PERMIT OFFICER + 
CYPRESS GARDENS CALCULATIONS 

WlSTlNG CIVIC I I TH STREET WEST 

ADDRE55 

MISTING =GAL PART OF PARCEL C, PLAN I 0  I 4 2 0 6 5 7  SE 1 I4 SEC 
DESCRIPTION 25-36-6-3 

CURRENT ZONE RM4 (MEDIUM / HIGH DENSITY MULTIPV-UNIT DWELLING) 

PARCEL 51ZE 2 .O89Ha (5.1 6 3  ACFXS) 

DENSITY 9 1.9 D.U. M a  ( 3 7  2 D U /k) 

SITE COVERAGE 17,344ft2 PER 6 4  UNIT BLDG 

(EXCLUDING MARQUEES, 3 x 1 7 .344k2  = 52,032f t2 

CANOPIES, BALCONIES, 0.48ha ( I .  1 9 ACRES) = 2 3  I % COVERAGE. 

AND EAVES) 

GROSS FLOOR AREA 6 9 , l  I 2ftz (64 UNIT) X 3 = 207,336ft2 
RATIO MAX I : 1 207,336ft2 : 224,903ftz 

RATIO: 0 9 2  : I 

PAVEMENT AREA GROSS AREA: (9.83 1 m2) 105.8 1 8ft2 
ISLANDS: ( 377m2) 4.053f tz  
NET AREA OF PAVEMENT: (9,454mz) 10 1.76592 

PARKING REQUIREMENTS I 5 PER NUMBER OF DWELLING UNITS. 0 . 1 2 5  PER 
NUMBER OF DWELLING UNITS SHALL BE UNASSIGNED 
GUEST PARKING MAXIMUM OF 15% OF TOTAL NUMBER OF 
PAWING SPACES MAY BE DESIGNATED SMALL CAR. 

PARKING CALCULATION 1 9 2  x 1 5 3  = 2 8 8  STALLS RESIDENT 
1 9 2 ~ 0 . 1 2 5  = 2 4  STALLS VISITOR 
TOTAL REQUIRED 3 I 2 STALL5 RfQUIRED 
3 1 2 x 1 5 % =  4 7  STALLS (SMALL CAR) 
3 1 2 x  I % =  4 STALL. (HANDICAPPED) 

PROPOSED PARKING REGULAR (S'x20') = 2 0 4  STALLS 
HANDICAPPED ( I  3'x20') = 6 STALL5 
SMALL CAR (9'x 1 6') = 2 5  STALLS 
TOTAL PARKING STALLS = 3 1 5 STALLS 
LOADING ZONE ( 1 0x30)  = 3 STALL5 

BUlWlNG SETBACKS FRONT YARD SETBACK: ( 6 . h )  20-0"  
SIDE YARD SETBACK: !3.2m) 10'6" 
42'-0' (BLDG HEIGHT) x 2 5 %  
CORNER REAR YARD SETBACK. (4.51)  1 55.0" 

AMENITY SPACE 5.Om' PER DWELUNG UNlT 

REQUIREMENT 5.Omz x 1 9 2  DWELUNG UNITS = (963mZ) 10.333ft2 

AMENIN SPACE AMENIN SPACE 1 ( 5 I 8mz) 5,574h2 

PROVIDED AMENIN SPACE 2 ( 4341712) 4,670ftz 
AMENITY SPACE 3 ( 271-2) 2,913ft2 
TOTAL !I ,223m') 13.157ft2 

REMAINING GREEN I (SITE A W N  (20.894m2) 224.903ft2 

OPEN SPACE (BUILDING W A )  - ( 4,834mz) 52,032f tz  
(NET PAVEMENT AREA) - ( 9 .454~1' )  1 0  1,765ftz 
TOTAL GWEN SPACE: ( 6.606m') 7 1,106ft2 

GR€€N / OPEN SPACE (6,606rnZ) 7 I .  I D 6 k 2  I 192  UNITS = (34.4-2) 370f tz  
PER UNIT PER UNIT 

THE SUBCONTRACTOR SHALL M R l M  AND BE 
RESPONSIBLE FOR AU DIMENSIONS. DO NOT 
SCALE THE DRAWING. ANY ERRORS OR 
OMISSIONS SHALL BE REPORTED TO 
SEYMOUR PACIFIC DEVELOPMENTS LTD. 
WITHOUT DELAY. THE COPYRIGHTS TO ALL 
DESIGNS AND DRAWINGS ARE THE PROPERM 
OF SMMOUR PACIFIC DEVELOPMENTS LTD. I REPRODUCTION OR USE FOR ANY PURPOSE 
OTHER M A N  THAT AUTHORIZED BY 
SEYMOUR PACIFIC DEMLOWENTS LTD. IS I FORBIDDEN. 

DRAWINGS ISSUED FOR CONSTRUCTION MAY I CONTYN MODIFICATIONS TO SATISFY THE 
REQUIREMENTS OF AUTHORITIES HAVING 
JURISDICTION ADDmONAL CHARGES 
RELATED TO NOWMATERIAL CHANGES WILL 
NOT BE ACCEPTED. FOR m E  PURPOSES OF 
QUOTATION. NONMATERIAL CHANGES ARE 
PLAN CHANGES WHICH DO NOT ADVERSELY 
AFFECT THE VALUE. COST AND QUALITY OF 
CONSTRUCTION OR MATERIALS IN THE 
PROJECT. 

PROJECT NAME: 
CYPRESSGARDENS 

3-64 UNlT 
APARTMENT BUILDING 

ADDRESS: 

llth AVE 
SASKATOON. SASKATCHEWAN 

SITE PLAN 



TO:  Secretary, Planning and Operations Committee 
FROM: General Manager, Community Services Department 
DATE: May 28, 2012 
SUBJECT: Innovative Residential Inc. - Innovative Housing Incentives - Affordable 

Rental Units and New Rental Construction Land Cost Rebate Program – 
118 Shillington Crescent 

FILES: CK. 750-4; PL. 951-113 and PL. 952-6-16  
 
RECOMMENDATION: that a report be submitted to City Council recommending:  
 

1) that funding of $360,000 for 20 affordable rental units by 
Innovative Residential Inc. at 118 Shillington Crescent be 
approved under Innovative Housing Incentives Policy 
No. C09-002; 

 
2) that the application for funding of $94,062 for 20 

purpose-built market rental units to be built by Innovative 
Residential Inc. at 118 S hillington Crescent be approved 
under the New Rental Construction Land Cost Rebate 
Program;  

 
3) that a five-year tax abatement on the incremental taxes be 

applied to the subject property commencing the next 
taxation year following completion of the project; and 

 
4) that the City Solicitor be requested to prepare the necessary 

agreement and that His Worship the Mayor and the City 
Clerk be authorized to execute the agreement under the 
Corporate Seal. 

 
BACKGROUND 
 
During its September 26, 2011 meeting, City Council approved a cost-sharing agreement with 
the Province of Saskatchewan (Province) to help fund the New Rental Construction Land Cost 
Rebate Program.  Under this agreement, the Province now covers the cost of the cash grant by 
matching the value of the incremental property tax abatement with a cash grant of up to $5,000 
per unit.  The agreement includes funding for a total of 1,874 units from 2011 to 2015.  To date, 
City Council has approved 732 market rental units under this agreement with approval pending 
for an additional 192 units.  
 
The agreement also allowed the City of Saskatoon (City) to re-allocate funds previously 
committed to the New Rental Construction Land Cost Rebate Program to the Innovative Housing 
Incentives Program for affordable housing, which provides a capital grant of up to 10 percent for 
eligible projects.  A total of $1.2 m illion was allocated for affordable housing projects to be 
completed in 2013. 
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REPORT 
 
On April 16, 2012, your Administration received an application for funding assistance from 
Innovative Residential Inc. under Innovative Housing Incentives Policy No. C09-002 to build a 
40-unit rental project to be known as “Hartford Heights” located at 118 Shillington Crescent in 
the Blairmore Suburban Centre. 
 
Project Description 
The proposal calls for the construction of 40 rental units with 20 units designated as affordable 
rental units and 20 units rented at market rates.  The project includes 20 two-bedroom units and 
20 three-bedroom units in a stacked townhouse format (see Attachment 1).  The two-bedroom 
units are at ground level and are 760 square feet.  The three-bedroom units are located on the 
upper two storeys and will be 1,254 square feet.  The site development will consist of 65 parking 
stalls, with 14 individual detached garages, and 23 s torage units.  The homes will be modular 
built with construction beginning in the summer of 2012 a nd completion expected by 
August 2013. 
 
Affordable Rental Units 
Twenty rental units will be dedicated as affordable rental units. The affordable rental units will 
consist of 10 two-bedroom units, and 10 three-bedroom units with monthly rental rates below the 
maximum levels set by the Saskatchewan Housing Corporation (SHC) for affordable rental 
housing.  The proposed housing will provide much needed rental housing to low-income 
households who are unable to pay full market rates for their housing. The City’s Housing 
Business Plan identifies a need for additional affordable rental units for single parent families, 
working families, Aboriginal people, and recent immigrants.  These affordable units will help to 
fulfill that need. 
 
Innovative Residential Inc. has received a capital funding commitment of $2 million from SHC.  
Through the SHC Rental Development Program, these units must adhere to conditions of 
maintaining the project as affordable for a minimum of 15 years, a rent schedule set at or below 
average market housing rents for comparable housing in that community or area, and priority is 
given to low-income client groups.  These guidelines are administered by SHC as a condition of 
receiving capital funding. 
 
To ensure that the units available through this project are offered to low-income households, 
prospective tenants will be required to have an annual income at or below the Maximum Income 
Limits (MILs) as determined by the SHC, which is currently $44,500 for singles or couples, and 
$52,000 for families.  The City bases its Innovative Housing Incentives Policy No. C09-002 on 
these limits.  
 
The affordable units qualify for a five-year incremental property tax abatement under Innovative 
Housing Incentives Policy No. C09-002.  The Assessment Branch, Corporate Services 
Department, estimates the value of this abatement to be approximately $16,700 a nnually or 
$94,062 over the five years (presuming average tax increases of 3 percent annually). 
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Additionally, the affordable units are eligible for a capital grant of up to 10 pe rcent under 
Innovative Housing Incentives Policy No. C09-002.  Innovative Residential Inc. has estimated 
the cost of providing 20 affordable rental units to be $3.6 million. Innovative Residential Inc. has 
a funding commitment of $2 million from SHC.  The additional funds required to complete this 
project will be supported by developer equity and mortgage financing obtained by Innovative 
Residential Inc. 
 
Your Administration has thoroughly reviewed the request for assistance by Innovative 
Residential Inc.  Based on the review, it has been determined that the project meets the eligibility 
criteria set out in Innovative Housing Incentives Policy No. C09-002 for a 10 percent capital 
grant.  Based on a projected cost of $3.6 million for providing 20 affordable rental units, the 
City’s estimated contribution for the project will be $360,000. 
 
Market Rental Units 
The remaining 20 uni ts will be built as new purpose-built rental units under the New Rental 
Construction Land Cost Rebate Program, 10 of which will be three-bedroom units, and 10 two -
bedroom units.  These units will be rented at market rental rates. 
 
There continues to be a need for rental housing in the City.  T he current vacancy rate in 
Saskatoon is 2.6 pe rcent (source:  Canada Mortgage and Housing Corporation).  G enerally 
speaking, a vacancy rate below 3.0 percent indicates a shortage of rental housing.  The demand 
for these units is expected to be high. 
 
The market rental units also qualify for a five-year incremental property tax abatement under 
Innovative Housing Incentives Policy No. C09-002.  T he Assessment Branch, Corporate 
Services Department, estimates the value of this abatement to be approximately $16,700 
annually or $94,062 over the five years (presuming average tax increases of 3 percent annually.) 
 
The New Rental Construction Land Cost Rebate Program under Innovative Housing Incentives 
Policy No. C09-002 provides a cash grant of up to $5,000 per unit for purpose-built, multi-unit 
rental housing.  After a thorough review of this application, your Administration has concluded 
that this project will qualify for a rental housing capital contribution under Innovative Housing 
Incentives Policy No. C09-002. 
 
The funding source for this cash grant is from the provincial cost-sharing agreement, which will 
provide funding equal to the estimated value of the five year incremental property tax of $94,062 
or $4,703 per unit. 
 
In order to ensure that the units remain as rental stock for 15 years, as per Innovative Housing 
Incentives Policy No. C02-009, the applicant will be required to enter into an incentive agreement.  
Further ensuring that the units remain rental, the City will deny approval of any condominium 
conversion application for these units while the incentive agreement is in effect.  Funding will only 
be provided upon completion of the project and closure of all building permits. 
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Concentration of Affordable Housing 
Other rental housing in the Blairmore Suburban Centre will include close to 400 uni ts of 
purpose-built rental housing. The rental housing at 111 a nd 115 M olland Lane received 
assistance through the New Rental Construction Land Cost Rebate Program.  These units all are 
attractive and distinct in design and have been attracting above average rental rates.  Corporate 
records indicate that there are currently no rental projects designated specifically as affordable 
rental units for low-income families in the Blairmore Suburban Centre. 
 
Your Administration is of the opinion that the Blairmore Suburban Centre is a desirable location 
for a m ix of affordable, entry-level, and rental housing.  Suburban centres are designed for a 
higher density of multi-unit housing than the surrounding neighbourhoods and include 
appropriate amenities to support developments, such as transit centres, recreation facilities, high 
schools, and shopping.  
 
OPTIONS 
 
The only option is to decline to fund this project.  T his option will mean that Innovative 
Residential Inc. will have to seek additional funding from another source in order to proceed 
with the project. 
 
POLICY IMPLICATIONS 
 
There are no policy implications. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
The report recommends a funding commitment of $454,062.  T he funding source for the 
10 percent capital grant, estimated at $360,000, for the provision of 20 affordable housing units 
is the Affordable Housing Reserve from the 2013 allocation of $1.2 million for affordable 
housing initiatives.  To date, City Council has approved expenditures totaling $838,900 from this 
allocation.  If this project is approved, the funding allocation will be fully committed to the end 
of 2013. 
 
The funding source for the cash grant of $94,062 for the provision of 20 pur pose-built rental 
units under the New Rental Construction Land Cost Rebate Program is the Affordable Housing 
Reserve; however, the Province will reimburse the City within three months for the full amount 
of the grant under a cost-sharing agreement with the Province, which provides funding for a total 
of 1,874 units to be built between 2011 and 2015 under the New Rental Construction Land Cost 
Rebate Program. 
 
This project will also result in foregone revenue of the municipal and library portion of property 
taxes as a result of the proposed incremental property tax abatement.  The Assessment Branch, 
Corporate Services Department, estimates the total value of the abatement for the entire project, 
including 20 affordable units and 20 market rental units, to be $188,124.  The foregone revenue 
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for the City will be the municipal and library portion of the property taxes from the proposed tax 
abatement, valued at approximately $113,500. 
 
Your Administration is preparing a report for consideration by City Council concerning the 
sufficiency of the affordable housing reserve to support future housing projects in 2013 and 
2014.  The report will include funding options. 
 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
Innovative Residential Inc. is including heat recovery ventilators; Energy Star appliance 
packages, which includes high-efficiency windows and doors, furnaces, hot water heaters; 
upgraded R50 insulation in the attic; dual flush toilets; rain sensing irrigation systems; water 
conserving landscape designs utilizing arid climate vegetation for reduced water consumption; 
common area commercial recycling bins; and insulated concrete foundations for reduced heat 
loss.  T he combined savings in utility costs are estimated at 25 pe rcent over conventional 
construction. 
 
PUBLIC NOTICE 
 
Public Notice, pursuant to Section 3 of Public Notice Policy No. C01-021, is not required. 
 
ATTACHMENTS 
 
1. Sample Renderings for 118 Shillington Crescent 
2. Sample Site Plan for 118 Shillington Crescent 

 
Written by: Ian Williamson, Planner  
 
 
Reviewed by:  “Alan Wallace”  
 Alan Wallace, Manager 
 Planning and Development Branch 
 
 
Approved by:  “Randy Grauer”  
 Randy Grauer, General Manager 
 Community Services Department 
 Dated:  “June 4, 2012”  
 
 
Approved by:  “Murray Totland”  
 Murray Totland, City Manager 
 Dated:  “June 5, 2012”  
 
cc:  City Solicitor’s Office 
 
S:/Reports/CP/2012/P&O Inn. Res. Inc. – Inn. Hous. Incen. – Aff. Rent. Unit. and New Rent. Const. Land Cost Reb. Prog. – 118 Shillington Cres./kb 







REPORT NO. 1-2012 Saskatoon, Saskatchewan 
Monday, June 18,2012 

His Worship, the Mayor, and City Council 
The City of Saskatoon 

REPORT 

of the 

FIREFIGHTERS' PENSION FUND TRUSTEES 

Comuosition of Committee 

MP. Murray Gronsdal, Chair 
Mr. Bluce Siemens, Vice-Chair 
His Worship, the Mayor 
Mr. Tyler Bothorel 
Mr. Rob Hogan 
Mr. Tim Leier 

1. Fire & Protective Services Department Superannuation Plan 
Amendment to Bylaw No. 8225 - 
Buy Back of Past Service 
F i l e  No. CK. 4730-4) 

RECOMMENDATION: that Bylaw No. 9033 be considered. 

The Fire and Protective Services Department Superannuation Plan Board of Trustees have 
approved a bylaw amendment to provide for the following: 

(a) Members returning from leave of absence with the ability to buy back the leave of 
absence service beyond the first anniversary date upon which they returned to 
work; and 

(b) A one-time window for eligible members to transfer funds to the Plan to buy back 
prior pensionable service. 

Attached is an amending Bylaw No. 9033 for the Fire Superannuation Plan Bylaw No. 8225, to 
provide for the buyback provisions outlined above. This Bylaw has been reviewed and approved 
by the Board's legal counsel. The Trustees have made this change in order to ensure that all 
members are aware of the buyback provisions, and have the appropriate amount of time to buy 
back this service once they return to work. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Mr. Murray Gronsdal, Chair 



BYLAW NO. 9033 

City of Saskatoon Fire and Protective Services Department 
Superannuation Plan 

Amendment Bylaw, 2012 

The Council of The City of Saskatoon ekcts: 

Title 

1. This Bylaw may be cited as The City of Saskatoon Fire and Protective Services Department 
Superannuation Plan Amendment Bylaw, 2012. 

Purpose 

2. The purpose of this Bylaw is to amend The City of Saskatoon Fire and Protective Services 
Department Superannuation Plan, to the extent permitted by applicable law, as follows: 

(a) to provide Members who have returned from a leave of absence with the ability to buy 
back service that would otherwise have accrued during the leave of absence beyond the 
first anniversaiy of the date upon which they returned to work; and 

(b) to provide Members with an additional one-time window to buy back eligible prior 
pensionable service with a previous employer, where such opportunity had not previously 
been exercised within the time permitted under the Plan. 

Bylaw No. 8225 Amended 

3. The City of Saskatoon Fire and Protective Services Department Superannuation Plan, being 
Schedule "A" to Bylaw No. 8225 and forming part of that Bylaw, is amended in the manner set 
forth in this Bylaw. 



Section 1.04 Amended 

4. Section 1.04 is amended by adding new Subsection 1.04(16), subject to applicable law: 

"(16) Effective June 18,2012, the Plan was amended: 

(a) to provide Members who have returned from a leave of absence with the ability 
to buy back service that would otherwise have accrued during the leave of 
absence beyond the first anniversary of the date upon which they returned to 
work; and 

(b) to provide Members with an additional one-time window to buy back eligible 
prior pensionable service with a previous employer, where such opportunity had 
not previously been exercised within the time permitted under the Plan." 

Subsection 2.03 Amended 

5. Subsection 2.03 is amended by inserting the words "going concern" immediately before the 
words "actuarial assumptions". 

Subsection 10.03(1) Amended 

6 .  Subsection 10.03(l)(b) is deleted in its entirety and replaced with the following: 

"(b) Calculation of Value 

Subject to applicable law and upon application by the Member, the Member shall be 
entitled to benefits under the Plan with respect to such leave of absence, conditional 
upon payment by the Member to the Fund of a contribution equivalent to: 

(i) if the application is made within one year of the date upon which the Member returned 
to work ftom such approved leave of absence, the amount of all contributions that 
would otherwise have been made by the Member pursuant to the Plan during such 
leave had the leave not been taken. Such contribution shall be determined on the basis 
of the Member's Earnings immediately prior to the commencement of the leave of 
absence, and shall be credited to the Member's Required Account and accumulated 
with Credited Interest. In addition, the City shall contribute to the Fund an amount 
equal to the contribution made by the Member under this Subsection 10.03(l)(b)(i). 

(ii) if the application is made after the date which is one year after the date upon which the 
Member returned to work from such leave of absence, the total Actuarial Value of all 
benefits accrued in respect of the service being purchased, as calculated by the Actuary 
as of the date on which the Member made application for the buyback of service, 

City of Saskatoon 



together with interest accrued on such Actuarial Value £rom the date of calculation to 
the date the Member remits the contribution to the Fund. Such interest will be 
calculated at a rate of interest equal to the interest rate used by the Actuary in 
determining the Actuarial Value. Such contribution shall be credited to the Member's 
Transfer-In Account and thereafter accumulated with Credited Interest." 

Appendix "A" Amended 

7. Appendix "A" is amended by the insertion of the following as Section 10: 

"10. Notwithstanding Section 2(a) or Section 5 of this Agreement and any failure by the 
Member to exercise such asset transfer or service buyback opportunities within the 
period of time allotted by this Agreement, during the period from July 1,2012 to June 
30,2013 only, a Member whose portability rights under this Agreement have otherwise 
lapsed shall, subject to applicable law, be permitted to transfer funds to the Plan under 
this Agreement to buyback prior service with another employer or with the City in 
accordance with this Agreement." 



Coming into Force 

8. This Bylaw shall come into force on the day of its final passing. 

Read a first time this day of 

Read a second time this day of 

Read a third time and passed this day of 

Mayor 



REPORT NO. 2-2012 Saskatoon, Saskatchewan 
 Monday, June 18, 2012 
 
 
His Worship the Mayor and City Council 
The City of Saskatoon 
 
 

REPORT 
 

of the 
 

NAMING ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
 

Composition of Committee 
 

His Worship Mayor D. Atchison, Chair 
Councillor G. Penner 
Councillor A. Iwanchuk 
Ms. N. Johnson 
Ms. L. Hartney 
Ms. P. Kotasek-Toth  
 
 

1. Addition of Names to the Names Master List 
 File No.:  PL 4001-5 and CK 6310-1   

 
RECOMMENDATION: that the names “Orban” and “Stilling” be added to the Names 

Master List. 
 
According to Naming of Civic Property and Development Areas Policy No. C09-008, all naming 
requests must be reviewed by the Naming Advisory Committee (Committee) and approved by 
City Council.   

 
a) General Naming Request: 

 
i. “Orban” – Bill Orban – Mr. Orban played in the National Hockey League 

for three seasons and was inducted into the Saskatoon Hall of Fame in 
2003.  He has served on various boards and charities, including the Ronald 
McDonald House, Saskatoon Golf and Country Club, Kids Sport, Special 
Olympics, and the New Home Warranty Program for Saskatchewan. 

 
ii. “Stilling”– Stilling Family – Bud Stilling has been a board member for 

Persephone Theatre, Gateway Theatre, and the Tamarack Foundation.  He 
conducted drama workshops for inmates at the Prince Albert Penitentiary 
and has been campaign chairman for the United Way.  Rick Stilling served 
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for more than 40 years with Red Cross Water Safety and the Royal Life 
Saving Society.  R ick has been a recipient of the Queen Elisabeth II 
Golden Jubilee Medal.  Lauritz, Niel, Laurie, and Arnie Stilling served 
Canada during WWII. Lauritz and Niel were in the Reserves, Laurie was 
in the Air Force, and Arnie was in the Air Force and then the Army.  

 
 
The Names Master List is kept in the City of Saskatoon’s Mayor’s Office and contains all 
screened and approved name suggestions for naming municipally owned or controlled facilities, 
streets, suburban development areas, neighbourhoods, and parks.  There are approximately 150 
entries on the Names Master List.  T he Planning and Development Branch will notify the 
applicants of the outcome of City Council’s decision. 
 
 
      Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
                           
      His Worship Mayor D. Atchison, Chair 
 



REPORT NO. 10-2012 Saskatoon, Saskatchewan 
 Monday, June 18, 2012 
 
 
His Worship the Mayor and City Council 
The City of Saskatoon 
 
 

REPORT 
 

of the 
 

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 
 

Composition of Committee 
 

His Worship Mayor D. Atchison, Chair 
Councillor C. Clark 
Councillor R. Donauer 
Councillor B. Dubois 
Councillor M. Heidt 
Councillor D. Hill 
Councillor A. Iwanchuk 
Councillor M. Loewen 
Councillor P. Lorje  
Councillor T. Paulsen 
Councillor G. Penner 
 
 
 

1. Integrated Growth Plan 
 (File No. CK. 4110-2)   
 
RECOMMENATION: that the information be received and considered during City 

Council’s review of the 2013 Business Plan and Budget. 
 
The following is a report of the General Manager, Community Services Department dated May 29, 
2012, which outlines the status of work done by the Future Growth Delivery Team. 
 

BACKGROUND 
 
During its February 6, 2012 meeting, City Council adopted the Strategic Plan 2012-2022 
(Strategic Plan).  Two of the seven strategic goals presented in the Strategic Plan, Moving 
Around and Sustainable Growth, are to be addressed directly through an Integrated Growth 
Plan (IGP).  Other strategic goals, such as Environmental Leadership, Asset and Financial 
Sustainability, Quality of Life, and Economic Diversity and Prosperity are likely to be 
indirectly affected by the IGP. 
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During its March 26, 2012 meeting, City Council approved, in principle, the IGP.  The 
IGP is comprised of a set of nine strategies related to land use and transportation with the 
intent to guide the growth of Saskatoon to a population of 500,000.  The IGP provides the 
strategies that will change the way the City grows so that it can match the vision and 
expectations of our citizens, as expressed through Saskatoon Speaks. 
 
The nine strategies of the IGP include a range of land use and transportation components: 

 
1. Update the Basic Building Blocks of New Development - Integrated Communities; 
2. Establish Infill Corridors; 
3. Continue to Support Strategic Infill Areas; 
4. Amend Policies and Develop Incentives to Support Sensitive Infill in Existing Areas; 
5. Develop a City-wide Land Use Plan for Employment Areas; 
6. Establish a Rapid Mass Transit (RMT) Corridor; 
7. Reinvent the Bus Transit System Based on the RMT Corridor; 
8. New Roads and Bridges; and 
9. Develop and Implement Funding Strategies. 

 
A Future Growth Delivery Team (Delivery Team) has been created and is comprised of 
the following individuals: 

 
1) Manager, Transportation Branch, Infrastructure Services Department; 
2) Transportation Planning and Design Engineer, Transportation Planning Group, 

Transportation Branch, Infrastructure Services Department; 
3) Manager, Strategic Services Branch, Infrastructure Services Department; 
4) Manager, Planning and Development Branch, Community Services Department 
5) Manager, Future Growth Section, Planning and Development Branch, Community 

Services Department; 
6) Support Staff from the Future Growth Section, Planning and Development Branch, 

Community Services Department; 
7) Staff from the Planning and Operations Sections, Transit Services Branch, Utility 

Services Department; and 
8) Community Engagement Consultant, City Manager’s Office. 

 
The objective of the Delivery Team is to identify the specific changes needed to bring the 
IGP into the mainstream administration and policies of the City of Saskatoon (City). 
 
This report provides an outline of the current status of the work by the Delivery Team. 
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REPORT 
 
The Delivery Team has been tasked with developing a work plan, schedule, and resource 
strategy to implement the new IGP.  As a first step, the Delivery Team has been asked to 
prepare a preliminary High Level Growth Plan to accommodate a population of 500,000, 
and a “bridging” document to provide an overview of the IGP to the development 
community and interested members of the public. 
 
High Level Growth Plan to 500,000 
 
The High Level Growth Plan map is a general indicator of how the IGP will alter the 
City’s growth patterns (see Attachment 1).  It is a compilation of existing knowledge with 
the principles of the IGP.  The map includes the following information: 

 
1) Two Potential RMT Corridors - one to facilitate east to west movement across the 

City and one for movement to the north employment area.  Exact locations for the 
entirety of these corridors will be determined through further study; 

2) River Crossings – a potential river crossing location is indicated, in addition to the 
Provincial Perimeter Highway crossing.  Further analysis will determine the location 
of the additional bridge in the North employment area, and other river crossing 
priorities; 

3) Potential Integrated Corridors – all arterial roadways have been indicated as potential 
corridors where increased density and intensity of use would be encouraged.  The 
degree and form of development would vary based on c ontext.  Corridor locations 
and development guidelines, including required amendments to Zoning Bylaw No. 
8770, would be informed by a Nodes and Corridor Study, an RMT Study, as well as 
the Infill Development Strategy Project. 

4) Major Infill Development - sites have been indicated for both the north Downtown, as 
well as the University of Saskatchewan lands included in the University’s Vision 
2057 planning process.   

5) Proposed Northeast Sector - is now identified as the “former” proposed Northeast 
Sector to indicate that the expected growth of the City to a population of 500,000 will 
be accommodated within the existing boundary of the City, and growth in this Sector 
will not be necessary until the threshold of 500,000 has been reached. 

 
In the coming months, the Delivery Team will be undertaking the preliminary analysis 
related to the projects outlined in this report.  T he analysis will help inform the 
preparation of a Refined Growth Plan to 500,000 for release in November 2012.  The 
Refined Growth Plan will update the High Level Growth Plan submitted with this report, 
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and will form the basis for the studies outlined in the “Project Summary and Schedule” 
section of this report.   
 
The Delivery Team anticipates that the Refined Growth Plan will provide the following 
information and level of detail: 

 
1) an overview of candidate locations for integrated nodes and corridors; 
2) a preliminary range of target land use densities for nodes and corridors to be used for 

further analysis; 
3) a high-level review of water and wastewater servicing capacity of candidate corridors 

based on an average assumed land use density across all corridors; 
4) identification of potential Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) corridor(s) and express routing 

options.  Proposed station locations, stops, and connections to local feeder routes will 
be considered.  A conceptual plan for expansion to new neighbourhoods will also be 
developed; 

5) identification of a north river crossing location (including high-level benefit cost 
analysis on the transportation network); 

6) high-level principles for “Complete Streets”; and 
7) proposed “Complete Streets” options with various cross sections, including adjacent 

land use, and potential funding formulas for the options. 
 

Preparing for the IGP:  A Bridging Document 
 
The IGP represents a new way of planning for growth in the City. As such, it will 
necessitate a v ariety of changes to existing civic bylaws, such as Official Community 
Plan Bylaw No. 8769 and Zoning Bylaw No. 8770, a s well as civic policies and 
procedures, such as those set out in the Infrastructure Services Department’s “Design and 
Development Standards Manual”.  In order to ensure that we create new bylaws, policies, 
and procedures that will achieve the desired outcomes, the studies identified by the 
Delivery Team need to be completed before undertaking broad amendments to City 
policies.  
 
Therefore, in advance of broad, fundamental changes to City bylaws, policies, and 
procedures, the Delivery Team has created “Integrated Growth:  A Bridging Document” 
(Bridging Document) to provide a vision of the desired goals of the IGP (see Attachment 
2). 
  
The vision and statements of principles contained in the Bridging Document are intended 
to articulate the general direction desired for new development, while granting the 
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flexibility in design and approach necessary to secure a new, innovative, and effective 
city development process and outcome.  It provides a forecast of what is to come. 
 
The Bridging Document is intended to provide high-level guidance to the development 
community, as well as interested community groups, individuals, and civic staff.  An  
executive summary of the document has also been prepared in order to provide a 
snapshot of the entire project. 
 
The Delivery Team has presented the Bridging Document, in draft form, to members of 
the Administration responsible for responding to development proposals, as well as to the 
Developers’ Liaison Committee, for their input and feedback.  Once received by City 
Council, the Bridging Document will be placed on the City’s webpage for public access.  
The document will be updated as studies and analysis proceed and as more information is 
gathered. 
 
Project Summary and Schedule 
 
The Delivery Team has outlined six major studies to be undertaken between 2012 and 
2015 that will form the basis of the IGP implementation.  These studies are largely 
interrelated and will require on-going communication between the project leads to ensure 
that the outcome of each project supports the larger vision of the IGP.  A  coordinated 
public engagement strategy will be a key component of the entire process. 
 
The Project Funding Summary provides additional information on funding and timing of 
each study (see Attachment 3). 

 
1. RMT Study - Fall 2012 to Mid-2014 

This study will be focused on e valuating the appropriate transit technology, 
suitable locations and routes, as well as preliminary implementation guidelines.   
 

2. River Crossing Study - 2012 to Fall 2013 
This study will review river crossing capacity and will finalize crossing 
alignments, model traffic impacts, and address associated land use issues with the 
north crossing location. 
 

3. Nodes and Corridors Study - 2012 to Early 2015 
This study will determine appropriate node and corridor locations; refine the 
street cross-sections; and recommend land use, density, and forms of development 
for integrated corridors and nodes where activities and uses will be concentrated.  
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The study will also provide recommendations for phasing of the corridors to 
strategically implement the modifications. 
 

4. Infill Development Strategy - Fall 2012 to Mid-2014 
This strategy, on which an update was provided to City Council in March 2012, 
will be focused on pr eparing Neighbourhood Infill Design Guidelines, 
coordinating intermediate level infill development options, and monitoring larger, 
strategic level infill development opportunities.  The Neighbourhood Infill Design 
Guidelines component of the Infill Development Strategy is underway and is 
occurring independent of the IGP delivery.  The intermediate and strategic level 
infill components will be addressed through the Nodes and Corridors Study, 
elements of the RMT and Employment Area Studies, and the Water, Wastewater, 
and Utilities Servicing Plan. 
 

5. Employment Area Study - Fall 2012 to Mid-2014 
This study will be focused on e valuating existing and new sites for strategic, 
commercial, and industrial employment area development.   The study will 
incorporate, among other materials, a review of the recommendations contained in 
the Commercial and Industrial Development Study prepared by MXD 
Development Strategists.  The Employment Area Study will inform the creation 
of a strategy and implementation plan for city-wide employment areas.   
 

6. Water, Wastewater, and Utilities Servicing Plan - Late 2014 Through 2015 
A review of the servicing needs will be conducted to ensure adequate capacity is 
available to support the increased densities and modifications to the design 
standards.  The review of the servicing will be done in conjunction with the other 
studies. 

 
These projects will involve the analysis, public engagement, and technical innovations 
that are necessary for a strong basis for future policies.  The results of these projects will 
lead to and define a new integrated built environment of the City.  In order to achieve the 
vision and expectations set out by the community in Saskatoon Speaks and by City 
Council in the Strategic Plan, these projects should be allocated adequate time and 
resources. 
 
Following the completion of these studies, a detailed ten-year cash flow will be 
developed to address the costs associated with the IGP.  M odifications to the relevant 
bylaws, policies, and procedures will also be a deliverable of each study, where required. 
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IGP Implementation 
 
It is important to note that the components of the IGP, outlined above, represent a 
fundamental shift in the way the City grows and plans for growth.  As the initial studies 
are completed, it will be necessary to incorporate these components as part of the City’s 
operations in the long term as the new way of doing business and building our City. 
 
The full implementation of the IGP will occur over time.  Reports to City Council will be 
part of the implementation.  S ome elements will be implemented in the short term; 
however, it is expected that the associated studies and strategies will generally be 
completed and implemented over the next two to five years. 
 
OPTIONS 
 
The direction outlined in this report reflects the principles identified in the Strategic Plan 
and the previous approval, in principle, of the IGP.  Alternative options would require the 
direction of City Council. 
 
POLICY IMPLICATIONS 
 
The new IGP will require changes to civic bylaws, such as Official Community Plan 
Bylaw No. 8769 and Zoning Bylaw No. 8770, as well as civic policies, such as the 
Infrastructure Services Department’s “Design and Development Standards Manual”.  
These changes will be brought forward to City Council in due course. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
Initial work on the IGP is being funded partially by existing funding sources related to 
the project:  the Official Community Plan Bylaw No. 8769 and Zoning Bylaw No. 8770 
Review (Capital Project No. 2167), the Transportation Master Plan (Capital Project No. 
2439), Corridor Studies (Capital Project No. 2436), remaining funding from the Future 
Growth Strategy Group (Capital Project No. 2174), and operating funding for staff 
resources assigned to this project. 
 
The Project Funding Summary provides further detail regarding the existing operating 
and capital funding available and the proposed new operating and capital funding 
required to undertake this work (see Attachment 3).  Capital and Operating Budget 
submissions will be prepared and submitted for consideration during the 2013 budget 
deliberation process.  As noted, it is recommended that a copy of this report be forwarded 
to City Council during its 2013 Business Plan and Budget Review. 
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 STAKEHOLDER INVOLVEMENT 

 
Stakeholder involvement to date has included the introduction of the IGP to the public via 
a media event on March 15, 2012, and the release of the Sustainable Growth and Moving 
Around YouTube video.  T he Developers’ Liaison Committee has also viewed and 
provided feedback on the Bridging Document. 
 
Public and stakeholder involvement will occur over the course of the major studies 
outlined in this report.  Further reports on the community engagement that will be 
undertaken as part of these studies will be brought forward to City Council in due course. 
 
PUBLIC COMMUNICATION PLAN 
 
The IGP is in the early stages of development at this time.  It will be important to inform 
and educate the community on the history and evolution of the IGP as it progresses and 
as the level of community engagement changes.  
 
At this time, the Public Communication Plan, which is being developed in consultation 
with the Communications Branch, City Manager’s Office, will be aimed at: 

 
1. Communicating the evolution of the IGP as a m eans of achieving the vision 

expressed by the community during Saskatoon Speaks and the goals of the Strategic 
Plan.  It will be critical to continue to provide information around the high-level 
principles and strategies that are embodied in the IGP; and 

2. Sharing information around the level of consultation that the community can expect 
as this project moves forward. Different levels of consultation will be required at 
different times, and will use the City’s established community engagement 
framework, which ranges from Inform to Consult to Involve.  

  
The Delivery Team will leverage the tools and resources established through the 
Saskatoon Speaks process and will capitalize on the strong audience among community 
members that were engaged through that process.   
 
A webpage will be created to provide a central location for all materials related to the 
IGP.  A permanent link to this page will be created on the homepage of City’s website. This 
webpage will also facilitate social media options for community engagement as the IGP 
proceeds, similar to the webpage established for Saskatoon Speaks.  
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Detailed Public Communication Plans will be developed for each component of the IGP and 
will be coordinated by the Delivery Team to ensure a co nsistent, open, and transparent 
process of public engagement. 
 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
The IGP will assist to meet the Strategic Plan goal of Environmental Leadership by 
enhancing the range of choices for Moving Around.  Sustainability is further enhanced by 
directing more development density along RMT Corridor(s) and other strategically 
selected corridors. 
 
PUBLIC NOTICE 
 
Public Notice, pursuant to Section 3 of  Public Notice Policy No. C01-021, is not 
required. 
 
ATTACHMENTS 

 
1. High Level Growth Plan to 500,000 
2. Integrated Growth:  A Bridging Document 
3. Project Funding Summary” 

 
Copies of the document Integrated Growth:  A  Bridging Document is not attached but can be 
viewed in the City Clerk’s Office, public libraries, or on the City’s website at www.saskatoon.ca 
and click “R” for Reports and Publications. 
 
 
      Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
 
              
       His Worship Mayor D. Atchison, Chair 

http://www.saskatoon.ca/
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5 

The City of Saskatoon  has prepared a high level Integrated Growth Plan (IGP). The IGP outlines a transit, land use, roadway, and 
water and sewer servicing strategy for the growth of Saskatoon to a population of 500,000 people.   
 
The IGP is the first of a series of approaches to meet the seven goals in City Council’s Strategic Plan, adopted in February 2012. The 
IGP directly addresses two of these goals—Sustainable Growth and Moving Around.  
 
This growth plan is a new way of growing for Saskatoon. It will be aimed at achieving a desirable quality of life for our residents 
while also ensuring that the growth is cost-efficient. 
 
This Bridging Document is intended to provide a high level of guidance to the development community  during a brief period of ad-
justment to the new Integrated Growth Plan.   
 
In advance of the necessary changes to the Official Community Plan Bylaw No. 8769 and the Zoning Bylaw No. 8770, as well as the  
Infrastructure Services Design and Development Standards Manual, this Bridging Document will provide a vision of the desired 
goals of the Integrated Growth Plan.  The vision and statements of principles contained here are intended to articulate the general 
direction  desired for new development.  Developers are encouraged to provide innovative proposals in support of this new direc-
tion.   
 
The purpose of this document is to provide clear direction and intent, while encouraging the flexibility in design and approach nec-
essary to secure a new, innovative and effective city development process and outcome.  It provides a forecast of what is to come. 

Getting to the ‘New Normal’ 
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What is the Strategic Plan? 
 
City Council adopted the Strategic Plan 2012-2022 in February of 2012.  It was developed with input from the Saskatoon Speaks 
community visioning process. As stated in the Strategic Plan: “the City’s 10 Year Strategic Plan outlines what is important in the 
near term and where we need to focus our energies. It includes an overarching mission, values and leadership commitments. . . 
 
The Strategic Plan outlines seven strategic goals. Each goal has 10 Year Strategies and 4 Year Priorities; these represent the “how-
to” component of operationalizing the vision. Implementation strategies will be developed through the annual Corporate Business 
Plan and Budget process, and the City will continue to monitor performance as we bring Saskatoon’s collective community vision to 
life.” 
 

What is the Integrated Growth Plan? 
 
The Integrated Growth Plan  (IGP) will be the road map for how the City will achieve the goals of Sustainable Growth and Moving 
Around, outlined in the Strategic Plan.   
 
The IGP, which has been endorsed by City Council, is a new way of growing and it involves a re-orientation of community planning 
and building processes in our city.  It will mean a change in focus from planning new greenfield neighbourhoods to balancing out-
ward growth with strong infill development in locations and forms that make sense.  Transit will have a stronger role in designing 
communities so that higher-frequency mass transit can become a reality.  
 
More information on these changes can be found in the following pages.  

Check the website at  
www.saskatoon.ca for  
updates.  

http://www.saskatoon.ca


  

 

What will the City be doing in the next 24-36 months? 
 
The City plans to conduct the following studies in the next 24 to 36 months: 

Nodes and Corridors,  
River Crossing location,  
Rapid Mass Transit system and corridor(s) locations,  
Infill Development Strategy, including Design Guidelines, and   
Employment Area Strategy  

Each of these studies will involve public consultation processes. More information on these studies and the proposed timeline for 
their completion can be found on page 21. 

 
How will development be affected? 
 
During this transition period, the City will be encouraging all developers to look for ways to align their developments with these 
new directions.  This document contains a list of recommended resources that may be consulted for additional information. As the 
studies progress, the City will provide updated information and guidelines. 

In the interim, the City’s Official Community Plan, Zoning Bylaw and Neighbourhood Design and Development Standards Manual 
are still in effect.  However, the City will consider proposals that deviate from these traditional standards, if they align with the 
vision outlined in this document. 

The City will be evaluating the necessary amendments to the above documents as this process unfolds.  There may be several 
phases of amendments required over the next two to three years.  

7 

For further information:  
 
Frequently Asked Questions — page 35 
Recommended Resources    — page 43 
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In the City’s Strategic Plan, 2012-2022, Council identified 7 Strategic Goals to pursue in this period. Major initiatives 
undertaken by the City will be focused on the Strategic Goals for the next ten years.   

Continuous Improvement 
Saskatoon is the best-managed city 
in Canada. 

 
 
We provide high quality services to meet the 
dynamic needs and high expectations of our 
citizens. We focus on continuous improvement 
and providing the best possible services using 
innovative and creative means. We go beyond 
conventional approaches to meet the changing 
needs of our city. 

We are a preferred employer that attracts 
skilled and talented people from a variety of 
backgrounds and professional disciplines. We 
are diverse and broadly representative of the 
community we serve. 

We work together in a safe, healthy and pro-
ductive environment. We know what is ex-
pected of us in our respective roles. And, we 
feel engaged and empowered to build a better 
city – committing ourselves to high standards 
of performance and taking responsibility for 
our decisions and actions each day. 

Asset and Financial  
Sustainability 
Saskatoon invests in what matters. 
 
 
Our planning is inspired by the idea that “we 
invest in what matters”. The financial and 
physical resources under our care are used to 
address the needs of citizens today and tomor-
row – focused on our long-term goal to man-
age the City in a smart, sustainable way. 

The services we provide are aligned with what 
our citizens expect and are able to pay. Citi-
zens see value in the investments they make 
through their tax dollars. On their behalf, we 
seek revenue streams from new and multiple 
sources, and manage both risk and debt appro-
priately. 

We are open, accountable and transparent, 
particularly when it comes to the resource 
allocation and collection decisions we make. 
Our buildings, roads and bridges are well-
managed and well-maintained – meeting the 
needs of citizens and reflecting the pride and 
priorities of a modern 21st century city. 

Economic Diversity and  
Prosperity 
Saskatoon thrives thanks to a  
diverse local economy. 
 
Saskatoon’s regional economy continues to 
grow and diversify, demonstrating long-term 
sustainability. 

The city is recognized globally as a centre for 
education, innovation and creativity, and a 
business-friendly environment. Strong institu-
tions and a spirit of entrepreneurship encour-
age the ideas and plans of individuals and com-
panies big and small. We are a city that cele-
brates and embraces an entrepreneurial spirit. 

All sectors of the economy are pulsing and new 
economic pillars have emerged. 

People from across the province, Canada and 
the world are drawn to our city for its quality 
of life, limitless opportunities and highly-skilled 
and educated workforce. 

Saskatoon is known as a bustling, business-
friendly city. 

9 

Strategic Plan Goals 



  

 

Quality of Life 
Saskatoon is a warm, welcoming people place. 

 
 
 
Our neighbourhoods are “complete communities” that offer a range of 
housing options, employment opportunities, art, culture and recreational 
facilities and other amenities. Citizens have access to facilities and pro-
grams that promote active living, and enjoy the natural beauty and bene-
fits of  parks, trails and the river valley that brings people together. 
 
Culture thrives in Saskatoon where diverse traditions, religions and lan-
guages are respected and celebrated. As a community, we find new and 
creative ways to showcase our city’s built, natural and cultural heritage. 
Every citizen feels a sense of belonging. 
 
People are actively engaged in the future and governance of their city. 
 
Our community spirit is strong where, through conversation and collabo-
ration, we work as one community to move forward, together. 

Environmental Leadership 
Saskatoon grows in harmony with nature. 

 
 
 
Saskatoon thrives in harmony with its natural environment, conserves 
resources and consistently demonstrates environmental leadership. 
 
Our city’s air and water are clean. We reduced our consumption of water 
and energy. We rely on renewable energy sources and green technology 
where it makes sense to do so. We construct energy-efficient buildings. 
And, we are a leader in operating an energy-efficient city in our cold 
weather climate. 
 
People routinely take transit, walk or cycle to get around, and our 
neighbourhoods are more compact. We produce less garbage and recycle 
or compost most of it. We grow more food in the city. 
 
The South Saskatchewan River Valley is Saskatoon’s natural showpiece 
and supports biodiversity in its many forms. Our natural assets are pro-
tected, enhanced and linked. And, there is more green space per resi-
dent, thanks to a commitment to urban and grassland parks and an urban 
forest that is healthy and growing. 

10 

The  7 Strategic Goals will provide a framework against which future development  will be evaluated.  The Inte-
grated Growth Plan will pay particular attention to the Strategic Goals of Sustainable Growth,  Moving Around, 
Quality of Life and Environmental Leadership in order to guide development.  Consideration should be given to how 
new development can contribute to achieving these goals.  



  

 

Moving Around  
Saskatoon is a city on the move. 

 
 
 
Our investments in infrastructure and new modes of transportation have 
shifted attitudes about the best ways to get around. 
 
Our transportation network includes an accessible and efficient transit 
system and a comprehensive network of bike routes. People still use cars, 
and also rely on options such as public transit, walking and cycling. 
 
Growth has brought new roads and bridges that improve connectivity for 
all travel modes. Improved streetscapes, interconnected streets and well-
planned neighbourhoods encourage walking and cycling. 
 
Attractive options to the car alleviate congestion and ensure 
people and goods can move around the city quickly and easily. 

Sustainable Growth 
Saskatoon is known for smart, sustainable growth. 

 
 
 
Saskatoon’s growth is environmentally and economically sustainable and 
contributes to a high quality of life. The city has grown both upward and 
outward – reflecting a balance of greenfield and infill development. Bal-
anced growth has made the city a model of efficiency and resulted in at-
tractive new people places that reinforce Saskatoon’s sense of commu-
nity. 
 
Downtown is built up and bustling. Main streets and community hubs are 
urban villages. New neighbourhoods are walkable and well-planned; 
older neighbourhoods have been renewed and revitalized.   
 
Our City Centre is a vibrant hub for culture, commerce and civic life. And, 
getting to and from this thriving, creative space is easy, safe and enjoy-
able. 

11 

For more information on the City of Saskatoon’s Strategic Plan 2012-2022: 
www.saskatoon.ca  (look under ‘S’ for Strategic Plan) 

http://backoffice/DEPARTMENTS/City%20Managers%20Office/Documents/CityStrategicPlanWEB.PDF


  

 

P
h

o
to

 C
re

d
it

: C
it

y 
o

f 
Sa

sk
at

o
o

n
 



  

 

The nine Strategies described below will be used to implement the IGP.  The Strategies  will help redefine Saska-

toon’s new neighbourhood development and support the continued success of our established neighbourhoods. An 

overview of the Strategies is provided below.  Each of the Strategies is explored further in the following pages. 

Updating the Basic Building 
Blocks of New Development – 
Integrated Communities  
 

New suburban development should be 
designed to include the following com-
ponents in order to offer a complete 
and self-sustaining community within 
the city.  
 

Significant Employment Opportuni-
ties  
“Main Streets” and Transit-
Oriented Development provide a 
new role for arterial streets 
Suburban Centre as the “focal 
point” of the Sector 
Redefined Neighbourhoods with 
greater internal and external con-
nectivity 

Establish Infill Corridors  
 
 
 

New residential development within 
existing neighbourhoods should be fo-
cused along corridors that provide 
transportation, commercial amenities, 
and sufficient infrastructure to support 
higher densities.  A strategic approach 
to intensification will be used to guide 
redevelopment opportunities into 
“main street” and transit corridors, as 
well as appropriate residential corri-
dors. 
 

 

Continue to Support  
Strategic Infill Areas 
 
 

There are a number of strategic infill 
sites that are being considered for re-
development or intensification that 
will  continue to be supported. These 
sites present the  opportunity for sig-
nificant new urban development 
within the existing city footprint, allow-
ing the City to maximize the use of ex-
isting infrastructure and minimize the 
need for greenfield development. 
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Integrated Growth Plan Strategies 



  

 

Amend Policies and Develop 
Incentives to Support Strategic 
Infill 
 

The creation and implementation of 
Infill Corridors will require careful 
analysis.  Existing policies may need to 
be amended to support this direction 
and incentives may be necessary to 
prompt redevelopment in strategic lo-
cations.   

Develop a City-Wide Land Use 
Plan for Employment  
Areas 
 

New employment areas are currently 
identified within Suburban Develop-
ment Areas. However, an overarching 
strategy to develop Employment Areas 
could identify additional strategic loca-
tions for (re)development  adjacent to 
existing residential areas and conven-
ient to transit and /or highway access.  
 
 

 

Establish a Rapid Mass Transit 
Corridor(s) 
 
 

A definitive Rapid Mass Transit (RMT) 
Corridor or Corridors will be identified 
that corresponds to existing intensity 
corridors, appropriate rights-of-way, 
traffic patterns, and key destinations.  
The determination of  permanent RMT 
Corridors will require careful analysis 
but can lead to significant investment 
along the corridor(s) and will support 
the provision of high-frequency transit 
on a long-term basis. 
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Reinvent the Bus Transit  
System Based on the RMT 
Corridor 
 

A high frequency RMT Corridor will re-
quire a reinvention of the bus transit 
system. This reinvention needs to fo-
cus on a targeted approach that pro-
vides a high quality of service connect-
ing high population areas with employ-
ment areas rather than ensuring that 
every home is within walking distance 
of a transit route. 

New Roads and Bridges 
 
 
 

Employment growth in the north end 
of Saskatoon is going to continue, and 
when combined with major residential 
development areas in the northeast, 
the need for a new  river crossing and 
connecting roads becomes prominent. 
The future Perimeter Highway  will 
serve some of this purpose but its stra-
tegic role is as a component of the Na-
tional Highway System, not necessarily 
Saskatoon’s arterial roadway system.  
 
 
 

 

Develop and Implement  
Funding Strategies 
 
 

Intensification in existing areas and the 
reinvention of the transit system will 
require infrastructure upgrades to the 
roadway, water, sewer and electrical 
systems.  New funding strategies for 
these upgrades will need to be ex-
plored and implemented.  
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For more information on the City of Saska-
toon’s Integrated Approach to Growth Plan-
ning, check out the Sustainable Growth and 

Moving Around Video  on YouTube.  

http://youtu.be/CJV7bI63Pbg
http://youtu.be/CJV7bI63Pbg
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Planning Integrated Communities: What does that mean? 

This initiative is a shift of the fundamental building blocks used to shape growth in the City of Saskatoon. It will work to match the vi-
sion and expectations of our citizens, expressed in Saskatoon Speaks, with the transportation, land use and servicing required to en-
sure that Saskatoon continues to be a great place to live.   

New initiatives, policies and strategies will be focused on how to grow and develop  the city so that we have the outcomes that our 
citizens want.  This shift means that new development in established areas will be  focused in areas that make sense for the city as a 
whole.  Areas of more intense uses will help complement primarily residential areas and add a diversity of uses so that people can 
meet their daily needs closer to home.  New neighbourhoods will be designed  to accommodate all aspects of our daily lives, including 
offering more sources of employment.   Throughout the community, people will have better transportation choices, including rapid 
transit.    

Changing the way we grow will likely mean some tough choices along the way and the City will need community input  to make sure 
we get it right.  

It will be important to balance the priorities identified in Council’s Strategic Plan for 2012-2022 and to consider the decisions we make 
today on land use, transportation and servicing, as it relates to the key priorities of that Plan.  

Planning integrated communities is a new route for Saskatoon, and will require a period of adjustment for not only the City’s Admini-
stration, but also for the community, and the development industry.  This period is an opportunity to bring forward ideas, solutions 
and innovations that will help guide the City towards a new model of growth.  
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Strategic Goal: Sustainable Growth 

New Development: Building Integrated Communities  
 
 
Saskatoon has used the Suburban Development Area (or Sector) as  its growth 
model for approximately 45 years. A Sector encompasses eight to ten neighbour-
hoods , at least 50,000 people  and the  necessary community facilities for all of 
these residents. This scale of development makes it possible to reimagine future 
Sectors as a whole, with a wide range of amenities, including transit, significant em-
ployment areas, and a mixed use, higher density Suburban Centre focal point . 

Reimagining the Suburban Development Area involves the following key strategies: 
“Main Street” Concept and Transit-Oriented Development 
Significant Employment Opportunities  
Suburban Centre as the “focal point” of the Sector 
Redefined Neighbourhoods that are easier to get around, and that are 
well-connected to the rest of the city 

 

Main Streets and Transit-Oriented Development  
 
Individual neighbourhoods should be designed to integrate into the larger area so 
that high-frequency transit can provide a backbone for the transportation system, 
focused along high intensity, mixed-use corridors.  Arterial roadways no longer ex-
clusively form the edges of neighbourhoods. Some arterials are the “main streets” 
of neighbourhoods, providing efficient movement of traffic and a mix of land uses, 
opportunities and experiences.  

Higher density residential uses and mixed-use areas should be concentrated along 
routes to support  frequent transit service.  The model of Transit-Oriented Develop-
ment (TOD) will prove valuable to defining  this development type in Saskatoon.  

“Transit-Oriented Development 
(TOD) is a mix of moderate to high-
density transit-supportive land uses 
located within an easy walk of a 
rapid transit stop or station that is 
oriented and designed to facilitate 
transit use.” 
- City of Ottawa, Transit-Oriented 
Development Guidelines 

Source: North Central Texas Council of Governments 
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New Employment Areas  
 

Sectors should contain a significant land base to facilitate the development of new em-
ployment areas, in strategic locations. New areas for employment will have to be care-
fully designed to be complementary to existing employment centres and avoid drawing 
high intensity office employment activity away from the Downtown. 
 
New employment areas should provide a mix of light industrial and business park uses, 
with appropriate transitions from the employment areas to the adjacent residential ar-
eas. The model of TOD should also guide the design of employment areas in order to 
provide greater mobility options into and out of employment areas, and additional sup-
port for higher frequency transit service. 

Please refer to the Frequently 
Asked Questions starting on 
page 35 for further details. 

Source: Burns Construction 

Source: Nordblom Co. 

Source: Padden Parkway Business Park Source: City of Saskatoon 
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Suburban Centre as Focal Point 
 
Focusing urban growth within nodes and supporting these 
nodes with higher levels of transit service is fundamental 
to linking land use and transit, reducing walking times to 
and from uses and supporting the more efficient delivery 
of transit service. The Suburban Centre will be a key desti-
nation, a major node in the Sector as well as in the city-
wide system.  
 
Creating the Suburban Centre as a vibrant mixed-use  
area, linked with a strong transit system, will serve to bet-
ter meet the daily needs of residents in the surrounding 
neighbourhoods.  Accommodating live, work and play op-
portunities within the Sector, will help promote transpor-
tation options including walking, bicycling and transit, 
while still accommodating the private automobile.  

 
Re-defined Neighbourhoods 
 

The City will be undertaking a number of studies to determine  a Rapid Mass Transit (RMT) Corridor, redesign the transit system to 
support the RMT, and determine  appropriate corridors for strategic intensification in existing areas. New neighbourhood design 
should  incorporate the same principles by focusing on nodes and corridors for higher intensity residential and mixed-uses.  Better 
ways to travel around and between neighbourhoods, through a return to the traditional grid network, should be pursued. 
 
The central role of schools in neighbourhood design will also be evaluated as it leads to very large neighbourhoods. Schools may 
instead serve more than one neighbourhood.  

Source: Arnold Imaging via Vimeo 
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Infill Development 
 
 
Strategic redevelopment through infill in existing areas should  
be focused on the following aspects: 

Establish Infill Corridors 
Support Strategic Infill Areas  
Amend Policies and Develop Incentives  to Support 
Strategic Infill  

In concert with the IGP, the City is also undertaking a compre-
hensive Infill Development Strategy.  This Strategy is focused on 
three phases: Neighbourhood Level Infill, Intermediate Infill and 
Strategic Infill. 

The Neighbourhood Level Infill  phase will produce Residential 
Infill Design Guidelines for Established Neighbourhoods which 
will provide additional guidance for low density, individual infill 
projects.  

Moving forward, the IGP’s Nodes and Corridors Study will align 
with the Intermediate Level Infill phase which is focused on  
medium density infill.  The identification of corridors will provide 
targeted areas for redevelopment in order to foster more com-
plete communities in existing areas through the provision of dif-
ferent types of housing and commercial amenities. Some corri-
dors will be targeted for “main street” development, including 
street-oriented commercial and other complementary uses,  

while other corridors will be the focus of primarily residential 
densification in order to make efficient use of  existing services.  
Appropriate transitions from these corridors to adjacent estab-
lished neighbourhoods  will be an important consideration in this  
study.  The Nodes and Corridors study will determine the loca-
tion and types of corridor redevelopment to be pursued.  

 
Strategic Infill  
 
A number of large scale infill projects, have been identified 
through previous projects both from the City and other organiza-
tions, such as the College Quarter, shown at right.  These pro-
jects will continue to be supported.  
 

 

Source: University of Saskatchewan, College 
Quarter Master Plan, Brook McIlroy Inc 
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Principles for New Development 
 
 
The following principles should be considered during all phases of design to produce a development that is beneficial to the com-
munity in the short and long-term. A development site should be planned and designed to address the following key elements: 
 

Focus development on sites that are convenient to planned transit services, neighbourhood amenities and services.  

Capitalize on opportunities to locate on previously developed sites and design new infill developments to reinforce and fill in an 
incomplete urban development pattern. Wherever possible infill development should seek to increase the efficient use of exist-
ing infrastructure by increasing residential density while remaining sensitive to the neighbourhood context in both design and 
scale. 

Incorporate space for public gathering and activities (e.g. courtyards, town square, communal gardens, play areas), where appro-
priate.  
 
Site design along identified cor-
ridors should be oriented pri-
marily towards pedestrians with 
buildings being street-oriented 
and parking preferably located 
behind or possibly flanking the 
buildings.  References for Liv-
able Communities and Living 
Streets are included on page 29.  

Source: Walkable and Livable Communities Institute 
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Promote affordability through the use of strategies such as an appropriate range of lot sizes, maximizing amount of saleable - de-
velopable frontage, residential sites with rear lane access – allowing for narrow lots. 
 
Provide for local economic sustainability through the provision of opportunities for employment within the community through a 
diverse mix of land uses,  and the enhancement of tourism opportunities including eco-tourism. 

Maintain or enhance significant existing environmental or historical  features on the site. Buffer sensitive  features from the im-
pacts of development.  

 
Identify water and sewer servicing requirements for the proposed increased densification and consider requirements for in-
creased capacity to the water and sewer system.   

Identify and implement water conservation measures within  new developments that will reduce the water demands created 
by the development.  
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Source: City of Portland via Green Infrastructure Digest 

All developments should strive to use green infrastructure for storm water management to the greatest extent possible. For 
example; green roofs, bio swales, stormwater planters, stormwater bump-outs (pictured below) or on site storage. 

Source: Philadelphia Water Department 
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Strategic Goal: Moving Around 

Making Connections: How We Will Move Around the City 
 

 
The roadway network within Circle Drive is characterized by many arterial streets with  frequent connections to one another.  Be-
yond Circle Drive, the network is characterized by few arterial streets that lack connectivity, limit access and sever connections to 
local streets.  The future arterial street network is being re-imagined to be more frequently spaced and well connected including 
additional river crossing opportunities. 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

New River Crossing 
 
The Perimeter Highway will serve a strategic role as a component of the National Highway System and will serve some commuter 
traffic demand.  However it is also necessary to provide an additional river crossing to adequately provide for commuter traffic be-
tween east side neighbourhoods and the  north end employment area.  Likewise, a new route for traffic between west side 
neighbourhoods and north end employment will also be required. 

Within Circle Drive 
Pre-war neighbourhoods 
were built for walking and 
transit with frequent con-
nections between 
neighbourhoods. 

Outside Circle Drive 
Major roads and highways were 
designed to carry large volumes of 
traffic.  Local roads were discon-
nected, making trips longer and 
more indirect.   
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Redefining Our Transportation System 
 

 
Reinventing Transit: Rapid Transit 
 
Accommodating increasing travel demand on existing routes will require the ability to move more people rather than moving more 
cars.  The City is committed to planning and developing fixed rapid transit routes across the city, connecting neighbourhoods and 
intensified corridors to employment and education destinations in the Downtown, University of Saskatchewan campus, and other 
nodes.  While these routes have not yet been defined, the development community needs to be mindful of this opportunity as it 
unfolds. As a rapid transit route / system is implemented, the existing bus transit system will be realigned in order to focus its ser-
vice to this corridor. 

Please refer to the Frequently 
Asked Questions starting on 
page 35 for further details. 

Source: Metro (Los Angeles) Source: railforthevalley.wordpress.com 
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Transportation Options 
 
New neighbourhoods and Sectors should be designed with land uses that offer significant employment opportunities and better 
options to moving around the area.  A return to a grid network will reduce trip distances and make trips more easily accomplished 
by walking or cycling. 

The return of  the “Main Street” within neighbourhoods offers the opportunity for residents to satisfy their daily needs within walk-
ing distance of their home.  Concentrating this activity along corridors well served by transit  will provide an environment where 
accomplishing trips by transit just makes sense. 

The car will continue to be an important mode of transportation but all modes will be accommodated in future neighbourhoods so 
that there are viable options for people to choose from, based on their individual needs and abilities.  

 

Complete Streets 
 
The current Infrastructure Services Design and Development Standards Manual provides a one-size-fits-all solution for street design 
– every arterial street looks the same and provides limited access.  New street standards will be explored so that the street design 
matches the traffic demand and the land use context.   Where appropriate , buildings may front onto arterial streets and  will be 
designed to provide a human-scaled environment.    

The City will draw upon the guidance of organizations such as CompleteStreets.org, the Institute of Transportation Engineers and 
the Congress for the New Urbanism with respect to the development of new standards. 

The concept of  “Complete Streets” is aimed at providing safe access for all modes of transportation, so that 
streets work for everyone, of all ages and abilities, regardless of how they travel.  
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Principles for New Development 
 

 
The following principles are offered as early guidance.  New 
developments should consider how their site can be con-
nected to the larger multi-modal networks around them.  Re-
fer to the  Recommended Resources on page 29 for further 
information.  

Incorporate public transit into the initial design of the 
proposed development / neighbourhood (e.g. walking distances to transit stops, density of development near transit nodes).   

 
Design the  street layout and/or site design to provide support for  walking and cycling while still providing for personal and 
commercial vehicle use. Provide connections to existing walkways or cycling trails and other destinations where possible.  

 
Design to  maximize the number of dwelling units in the proposed neighbourhood / develop-
ment that are within a reasonable walk of amenities such as: a  transit stop; a public park; 
walking and cycling paths; everyday retail (convenience, general, grocery, pharmacy, hard-
ware, and laundry); and mixed use focal point (retail, education facilities,  and community ser-
vices). Generally, more intense residential, commercial and mixed use development should 
be located along, or in proximity to, larger roadways. 

Source: City of Saskatoon 

Source: City of Saskatoon 
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 Design parks and open spaces to provide logical connections to surrounding areas. 
 

Give equal consideration to the continuity and connectivity of pedestrian, cycling, and transit facilities, as well as travel lanes 
for vehicles.  

 
The intent of an integrated approach is to avoid creating situations like the one on the left, and instead, provide continuous facilities 
for all modes of transportation, appropriate to the land use context. The picture on the right shows an urban street that accommo-
dates vehicles and bikes on the street and separates pedestrians via street trees and parking lanes.  

“Creating an environment in which people can make rational choices between driving, biking, walking, carpool-
ing, and using transit requires that these modes of transportation be efficient and intuitive to use.” 

Source: City of Saskatoon Source: thingamababy.com  
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Key Studies and Timelines 

Nodes and Corridors Study 2012 to early 2015 

 This study will determine appropriate locations, refine the street cross-sections, land use, density and forms of development 
to be recommended for transit corridors, main streets and residential intensity corridors.  

Infill Development Strategy Fall 2012 to mid 2014 

 This strategy will be focused on preparing Neighbourhood Infill Design Guidelines, coordinating intermediate level infill devel-
opment options in conjunction with the Integrated Growth Plan, and monitoring larger, strategic level infill development op-
portunities.  

Rapid Mass Transit Study Fall 2012 to mid 2014 

 This study will be focused on evaluating the appropriate transit technology, suitable locations and routes, as well as prelimi-
nary implementation guidelines.   

River Crossing Study 2012 to 2013 

 This study will determine options for alignment, model traffic impacts, address associated land use options and prepare the 
preliminary assessments required for a new river crossing.  

Employment Area Study Fall 2012 to mid 2014 

 This study will be focused on evaluating existing and new sites for strategic employment area development, as well as the 
preparation of area redevelopment plans if necessary to facilitate new employment areas.  

The City plans to undertake the following major studies which will form the basis for the Integrated Growth Plan for 
Saskatoon. Each study will involve  some form of public consultation. Please note the timelines below are approxi-
mate.  



  

 

An Integrated City  . . . A more diverse urban 
pattern that supports sustainable growth, 

healthy neighbourhoods and vibrant places.  
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Frequently Asked Questions 

Sustainable Sector 

 
 
What distinguishes a “sustainable sector” from existing sectors (Suburban Development Areas) in Saska-
toon? 

 
The “sustainable sector” contains many of the same elements as existing sectors. They are: neighbourhoods, a suburban centre and 
employment areas (new). The main difference is in the form and function of these elements and the way they relate to one an-
other and the city as a whole.  
 
A key intent of the sustainable sector is to create a self-sustaining community within the city— meaning that most of residents’ 
needs, including the opportunity for employment, can be met within their own suburban development area.  
 
Other aspects of the sustainable sector include: 

interconnected neighbourhoods with major roadways acting as linkages rather than barriers (“Main Street” concept) 
transit-supportive development with greater residential and commercial intensities being located along major roadways 
and at major nodes in order to improve transit viability 
Suburban Centre as the “focal point” of the sector with improved connectivity, improved access for all modes of transporta-
tion and a greater diversity of uses 
“complete” streets and communities, meaning that the sector will be designed to meet the needs of all users and all trans-
portation modes rather than focusing primarily on the movement and storage of automobiles. 
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How will significant employment opportunities be  
included in a sustainable sector? 
 
A “new” element of the sustainable sector is the inclusion of employ-
ment areas within each Suburban Development Area. These employ-
ment areas could be made up of light industrial use, office park uses 
and some commercial uses and should be large enough so that a sig-
nificant proportion of the sector’s working population could be em-
ployed there. 
 

How will new neighbourhoods differ from recently-developed neighbourhoods? 
 
Recently-developed neighbourhoods typically feature curvilinear street networks with a distinct hierarchy of roadways and a sig-
nificant number of cul-de-sacs and/or crescents. In order to promote connectivity, new neighbourhoods should feature grid and/or 
modified grid street patterns. Linkages should be encouraged and a strict hierarchy of roadways should be de-emphasized. 

Higher density residential development should occur along major roadways, typically on the edges of neighbourhoods (or within 
when a large corridor bisects a neighbourhood), rather than dispersed through the neighbourhood. Appropriate transitions from 
higher intensity uses  to less intense land uses will ensure compatibility.  

While neighbourhoods will remain dedicated primarily to residential land uses, new neighbourhoods should include increased con-
sideration for a mixture of uses in addition to residential such as complementary retail and offices as well as live-work opportuni-
ties. Mixed uses should be encouraged both vertically (i.e. within a single site) and horizontally (i.e. across sites within the same vi-
cinity). 

New neighbourhoods will be physically smaller than recently-developed neighbourhoods and it is likely that elementary schools will 
serve more than one neighbourhood. 

Source: City of Saskatoon 
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Rapid Mass Transit and Corridors 

 
 
What is Rapid Mass Transit (RMT)? 
 
This commonly refers to transit systems designed to serve at higher speeds and frequency than a typical bus system.  Rapid transit  
generally combines a variety of physical, operating and system elements such as permanent transit stations, pay-before-boarding and 
dedicated lanes.  Initially, the City of Saskatoon will be considering a Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) system.   

 
What is an RMT corridor? 
 
The City wishes to completely reinvent its transit service to be more efficient, convenient and cost effective.  One way to do this is to 
focus on RMT using existing mixed use corridors , starting with BRT with the potential of transitioning to light rail (e.g. streetcars) in 
the future as Saskatoon’s population warrants. It can be expected that buses will make stops  frequently along the corridor, and may 
have their own dedicated lanes and stations. A series of transit hubs would be located along an RMT corridor.  An RMT corridor loca-
tion will be a permanent transit corridor.  

 
What is a transit hub? 
 
A transit hub is a main point of access to the RMT line that may take the form of small enclosed stations. People can park and ride 
and there may be other services available like a coffee shop, small grocer, etc. 



  

 

38 

How will the RMT corridor be selected? 
 
At this point the major corridor(s) have not yet been selected. However, one corridor will likely follow major arterial roadways in an 
east-west direction and serve  to link residential areas with major employment areas such as the University and Downtown. A north
-south corridor will also be considered. 
 

When will the RMT corridor be established? 
 
The task of identifying the RMT line is one of many priority tasks of the new Integrated Growth Plan.  We anticipate having the cor-
ridors identified by early 2014, and a BRT system in operation a year later.  

 
What is an infill corridor? 
 
Existing major roadways in Saskatoon, such as some arterials and major collectors, may be suitable for an increase in residential 
density through infill development and redevelopment of existing sites. This will allow for an increased level of transit service, more 
economical provision of infrastructure, improvement in amenities, and more viable commercial uses along and adjacent to these 
corridors. By increasing the  number of people living along corridors, Rapid Mass Transit (such as BRT or Light Rail) and higher-
service “feeder” transit routes become more viable since more users live within a smaller distance of major routes. 
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What is a “main street”? 
 
Like infill corridors, main street areas are likely to be identified along some arterials and major collector roadways. These areas will 
similarly be identified for increased residential density through infill development. The key distinguishing feature of main streets 
from infill corridors is that a significant amount of street-oriented commercial and mixed use development will take place along 
them. This means that buildings should be built up to the sidewalk with parking behind and/or in a structure such as a parkade or 
underground. Over time, significant streetscape improvements will occur along these main streets ensuring that commercial uses 
are supported by an inviting environment for pedestrians and transit users. 
 

How might development along a main street or infill corridor differ compared to what is there today? 
 
Specific main street and infill corridors will be identified for intensification.  As part of  intensifying these areas,  multiple storey build-
ings will likely be encouraged.  Reduced or zero setbacks from the front lot line will also be encouraged or possibly even required, in 
many situations.  
 
Main Street areas will be a focus for mixed-use redevelopment that will see a range of amenities and uses established.  Sites adjacent 
to transit corridors may see reduced on-site parking requirements.   
 
All of the details of future infill developments have not  been determined at this time and public and stakeholder consultation will be 
necessary component of determining these details.  For general reference, the model of Transit-Oriented Development could provide 
useful background for these areas.  See the Recommended Resources on page 43 for suggestions.  
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What is a “complete street”? 
 

“Complete Streets are streets for everyone. They are designed and operated to enable safe access for all users. Pedestrians, bicyclists, 
motorists and transit riders of all ages and abilities must be able to safely move along and across a complete street. Complete Streets 
make it easy to cross the street, walk to shops, and bicycle to work. They allow buses to run on time and make it safe for people to 
walk to and from *transit hubs+.” - www.completestreets.org 

“Complete Streets” is an outcome, not a standard or set of standards: 

“There is no singular design prescription for Complete Streets; each one is unique and responds to its community context. A com-
plete street may include: sidewalks, bike lanes (or wide paved shoulders), special bus lanes, comfortable and accessible public 
transportation stops, frequent and safe crossing opportunities, median islands, accessible pedestrian signals, curb extensions, nar-
rower travel lanes, roundabouts, and more. A complete street in a rural area will look quite different from a complete street in a 
highly urban area, but both are designed to balance safety and convenience for everyone using the road.” -  
www.completestreets.org 

Examples of how Complete Streets dif-
fer depending on the context.  A subur-
ban location (left)  accommodates  all 
users in a different method than a very 
urban situation (right).  

Source: Flickr, Complete Streets 

Source: Dan Burden, Walkable and Livable Communities 
Institute via Flickr 

http://www.completestreets.org
http://www.completestreets.org
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New River Crossing 

 
Where will the new river crossing be located? 
 
The need for another river crossing at the north end of the city has been identified.  This will be a key linkage between  residents on 
the east side of the river and the north end employment area.   

The exact location of this river crossing has not yet been determined.  The River Crossing Study, to be conducted between 2012 and 
2013, will determine the location.   

 
When will the river crossing be built? 
 
This will be determined based on the outcome of the River Crossing Study and upon available funding.  
 

Process 

 
What consultation has been/will be done? 
 
The Strategies that will inform the implementation of the Integrated Growth Plan were based on feedback from the community  re-
ceived during the Saskatoon Speaks process.   The visioning process conducted for Saskatoon Speaks has prompted many of these 
strategies.   

Additional consultation, input and feedback will be required from the community in order to refine many of the concepts outlined in 
this document.  Each component and individual study piece will involve public and stakeholder consultation. The details of each con-
sultation process have not yet been determined. 

The City will be relying on the input and feedback of our citizens to make sure we get this right.  
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Recommended Resources 

Transit-Oriented and Transit-Supportive  
Development: 
Transit-Supportive Guidelines, 2012, Ontario Ministry of  
Transportation  
Transit-Oriented Development Guidelines, 2007, City of Ottawa 
 

Smart Growth: 
www.smartgrowth.org 
Sustainable Street Network Principles, 2012, Congress for the 
New Urbanism 
 

Traditional Neighborhood Development: 
www.tndtownpaper.com/neighborhoods.htm 
safety.fhwa.dot.gov/ped_bike/ 
www.bettercities.net 
 

Congress For The New Urbanism: 
www.cnu.org/ 
 

Context Sensitive Solutions: 
www.contextsensitivesolutions.org/ 
www.fhwa.dot.gov/context/index.cfm 
www.completestreets.org 

Transportation System Design: 
www.completestreets.org/complete-streets-fundamentals/
resources/ 
www.ite.org/emodules/scriptcontent/Orders/ProductDetail.cfm?
pc=RP-036A-E 
www.cnu.org/streets 

Livable Cities: 
Partners for Livable Communities 
Livable Portland: Land Use and Transportation Initiatives  
Model Design Manual for Living Streets, 2011, Los Angeles 
County 

City of Saskatoon Initiatives 

Saskatoon Speaks 

City of Saskatoon Strategic Plan 2012-2022 

Sustainable Growth and Moving Around Video 

http://www.mto.gov.on.ca/english/transit/supportive-guideline/transit-supportive-guidelines-2012-en.pdf
http://www.mto.gov.on.ca/english/transit/supportive-guideline/transit-supportive-guidelines-2012-en.pdf
http://ottawa.ca/cs/groups/content/@webottawa/documents/pdf/mdaw/mdyx/~edisp/con029008.pdf
http://www.smartgrowth.org/
http://issuu.com/newurbanism/docs/sustainable_street_network_principles_op
http://issuu.com/newurbanism/docs/sustainable_street_network_principles_op
http://www.tndtownpaper.com/neighborhoods.htm
http://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/ped_bike
http://bettercities.net/
http://www.cnu.org/
http://contextsensitivesolutions.org/?
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/context/index.cfm
http://www.completestreets.org/
http://www.completestreets.org/complete-streets-fundamentals/resources
http://www.completestreets.org/complete-streets-fundamentals/resources
http://www.ite.org/emodules/scriptcontent/Orders/ProductDetail.cfm?pc=RP-036A-E
http://www.ite.org/emodules/scriptcontent/Orders/ProductDetail.cfm?pc=RP-036A-E
http://www.cnu.org/streets
http://livable.org/livability-resources
http://trimet.org/pdfs/publications/Livable-Portland.pdf
http://www.modelstreetdesignmanual.com/
http://www.modelstreetdesignmanual.com/
http://www.saskatoonspeaks.com/
http://backoffice/DEPARTMENTS/City%20Managers%20Office/Documents/CityStrategicPlanWEB.PDF
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=CJV7bI63Pbg&feature=youtu.be


  

 

222 3rd Avenue North 

Saskatoon, SK S7K 0J5 

www.saskatoon.ca  

Transportation 
975-2454 

Planning 
975-2645 



Funding ($ 000s)

# Project Timing Source 2012 2013 2014 2015 Subtotal Total

Existing Operating $38 $38 $38 $19 $133
Existing Capital $125 $125
New Capital $100 $100 $100 $300

1 Bridging Document Completion: June 18, 2012 (Council) N/A $0 $0

2 Growth Plan to 500K - High Level Completion: June 18, 2012 (Council) N/A $0 $0

Existing Operating $31 $31
Existing Capital $11 $11
Existing Operating $58 $115 $178 $351
Existing Capital $85 $553 $270 $908
New Operating $225 $225
New Capital $180 - $480 $180 - $480
Existing Capital $100 $100
New Capital $150 - $350 $150 - $350
Existing Operating $25 $106 $31 $162
Existing Capital $100 $100
New Capital $250 - $550 $250 - $550

4d Integrated Growth Plan - Land Use Plan 
for Employment Areas 
(Commercial/Industrial)

Start: Fall 2012
Completion: March 2014

Existing Operating $34 $115 $115 $264
$264

5 Water, Wastewater & Utilities Servicing 
Plan

Start: January 2014
Completion: December 2014 New Capital $250 - $350 $100 - $200 $350 - $550 $350 - $550

6 10 Year Budget and Cash Flow Start: December 2014
Completion: June 2015 TBD TBD TBD

7 Amendments to Policies and Standards Start: December 2014
Completion: December 2015 TBD TBD TBD

Funding ($ 000s)

Project Timing Source 2012 2013 2014 2015 Subtotal Total

Existing Operating $186 $374 $362 $19 $941
Existing Capital $421 $553 $270 $1,244
New Operating $225 $225
New Capital $680 - $1480 $350 - $450 $200 - $300 $1230 - $2230

Completion: December 2015

$558

Integrated Growth Plan - River Crossing 
Study

4b

$512 - $812

$250 - $350

$1664 - $1964

$42

TOTAL

$3640 - $4640

Integrated Growth Plan - Rapid Mass 
Transit (RMT)

4c

Growth Plan to 500K - Refined3 Completion: November 2012

OngoingProject Management and AdministrationA

Integrated Growth Plan - Nodes and 
Corridors

4a

Start: Fall 2012
Completion: March 2014

Start: Immediately
Completion: Fall 2013

Start: Immediately; consultant to start Fall 2012
Corridor locations confirmed by December 2013
Completion: December 2014



COMMUNICATIONS TO COUNCIL 

MEETING OF CITY COUNCIL-MONDAY, JUNE 18,2012 

B. ITEMS WHICH REQUIRE THE DIRECTION OF CITY COUNCIL 

1) Denzil Dixon, dated May 25 

Requesting temporary street closures of3'd Avenue and 20111 Street for Caribbean festival and 
parade on June 30,2012. (File No. CK. 205-1) 

RECOMMENDATION: that the request for temporary street closures of3'd Avenue and 20111 

Street for Caribbean festival and parade on June 30, 2012, be 
approved subject to any administrative conditions. 

2) Jason Rose, dated May 25 

Commenting on recycling. (File No. CK. 7830-5) 

RECOMMENDATION: that the infotmation be received. 

3) Kevin Scott and Diane Stephan, dated May 25 

Providing a copy of a letter sent to the Administration regarding parking changes on Spadina 
Crescent. (File No. CK. 6120-2) 

RECOMMENDATION: that the information be received. 

4) Sheila Lawrence, dated May 28 

Requesting that Avenue D between 2211d and 23'd Streets be temporarily closed on September 7, 
2012, from 9:00 a.m. to 6 p.m. for barbecue and entetiainment honouring 25 years of Community 
Service on behalf of the Persons Living with Aids Network of Saskatchewan. 
(File No. CK. 205-1) 

RECOMMENDATION: that the request to temporarily close Avenue D between 22nd and 
23'd Streets on September 7, 2012, from 9:00 a.m. to 6 p.m. for 
barbecue and entertailllllent honouring 25 years of Community 
Service on behalf of the Persons Living with Aids Network of 
Saskatchewan be approved subject to any administrative conditions. 



Items Which Require the Direction of City Council 
~onday,June18,2012 
Page2 

5) V. Romancia, dated ~ay 30 

Commenting on traffic control measures on ~cKinnon Avenue. (File No. CK. 6280- 1) 

RECO~~ENDATION: that the information be received. 

6) Brigitte Tan, dated ~ay 29 

Commenting on fluoridation. (File No. CK. 7920-1) 

RECO~~ENDATION: that the .information be received. 

7) Caitlin ~acLachlan, dated June 3 

Commenting on the cost of ambulance service. (File No. CK. 3000-1) 

RECO~~ENDATION: that the letter be refetTed to the Saskatoon District Health Board. 

8) Sarah ~archildon, Executive Director, Broadway Business Improvement District, 
dated ~ay28 

Requesting to be sole agents for allocation of vending and concession locations for the Broadway 
Att Fest 2012 being held on June 23, 2012. (File No. CK. 205-1) 

RECO~~ENDATION: that the request from the Broadway Business Improvement District 
to be sole agents for allocation of vending and concession locations 
for the Broadway Alt Fest 2012 being held on June 23, 2012 be 
granted. 
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9) Laura Westman, dated June 6 

Requesting that 11th Street be closed between Broadway and Dufferin Avenues from 4:00p.m. to 
7:30 p.m. on Friday, June 15, 2012, to accommodate the Family Barbecue and Carnival event at 
Ecole Victoria School. (File No. CK. 205-1) (As the event falls before the next meeting of City 
Council, this request has been handled administratively.) 

RECOMMENDATION: that the request for a temporary street closure on 11th between 
Broadway and Dufferin Avenues from 4:00 p.m. to 7:30 p.m. on 
Friday, June 15, 2012, to acconunodate the Family Barbecue and 
Carnival event at Ecole Victoria School be granted subject to any 
administrative conditions. 

10) Janeen Covlin, dated June 6 

Commenting on bylaw pe1iaining to the sale of meat in the city. (File No. CK. 185-1) 

RECOMMENDATION: that the direction of Council issue. 

11) North Central Transportation Planning Committee, dated March 1 

Submitting 2012/2013 membership invoice. (File No. CK. 155-1) 

RECOMMENDATION: that the 2012/2013 membership fee to the North Central 
Traospmiation Planning Committee, in the amount of $600.00, be 
paid. 

12) Bob and Dot Zens, dated June 9 

Commenting on loud vehicle noise in the city. (File No. CK. 375-2) 

13) James Brodie, dated June 9 

Commenting on loud vehicle noise in the city. (File No. CK. 375-2) 
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14) Roget Seines, dated June 12 

Commenting on loud vehicle noise in the city. (File No. CK. 375-2) 

15) Steven Thair, dated June 12 

Commenting on loud vehicle noise in the city. (File No. CK. 375-2) 

RECOMMENDATION: that the infotmation be received and the letters be joined to the 
outstanding file on the matter. 

16) Adam Snook, dated June 8 

Commenting on prayer. (File No. CK. 150-1) 

17) Kat·en Cool•, dated June 8 

Commenting on prayer. (File No. CK. 150-1) 

18) Alex Hoppe, dated June 10 

Commenting on prayer. (File No. CK. 150-1) 

RECOMMENDATION: that the information be received. 

19) Shellie Bryant, Secretary, Development Appeals Board, dated May 29 

Submitting Notice of Hearing of the Development Appeals Board regarding the property located at 
327 Flavelle Crescent. (File No. CK. 4352-1) 

RECOMMENDATION: that the information be received. 
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20) Shellie Bryant, Secretary, Development Appeals Board, dated June 6 

Submitting Notice of Hearing of the Development Appeals Board regarding the property located at 
303 Dore Way. (File No. CK. 4352-1) 

RECOMMENDATION: that the infotmation be received. 

21) Shellie Bryant, Secretary, Development Appeals Board, dated June 6 

Submitting Notice of Hearing of the Development Appeals Board regarding the pro petty located at 
3341 Ottona Street. (File No. CK. 4352-1) 

RECOMMENDATION: that the information be received. 

22) Shellie Bryant, Secretary, Development Appeals Board, dated June 11 

Submitting Notice of Hearing of the Development Appeals Board regarding the property located at 
2241 Herman Avenue. (File No. CK. 4 352-1) 

RECOMMENDATION: that the information be received. 

23) Shellie Bryant, Secretaty, Development Appeals Board, dated June 12 

Submitting Notice of Hearing of the Development Appeals Board regarding the pro petty located at 
1803 Idylwyld Drive North. (File No. CK. 4352-1) 

RECOMMENDATION: that the infotmation be received. 



C. ITEMS WHICH HAVE BEEN REFERRED FOR APPROPRIATE ACTION 

1) Sara Gowing, dated May 23 

Commenting on a tree-planting project. (File No. CK. 4200-1) (Referred to Administration to 
respond to the writer.) 

2) Maria Fortugno, dated May 23 

Commenting on St. Maty's School. (File No. CK. 710-1) (Referred to Administration to 
respond to the writer.) 

3) Jordan Magnuson, dated May 23 

Commenting on a pothole causing damage to vehicle. (File No. CK. 6315-1) (Referred to 
Administration to respond to the writer.) 

4) Chris Dauvin, dated May 23 

Commenting on the condition of a street near the landfill. (File No. CK. 6315-1) (Referred to 
Administration to respond to the writer.) 

5) Danny Vereschagin, dated May 28 

Commenting on traffic on 3ih Street. (File No. CK. 6320-1) (Referred to Administration to 
respond to the writer.) 

6) Kent Pollard, dated May 28 

Commenting on lack of access to pedestrian tunnel. (File No. CK. 6220-1) (Referred to 
Administration to respond to the writer.) 

7) Brian Johnston, dated May 30 

Commenting on the use of pesticides. (File No. CK. 4200-7) (Referred to Administration to 
respond to the writer.) 
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8) Laura Chyzowsld, dated ~ay 30 

Commenting on the intersection of Herold and Slimmon Roads. (File No. CK. 6280-1) (Referred 
to Administration to respond to the writer.) 

9) Kelly Braun, dated ~ay 31 

Expressing concems about prostitution. (File No. CK. 4350-012-2) (Referred to Chief of Police 
to respond to the writer.) 

10) Harvey Anderson, ~ay 31 

Commenting on loud motorcycles. (File No. CK. 375-2) (Referred to Administration to 
respond to the writer.) 

11) Elaine Schultz, Secretary for Board of~anagers, Brandtwood Estates, dated ~ay 28 

Commenting on safety issues. (File No. CK. 5000-1) (Referred to Board of Police 
Commissioners for further handling.) 

12) Cam Tennant, dated June 1 

Commenting on yield signs adjacent to Eastlake Avenue. (File No. CK. 6320-1) (Referred to 
Administration to respond to the writer.) 

13) Eric Lawrenz, dated June 5 

Commenting on lawns by the riverbank. (File No. CK. 4200-1) (Referred to Administration to 
respond to the writer.) 

14) Brandon Willdnson, dated June 5 

Commenting on proposed increases to the assessment of condominiums. (File No. CK. 1920-1) 
(Referred to Administration to respond to the writer.) 
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15) Arnold Isbister, dated June 5 

Commenting on proposed increase in taxes. (File No. CK. 6315-1) (Referred to Administration 
to respond to the writer.) 

16) Robert Schmeiser, dated June 6 

Commenting on fluoride in the City's water. (File No. CK. 7920-1) (Referred to Administration 
to respond to the wl'iter.) 

17) Ryan Janzen, dated June 7 

Conunenting on repairs done to clover leaf. (File No. CK. 6315-1) (Referred to Administration 
to respond to the writer.) 

18) Peter Noyes, dated June 7 

Commenting on water pooling in an alley. (File No. CK. 7820-1) (Referred to Administration 
to respond to the writer.) 

19) Gary Derdall, dated June 7 

Commenting on tree trimming. (File No. CK. 4200-1) (Referred to Administration to respond 
to the writer.) 

20) Brian Kraft, dated June 9 

Commenting on large vehicles on Boychuk Drive. (File No. CK. 6315-1) (Referred to 
Administration to respond to the writer.) 

21) Nicole Gantner, dated June 10 

Conunenting on recycling in multi-unit dwellings. (File No. CK. 7830-5) (Referred to 
Administration to respond to the writer.) 
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22) Dwayne Sabulsky, dated June 9 

Commenting on the condition of city streets, roadways and alleys. (File No. CK. 4139-1) 
(Referred to Administration to respond to the writer.) 

23) David Kirton, dated June 11 

Commenting on the need for an off-leash dog part in the west end of the city. 
(File No. CK. 4205-1) (Referred to Administration to respond to the writer.) 

24) Bram Noble, dated June 10 

Commenting on land clearing and development behind Hughes Drive. (File No. CK. 7500-1) 
(Referred to Administration to respond to the writer.) 

25) Joseph Gagnon, dated June 11 

Commenting on issues resulting from railway tracks mnning parallel to Warman Road. 
(File No. CK. 6171-1) (Referred to Administration to respond to the writer.) 

26) Glen Reid, dated June 11 

Commenting on recent changes to transit routes. (File No. CK. 7310-1) (Referred to 
Administration to respond to the writer.) 

27) Lori Prostebby, dated June 11 

Commenting on needle exchange. (File No. CK. 3000-1) (Referred to Board of Police 
Commissioners [regarding allegations of illicit drug trade activities], to the Administration 
[regarding zoning issues] and to the Ministry of Health [regarding the issue of needle 
exchange programs] for consideration and response to the writer.) 

RECOMMENDATION: that the information be received. 



D. PROCLAMATIONS 

1) Debbie White, Founding Board Member, World Oceans Day, dated May 25 

Requesting City Council proclaim June 8 to 15, 2012, as World Oceans Day. (File No. CK. 205-5) 

RECOMMENDATION: that City Council approve the proclamation as set out above and that 
the City Clerk be authorized to sign the proclamation, in the 
standard form, on behalf of City Council. 



- -• - ··- • ~_., ....,., "• ..._...,...,- I 

-----original Message-----
From: CityCouncilWebForm [mailto:CityCouncilWebForm] 
Sent: May 25, 2012 7:08AM 
To: City Council 
Subject: Write a Letter to City Council File No. CK. 205-1 

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: 

Denzil Dixon 
2020 Morgan ave 
Saskatoon 
Saskatchewan 
S7J 2E1 

EMAIL ADDRESS: 

fdixon26@sasktel.net 

COMMENTS: 

I am puting on a caribbean festival, parade, on Jue 30th.It will be to promote the cribbean 
culture in Saskatoon. The parade starts at friendship park and makes its way to Victoria park 
where there will be music, displays, food, etc. I did not know until very recently that I 
needed to seek your approval for the street closure. I am hoping for your approval as much of 
the planning and advertising has already been done. I have had a contract from allocations 
for quite awhile now and was not told about needing approval from city council. Please 
contact me with any questions so we can speak further regarding the event. I am so looking 
forward to showcasing the fabulous costumes and music that the caribbean people of Saskatoon 
have to offer. 
Thankyou so much. 

The parade will marshal at Friendship-park at the base of the traffic 
bridge. The parade will go north on 3rd avenue and turn west onto 20th 
street. the parade will continue down 2oth all the way to avenue c where it 
will turn south. 
The parade will then turn onto Spadina crescent and continue all the way to 
Victoria park where there will be a day of family fun caribbean style. 
Denzil Dixon 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

CityCounciiWebForm 
May 25,201211:56 AM 
City Council 
Write a Letter to City Council 

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: 

Jason Rose 
8313 Ave T North 
Saskatoon 
Saskatchewan 
S7L 387 

EMAIL ADDRESS: 

stacieandjason@hotmail.ca 

COMMENTS: 

7830~ 

RECEIVED 
MAY 2 5 2012 

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE 
SASKATOON 

I just want to let everyone ·kow what a complete waste of money, time and space you people are 
going to create by implementing the "recycling" program. First of all where exactly do you 
expect us to store yet another PLASTIC bin to hold our recycling? My family has·been 
recycling for the last 6 years and the amount of recyling we have every two weeks will fill 
our black garbage bin .•• AND THATS SORTING IT!I!!! .. We have a 3 member family so I could only 
imagine what the amount would be for a 4-6 member family. Do you expect the peopie of 
Saskatoon to have yet another eye sore of a bin parked in the front yard? Nice work, real 
thought out, thanks alot ... The people that are true recycling people are already doing it and 
if you think that you are going to get alot more people on board, good luck with that. All 
your going to get is a bunch of people using those bins for another garbage bin .•. seriously 
people, its time to step down, pay more attention to your day jobs and let someone in that 
can sit down, full time, and deal with the issues we have in this city ..•. or maybe you guys 
like the fact that we have a bunch of gun/knife carrying degenerates walking our streets in 
such high numbers nowadays .•... 
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May 25,2012 

Infrastructure Se~~ 

TranspoL~anch 
2/.' Avenue North 

/askatoon, SK S7K OJS 

Attention: Ms. Lana Dodds 

Dear Madam: 

Re: Spadina Crescent Residence/No Parking 

Today in our mail box we received your Notice about the consideration of eliminating any parking on the 
west side of Spadlna Crescent East in front of the residences between Duke Street and Queen Street. 

This notion and that any City staff time and resources would be expended at all on such a consideration 
are both so ludicrous that, while we will try to attend the meeting on May 31, 2012 to voice our opinion, 
we feel compelled to express the same without waiting until that date. 

We have to assume that you are aware that there Is no parking permitted on the east side of Spadina, so 
options for parking In our area are already limited. The result of eliminating parking on the west side of 
the street as well would therefore leave our entire block .... a long one by most standards .... with no 
street parking whatsoever on both sides. 

Did you ask yourself any of.the foliowlng questions, before starting your process? If you had, we doubt 
that you would have taken this any further. 

Is there any other block In the entire City that would face this unusual circumstance of having no parking 
on either side of the street? 

Have you then considered what this would mean for those residents who can park only on the street 
near or in front of their home, or for those of us who enjoy having visitors come to our homes? Are you 
suggesting, for example, that if the visit happens In the middle of a -40 degree cold snap, the visitor, old 
or young, and whether capable of walking the distance or not, Is to hope to find parking, at the closest 
somewhere on Duke or Queen Street, and then make his or her way to the host's residence? 

Are these people not as important as cyclists who are merely travelling through the area? 



And how is it that we would manage deliveries to our homes, whether it be, for example, a food or a 
floral delivery, and how are we to arrange for service people to come to our homes? Are they also 
expected to park blocks away? We think that our block would be quickly black-listed by all or some of 
these businesses. 

Essentially, to overcome such obstacles, you would be forcing all to construct front driveways on which 
to park or to accommodate such things .... driveways where now beautiful front yards exist. Would that 
not be tantamount to an expropriation of that piece of land by the City? Would it be reasonable to 
expect the City to provide compensation for this and to pay for the expense of creating meaningful 
parking to replace what to only a limited degree we now have? 

Finally, we have to assume that, like other City residents, we are paying taxes for the ability to have at 
least some parking in front of our homes. It would be a legitimate reason to have our tax assessments 
reduced, should your notion ever be Implemented. Does it make any sense for the City to suffer this 
financial loss, when perhaps money is better spent on other solutions, such as suggested below? 

So please apply a little common sense here. By your own admission, it is only the segment of Spa dina 
Crescent East between Duke Street and Queen Street that you say is narrow for both bicycles and 
vehicles. As circumstances would have it, there is a beautiful trail on the east side of Spadina that is 
meant to accommodate bicycles as well as pedestrians. If a cyclist is concerned about his or her safety, 
would it not be logical for him or her to use this part of the trail until Spadina again widens enough for 
him or her? This Inconvenience is a far less than the loss suffered by the residents If parking is 
eliminated. 

Further, you seem to say that It is only for a short segment of Spadlna that this problem occurs. If that Is 
the case, what is wrong with a cyclist occupying the lane and slowing traffic for this short distance, if he 
or she Is intent on riding his or her bicycle on the road? Again, when comparing what is only a perceived 
Inconvenience for the vehicle, such Inconvenience pales by comparison to the challenges of the 
residents and others to the area If there Is no parking. 

Or, if It is such a great problem having vehicles and bicycles on this part of Spadina and money has to be 
spent to solve it, why would you put the residents to the expense of creating alternate parking (if such 
creation is even possible)? Would it not make sense instead to widen the street to the east, using land 
that already belongs to the City, to create the bike lane that you feel is missing? That would seem like a 
worthwhile Investment by the City rather than lose the taxes due to lower assessments caused by lack 
of parking for the res.idents. 

We sincerely hope that this whole matter Is nixed Immediately. It is in our view entirely unfair and pure 
nonsense to spend any more time on the possibility of eliminating the only parking that we have. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

(\~,~ ,IJ,~ S'fll~~ 
~!ott and Diane L. Stephan · 

c. Mayor Don Atchison 

~mbers of City Council 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

CityCounciiWebForm 
May 28, 2012 2:46PM 
City Council 
Write a Letter to City Council 

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: 

Sheila Lawrence 
127C Avenue D North 
Saskatoon 
Saskatchewan 
S7K 4J1 

EMAIL ADDRESS: 

plwa@sasktel.net 

COMMENTS: 

On behalf of the Persons Living with AIDS Network of Saskatchewan we would like to request 
street closure on September 7th, 2012 between the hours of 9:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. 

In honour of 25 years of Community Service we are having an Outreach BBQ event. We will have 
BBQ's, tents, entertainment and an AIDS education table. 

We are reaching out to the community to further educate and increase HIV/AIDS awareness. 

Thanking you in advance for your cooperation in making this worthwhile event a success. 

Sheila Lawrence 

Ave_ D 

1 



City of Saskatoon Infrastructure Services Dept 
222 3rd Ave N 
Saskatoon SK S7K OJ5 
975-2454 rax: 975-2971 

2012/05/30 

re: IS 6280-1 

Hello. 

Thank you for your letter from a traffic safety engineer about yield signs for 2200-2300 block McKinnon Ave at Hilliard St. 

As I 'spearhead' our community's need for these signs, it is good !hal a traffic safety engineer is involved. II is unfortunate 
!hal the point has been missed. It seems the history of this situation and past discussions have faded from non­
McKinnon Ave residents memory far too fast, and respondents are not keeping themselves abreast of the chronology. 

That point is we to be pro-active in prevenlionneed, not just react to past accidents, both for the current situation of 
vehicle speed on a residential street, as well as the traffic increase that is to occur. 

At the other two intersections on McKinnon cross streets, traffic now noticeably slows due to the yield signs. At Hilliard, 
drivers see that there is no sign so drivers seem to think that now they have the right to race through Hllliard-McKinnon. 
Note that the problem occurs from out-of-area traffic using McKinnon as a shortcut, not local drivers who are aware of the 
children. 

The condo project two blocks from the Hilliard-McKinnon intersection is adding 120 homes to McKinnon Ave, which is 
1.5x what already exists. McKinnon traffic has already increased from poor city management of Clarence Ave, and will 
increase significantly more as the condo owners go to Churchill Park Shopping Centre since the condo access is slated 
for lining up with McKinnon. · 

Traffic has already been diverted for the condo project construction actMties, and will be more times. Even when traffic is 
not officially diverted, traffic has and will avoid the trucks and heavy equipment working on the condo project as they 
move about on Ruth Stat Haultain/McKinnon Ave. This puts even more pressure on Hilliard as a diversion from the 
diversion. 

At the most recent meetings to take place on these issues, the church group benefitting from this project stated they 
were going to become active in the community and communicate more and so on, but no communications have taken 
place. 

We have asked several times for traffic count meters to take a count now, and then after the condo is fully occupied to 
prove that we are correct in how much traffic will increase, but every CofS person we contact does not even have the 
courtesy to respond. 

Are you here everyday watching the traffic, therefore knowing what it is really like? We didn't think so. We are experts in 
what actually happens on our street. 

Please gel yield signs installed now. Please get this traffic count done now. 
Please get the pedestrain bulbs calming traffic at all intersections as we have discussed before. 

Thank-you. 

V Romancia 
· Saskatoon SK 

cc: Marilyn Loewen & City Council et al via city Clerk's Office via fax: 975-2784 
222 3rd Ave N 
Saskatoon SK S7K OJ5 



From:­
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

CityCounciiWebForm · · · 
May 29, 2012 9:09AM 
City Council 
Write a Letter to City Council 

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: 

Brigitte Tan 
Box 18, Stn.main, RR # 3 
Saskatoon 
Saskatchewan 
S7K 3J6 

EMAIL ADDRESS: 

bptan@yourlink.ca 

COMMENTS: 

to all members of the City Council of Saskatoon: 

I RECEIVED 
l 

MAY 2 9 2012 
l 
) Gt ry CLERK'S OFFICE 
L --~,,_§ASKATOON 

Mr. Corbett, thank you for answering my email. However you did not address any of my 
concerns, or answer any of my questimis. You conveniently referred me to "Health Canada" and 
the "National Dental Association of Canada". 
Those are political organizations who have always endorsed fluoridation and always 
will .... they have their own agenda, their own script to follow, their own masters to serve. 
(Not US,) 

I am writing to YOU, the City Council of saskatoon, because YOU have the power to fluoridate 
or not fluoridate the water supply. So, rather than to be content with the "status quo," and 
to rely on someone else's guidelines, i invite you to see this issue not as politicians, but 
as fellow human beings with the same concerns as the rest of us, and from a common-sense 
point-of-view. After reading my letter, i invite you to research this issue for yourselves, 
individually, because you OWE it to yourselves and to those who have elected you and who 
trust you to act in their best interest. 
Water fluoridation was first used by the Nazis in their concentration camps, with the purpose 
of sterilizing the women and subduing all prisoners. In the US, fluoridation had its 
beginnings in the 1940's, when the United States began making atomic bombs in great numbers. 
Investigative journalist Christopher Bryson has researched fluoridation for some 10 years and 
written the book "The Fluoride Deception." If you don't have time to read the book, you can 
find a 3 part interview with Bryson on YOUTUBE, they are about 9 minutes each and give you 
insight into the history of fluoridation. 
Sodium fluoride and other forms of inorganic fluorides, such as Hydrofluorosilicic Acid, 
which may be used in our water, and which is even more reactive than Sodium Fluoride, are 
toxic industrial by-products, and what's more, they are themselves contaminated with other 
toxic substances such as lead, aluminium and arsenic, etc. 
This definition alone 1vould make anyone of sound mind wonder: What is this stuff doing in our 
water supply?? 
The fact that ANY individual or organization would endorse the use of such a substance for 
human consumption, is deeply troubling to me and many others. 
Consider for a moment the issue of dental amalgams: the Canadian and American Dental 
Associations continue to endorse these materials as SAFE, despite a mountain of evidence to 
the contrary. Hmv can we trust them? 

1 



The pretext for fluoridation was, and is, the dental health of children. However, you are 
forcing every man, woman and child to ingest this substance every day, for years and years, 
whether it benefits them or not, whether they want it or not. 

· Consider this: babies who are bottle ·fed get fluoridated water froni the beginning of their 
lives, even though it is harmful to babies. Children who like to swallow their toothpaste, 
because it tastes good, AND who drink fluoridated water, can easily get overdosed on the 
stuff. 
Fluoride is partially excreted via the kidneys, and partially stored in the human body. 
Children store up to se percent of it in their bones, and there is a strong connection 
between fluoride consumption and bone cancer in children, especially in young boys. 
All sick people are forced to ingest fluoride: kidney patients have difficulties excreting 
it, and for Dialysis patients it is downright dangerous. People with Diabetes drink more 
water than other people, and therefore can get overdosed on fluoride .... and the list goes on 
and on. 
Of all the fluoridated water, less than one percent is actually being consumed as drinking 
water. We also bathe in it, shower with it, feed it to our cats and dogs, water the garden 
and lawn with it ...•. and what was banned from industrial smoke stacks because of the harm it 
did to all living things, is now quietly and conveniently flushed down the toilet and down 
the waste water pipes, into the river, where, as experts point out, it gets diluted, and it 
eventually reaches the ocean, which is becoming the "final and fatal" resting place of our 
thousands of chemicals, which are slowly killing all life there. AND us also. 
I am asking you again: What moral and.ethical right do you have, to continue this abhorrent 
practice? Is this not a blatant violation of human rights and freedoms? If you take the time 
to research this issue, you will come to the conclusion that, at the very LEAST, fluoridation 
is not a black and white issue, but a very controversial one, one that affects the health of 
people and of the environment in many negative ways. 
I am writing to you in the name of all those who do not wish to drink fluoridated water, all 
those who don't know it's there, but are being harmed by it. And i am asking you again not to 
take this lightly, and not to rely on the "guidelines" of those who serve the industry, which 
is the ONLY real beneficiary in all this. 
Respectfully, Brigitte Tan 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

CityCounciiWebForm 
June 03, 2012 9:58PM 
City Council 
Write a Letter to City Council 

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: 

Caitlin Maclachlan 
117 Northcote Ave. 
Toronto 
Ontario 
M6J 3K4 

EMAIL ADDRESS: 

caitmaclachlan@gmail.com 

COMMENTS: 

JUN 0 4 2012 

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE 

~-~~rst~'LQQ,f\1 ·-~~' 

I am writing for the sake of my grand~other, a Mrs. Eileen Stadnyk, who lives at 2309 McEown 
Avenue in the City of Saskatoon. I hope the concern that I wish to bring to your attention in 
this letter \~ill be of interest to you. 

Personally, I was appalled when I learned that each time a citizen calls an ambulance that 
citizen is billed $350. Apparently my grandmother has 'only' been billed $27S per ambulance 
ride. However, due to health issues, she has felt it necessary to call an ambulance multiple 
times over the past two months. In total she has been billed $1375. That is a lot of money 
for a widowed woman living on a pension to pay after returning home from a nine day hospital 
stay. She lives alone and, with most of her family residing out of the province, has no 
alternative but calling an ambulance when her heart acts up. 

While my grandmother has little faith that the government will provide her with any recourse, 
I sincerely believe this issue needs to be addressed promptly. I am concerned not only for my 
grandmother's sake. I fear for other elderly people and low income families who might feel 
they are prevented from accessing health care due to the fees incurred by calling an 
ambulance. We can hardly call Canadian health care universal if some groups of people cannot 
afford to access it. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Caitlin Maclachlan 

Please note this message has also been sent to Lynne Yelich, Corey Tochor and Mairin Loewen 
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Get the Goods ... on Broadway. 
Broadway Business Improvement Distr;ct 813 Broadway Avenue Saskatoon SK S7N 185 

May 28,2012 

City Clerk's Office 
City of Saskatoon 
222 3'd Avenue North 
Saskatoon SK S7K OJ5 

Re: Broadway Art Fest 2012 

To His Worship and Members of City Council: 

~~=;~~~~~-~~~£~=-~~1 i h·, C~·~ ( , ,~.~· n .. ff 1 E 1""' 
~ lb hl t~~ ~~ .. r ~-"= H \Y c.m U , 

I MAY 3 1 2012 [ 

I CITY CLEHI<'S OFFICE I 
~~1£_;§,~;ATQf~ 

On Saturday, June 23rd, the Broadway BID will host Broadway Art Fest 2012 for which we 
request permission to be the sole agents for the allocation of vending and concession 
locations. This will ensure that our licensed vendors and businesses are not compromised. 

If there are any questions regarding this request, please contact me at 664.6463. 

Kind regards, 

BBID Executive Director 



- ".h~l . 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

CityCounciiWebForm 
June 06, 2012 2:39 PM 
City Council 
Write a Letter to City Council 

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: 

Laura Westman 
424 9 Street East 
Saskatoon 
Saskatchewan 
S7N 0A8 

EMAIL ADDRESS: 

laurabishop@yahoo.com 

COMMENTS; 

JUN 0 6 2012 

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE 
f;.,.,.,~§ASKATOON 

The Ecole Victoria School, School and Community Council would like to request the closure of 
11th Street between Broadway and Dufferin from 4:30 - 7:30pm on Friday, June 15 in order to 
accommodate the school's Family BBQ and Carnival. 

Thank you for considering our request. 

Respectfully, 
Laura Westman 
Vice-Chair, EVS School and Community Council 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

CityCounciiWebForm 
June 06, 2012 5:43 PM 
City Council 
Write a Letter to City Council 

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: 

Janeen Covlin 
Box 184 
Endeavour 
Saskatchewan 
seA ewe 

EMAIL ADDRESS: 

eatreal@coolspringsranch.ca 

COMMENTS: 

Subject: Review and repeal Meat By-law 5469 

-RECEIVED 
JUN 0 7 2012 

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE 
SASKATOON 

Through out all of Saskatchewan it is legal to sell meat from an abattoir with Regional 
Health Inspection ... except Saskatoon. 

Saskatoon's Meat Bylaw 5469 states that ALL meat sold in city limits must be provincially or 
federally carcass inspected. The by-law was put in place in 1975, supposedly for the reason 
the there was farmers bringing in "unsafe meat" and peddling it, but it is also rumoured that 
the the large packing plant, Intercontinetal Packers (Intercon) may have lobbied to encourage 
such a bylaw, hence eliminating some local competition. 

Currently, it is still enforced by The Saskatoon Health Region and is still eliminating 
sales from small Regionally Health Inspected butcher shops. 

The advent of dirty factory farming and industrial food production prompted the chosen 
solution of Food Safety regulations and meat inspection. But what subsequently happened, as 
in this very situation, was the total.exclusion of small pasture-based farms who were never a 
food safety problem to begin with. 

An local example is free-range chicken that is commonly produced. There are 2 federally 
inspected plants and only 1 provincial plant. All of them raise "confinement chicken" but 
don't do any custom processing. 

To follow all the rules, a farmer must first purchase very expensive chicken quota, proceed 
to financing a Provincial Inspected abattoir, and then have a ready and waiting market for 
the large amount of chicken need to allow service the debt and make a living. In short, it 
is not a "scaleable" business opportunity - the required "embryo" for a free-range chicken 
business is too big to be birthed, with the current regulatory climate. 

Small, pasture-based farms are ultimately prevented from marketing healthy free-range poultry 
to chefs, health food stores or even the popular Saskatoon Farmers Market. All these people 
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would LOVE to have access to such local food, not only for the flavour, but the health 
benefits and to support environmentally sustainable farming, but ... it is not legal. 

Health Department IS currently satisfied with the safety of meat coming from Regional Health 
Inspected abattoirs as it is recognized that smaller operations are usually managed by the 
owners, who have a vested interest in supplying safe meat. 

Many grocery chains have their own policies requiring Provincial or Federally inspected meat, 
therefore, it really isn't necessary for the City of Saskatoon to hold up a bylaw regarding a 
choice that could be made by the store, restaurant, or farmers market individually. 

We are requesting for Bylaw 5469 to be repealed, to put Saskatoon in the same position as the 
rest of the province and have more safe, healthy local meats available in the city. 

I look forward to hearing how the issue will proceed - thank you for hearing our concerns! 

Sincerely, 

Janeen Covlin 

As evidence of the demand for more food freedom in Saskatoon, there is a FaceBook group 
called ... 
Saskatoon Food Freedom - Repeal Bylaw 5469 
Many of Saskatoons top chefs and concerned citizens have joined in support 

http://www.facebook.com/groups/SLFFrepeal5469/ 
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Customer 

NORTH CENTRAL 
TRANSPORTATION 
PLANNING COMMITTEE 
BOX 972 • SHELLBROOK, SK • SOJ 2EO • PHONE (306) 747-3762 • 

INVOICE 
Particulars 

A~~;;~::~rr;.i' 
. ,~~ "·"" ~~--~ ~ " ~~ "".&' i v•J 

JUN 1 1 2012 f 

~{q0.6lJ'~~AA~ OFFICE 
SAS!<ATOOhJ - . b..~~-;;;;:.,......,~=-·"<-=>">~-= .. ';..T,""'«=-'O><>=<<J;,--.' 

City !Clerk's Office \ 

City Hall, City of Saskatoon Date: 01 March 2012 
222- 3'd Ave Nmih Invoice No: 
Saskatoon, SK Payment Due: 31 March2012 
S7K OJ6 

Qty Descrip_jion - Unit Price ·•TOTAL 

Membership Fee for April1, 2012 to 31 March 2013 Maximum of $ 600.00 
$600.00 

The Executive wish to thank you 
for your past support through your paid membership 

and also wish to thank you 
for your anticipated continued support 

in the 2012/2013 year. 

. TOTAL ·• . 
$ 600.00 

-

All paid members will receive copies of the approved Executive Minute by e-mail (or posted mail if you 
indicate you are unable to receive e-mail or you are unable to open Word documents). 

Please include with your remittance your updated e-mail address. 
All non-paid members will receive an e-mail copy of the Executive Minutes only if you are able to receive 

e-mail in Microsoft Word and we have your e-mail address on file. 

If you have any questions, 
Pleasefeelfi·ee to contact any of the Executive Officers. 

Chailperson: 
]

51 Vice Chabperson: 
2"d Vice Chairperson: 

RiChard Porter@ {306) 747-7694 
Raymond Wilfing@ (306) 236-6811 
Walter Kabaroff@ {306) 497-3544 

Secret my: Beth Herzog@ (306) 747-3762 
E-Mail: bethherzog@'iasktel.net 

-Thank You-



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

CityCounciiWebForm 
June 09, 2012 7:51AM 
City Council 
Write a Letter to City Council 

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: 

Bob & Dot Zens 
2060-424 Spadina Cres. East 
Saskatoon 
Saskatchewan 
S7K 6X7 

EMAIL ADDRESS: 

COMMENTS: 

RECEIVED 
JUN 1 1. 2012 

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE 
SASKATOON 

Thank you for addressing the issue of.loud vehicle noise in our city. Please know that you 
have the full support of hundreds of people who live downtown and are forced to leave the 
city in the summer due to the increasing and very disturbing noise levels in Saskatoon. 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

CityCounciiWebForm 
June 09, 2012 6:01 PM 
City Council . 
Write a Letter to City Council 

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: 

james brodie 
739 wilkinson way 
saskatoon 
Saskatchewan 
s?n-316 

EMAIL ADDRESS : 

j.brodie@sasktel.net 

COMMENTS: 

City Council, 

RECEIVED 
JUN 11. 2012 

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE 
SASKATOON 

Well here we go again, noise, noise, noise enforcement, in the past we the city of saskatoon 
visited this issue and was defeated and now we are doing this again but with a different 
spin. 

This is just a waste of taxpayers money and time, are we going to revisit the issue of RV 
Parking again as well, well shame on you, for the abuse of taxpayers money. 

Thank-you 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

r 

-- ___ , 

CityCounciiWebForm 
June 12, 2012 8:02AM 
City Council 
Write a Letter to City Council 

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: 

Roget Seines 
3268 Ma.rgaret Place 
Regina 
Saskatchewan 
S4V 1G8 

EMAIL ADDRESS: 

rogetsaurus@gmail.com 

COMMENTS: 

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE 
SASKATOON 

Recent news indicates that your Council is considering enforcement of an excessive vehicle 
noise law utilizing newly available equipment. 
No doubt, you will receive resistance from the minority with a stake or special interest in 
the matter. However, be assured that the vast majority of citizens are in favour of this 
enforcement to quell a constantly growing problem. 
As a Regina resident, I will be watching your progress closely and encouraging our City 
Council· to follow suit. 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

CityCounciiWebForm 
June 12, 2012 10:30 AM 
City Council 
Write a Letter to City Council 

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: 

steven thair 
#405, 717 Victoria Avenue 
Saskatoon 
Saskatchewan 
S7N 2T5 

EMAIL ADDRESS : 

steven.thair@sasktel.net 

COMMENTS: 

RECEIVED 
JUN 1 2 2012 

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE 
SASKATOON 

I write to encourage council to move forward with all steps needed to create a practical and 
enforceable bylaw to reduce vehicle noise, from both two wheeled and four wheeled vehicles. 

A loud horn will serve motorcyclists better than loud pipes, and spare the rest of us the 
disturbance of the latter. 

If change to the provincial legislation is required, then please take the steps necessary to 
start that initiative. 

Thank you, 
Steven Thair 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

CityCounciiWebForm 
June 08, 2012 7:01 PM 
City Council · 
Write a Letter to City Council 

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: 

Adam Snook 
Rr2 
Winfield 
Alberta 
T0c2x0 

EMAIL ADDRESS: 

adam@fcbg.ca 

COMMENTS: 

RECEIVED 
JUN 11 2012 

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE 
SASKATOON 

This is a letter regarding the recent" demands" made about council's praying before 
meetings. 

This is a predominantly Christian country and has been since it's founding, and that 
background has served us well for the last 145 years. 

It's unfortunate that someone in attendance was offended by the prayer, however no one forced 
them to participate. 

I grew up in Saskatoon, attended Holy Cross high school, and I love that city and still 
consider it home. 

At some point someone is going to have to stand up and say NO to people forcing their agendas 
on others. I implore the mayor and council to do the right thing and stick to tradition and 
to your beliefs. 

Regards, 

Adam Snook 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

r ~ f 

CityCounciiWebForm 
June 08, 2012 9:31 PM 
City Council 
Write a Letter to City·Council 

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: 

Karen Cook 
GD 
Binscarth 
Manitoba 
R0J 0G0 

EMAIL ADDRESS: 

gecook@mts.net 

COMMENTS: 

'~11) 

RECEIVED 
JUN 1 1 2012 

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE 
SASKATOON 

I recently read in the news that the city council of Saskatoon is being asked to refrain from 
Christian prayers at council·lead activities, as it may impose on other's human rights. As a 
Christian, I beg you to NOT bow down to the voice of a few who look to take the Lord 
completely out of the public eye. If I were at a ceremony where Hinduism or Buddism, for 
example, where being mentioned or practiced, in the form of a quick prayer, I 1vould in now 
way shape or form be offended. How can this offend or infringe on anyone's human rights? I 
don't believe you are trying to preach and convert anyone else to the Chrisitian religion, 
just a simple prayer to the One True God. God has been taken out of schools, out or politics, 
out of science, do we really want to live in a God·less society? One individual was offended 
by this Christian prayer, please don't make the rest of your Christian population pay for 
that one individual's offense. If people are going to oppose the use of Christian prayers at 
these council·lead events, perhaps they would be more comfortable waiting outside until the 
prayer is complete, then re-join the event after. As I am not a resident of you city, I would 
understand if my opinions mean very little to you, however I felt a strong need to share with 
you that not everyone feels Christianity is offensive. I pray that you will all have the 
strength and courage to stand up for 1vhat you believe in, and allow Christian prayers to 
continue. 
Thank you for your time. 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

CityCounciiWebForm 
June 10, 2012 3:05PM 
City Council 
Write a Letter to City Council 

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: 

Alex Hoppe 
2703 Spadina Cres. E. 
Saskatoon 
Saskatchewan 
S7K 6P8 

EMAIL ADDRESS: 

chester.hare@hotmail.com 

COMMENTS: 

RECEIVED 
JUN 11 2012 

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE 
SASKATOON 

I've been commenting about the Ashu Solo complaint on the CBC's website. 

http://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/saskatchewan/story/2012/06/08/sk-prayer-complaint-1206.html 

Just thought I'd tell you how I feel and that maybe you could use some words of support. 

I do not believe in God, but I do not think those who do are wrong for doing so. 

- "The state should have no role in imposing, endorsing or promoting a particular religion 
OVER OTHERS," 
(A prayer of thanks offered up in public does not imply any negative connotations towards any 
other belief including that of non-belief. And it does not imply that Christianity is a 
superior religion, it was done for the benefit of a crowd of volunteers who were 
predominantly Christian. It was simply a thank you.) 

-"nor should it pressure or coerce an individual into a religious practice," 
(The prayer was offered up to the crowd for them to take or leave as they saw fit. No one was 
forced to participate and no one was shunned for non-participation.) 

Ashu Solo was not denied access to the podium and was free to offer up any prayer he wanted, 
to any god he wanted, for the benefit of the crowd. He chose not to. 
His shyness is no reason to infringe upon other peoples right to express their beliefs. 
I understand and empathize with New Canadians who may have come from war torn countries \vhere 
religious persecution runs rampant, places where people are willing to kill for, and are put 
to death for their beliefs. I have no intention of letting Canada become such a place. 

People must be allowed to share and promote their beliefs so long as it doesn't infringe upon 
the beliefs of others. To say that "God is Great" does not infringe upon my belief of no God. 
However if you start challenging my morals and ethics based upon the fact that I don't share 
your faith, well that's just unacceptable here in Canada. 

If you want to pray to your God go ahead, just don't try to make me do it or tell me I'm 
wrong not to. 
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No one did that to Ashu Solo. 

I hope his complaint is reviewed by a.higher agency and is dismissed. 

Recitation of a prayer such as 'saying grace' is an inoffensive custom and not a challenge to 
anyone's beliefs. It sends no message other than 'thank you', 

The idea that it is "an unpleasant choice of sitting through the prayer or making a scene by 
leaving" is ludicrous. It's no worse than sitting through any other speech, and obviously Mr. 
Ashu Solo is not afraid of the spotlight created by causing a scene. 

In the future when saying grace at public events, keep it short, and if other faiths want to 
say a similar message, by all means let them. 

I hope justice lvill prevail, and the freedom to practice ones beliefs wont be overshadowed by 
the excessive sensitivities of others. 

Regards, 

Alex Hoppe 
Citizen of Saskatoon 
chester.hare@hotmail.com 
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City of 

Saskatoon 
Saskatoon Development 
Appeals Board 

His Worship the Mayor 
and Members of City Council 

Ladies and Gentlemen: 

Re: Refusal to Issue Development Permit 

cl o City Clerk's Office 
222 - 3rd Avenue North 
Saskatoon, SK S?K OJ5 

May29, 2012 

Alteration to One Unit Dwelling- Attached Deck -10' X 28' 
(Front Yard Setback Deficiency) 
327 Flavelle Crescent- RIA Zoning District 
Gordon Harrold 
Appeal19-2Q12 

ph 306•975•8002 
fx 306•975•7892 

In accordance with Section 222(3)( c) of The Planning and Development Act, 2007, attached is a 
copy of a Notice of Hearing of the Development Appeals Board regarding the above-noted property. 

y~~ 
tft- Shellie Bryant 

Secretary, Development Appeals Board 

SB:drs 

Attachment 

Templates\DABs\Mayor.dot 

www.saskatoon.ca 



DATE: 

PLACE: 

RE: 

City of 

Saskatoon 
Saskatoon Development 
Appeals Board 

cl o City Clerk's Office 
222 - 3rd Avenue North 
Saskatoon, SK S7K OJ5 

ph 306•975~8002 
fx 306•975•7892 

NOTICE OF HEARING- DEVELOPMENT APPEALS BOARD 

Monday, June 25, 2012 TIME: 4:00p.m. 

Committee RoomE, Ground Floor, South Wing, City Hall 

Refusal to Issue Development Permit 
Alteration to One Unit Dwelling- Attached Deck -10' X 28' 

· (Front Yard Setback Deficiency) 
326 Flavelle Crescent -RIA Zoning District 
Gordon Harrold 
(Appeal No: 19-2012) 

TAKE NOTICE that Gordon Brent Harrold has filed an appeal under Section 219(l)(b) of The 
Planning and Development Act, 2007, in connection with the City's refusal to issue a Building 
Permit to allow an attached deck, 10 feet by 28 feet, at 326 Flavelle Crescent. 

The property is located in a RIA Zoning District. Section 5.8(2)(d) of the Zoning Bylaw states 
that an attached deck more than 0.4 metres in height may project 1.8 metres (5.906 feet) into the 
required front yard. Further, Section 8.2.2. of the Zoning Bylaw requires one-unit dwellings to 
have a front yard setback of 6.0 metres (19.685 feet). Given this information, a front yard 
setback of no less than 4.2 metres (13.779 feet) is required.· · · · · 

Based on the information provided, the front yard has a setback of 3.596 metres (11.8 feet) 
resulting in an encroachment of0.603 metres (1.98 feet). 

The Appellant is seeking the Board's approyai to allow the attached deck. 

Anyone wishing to provide comments either for or against this appeal can do so by writing to the 
Secretary, Development Appeals Board, City Clerk's Office, City Hall, Saskatoon, Saskatchewan, 
S7K OJ5 or email development.appeals.board@saskatoon.ca. Anyone wishing to obtain further 
infonnation or view the file in this matter can contact the Secretary at 975-2783. 

Dated at SASKATOON, SASKATCHEWAN, this 291
h day of May, 2012. 

Templates\DABs\Dab-A 

www.saskatoon.ca 

Shellie Bryant, Secretary 
Development Appeals Board 



City of 

Saskatoon 
Saskatoon Development 
Appeals Board 

His Worship the Mayor 
and Members of City Council 

Ladies and Gentlemen: 

Re: Development Appeals Board Hearing 
Refusal to Issue Development Permit 
Proposed Attached Deck 
(With Front Yard Setback Deficiency) 
303 Dore Way- RlA Zoning District 
Armella Frenette 
(Appeal No. 21-2012) 

c/o City Clerk's Office 
222 - 3rd Avenue North 
Saskatoon, SK S7K 0]5 

June 6, 2012 

ph 306•975•8002 
fx 306•975•7892 

In accordance with Section 222(3)(c) of The Planning and Development Act, 2007, attached is a 
copy of a Notice of Hearing of the Development Appeals Board regarding the above-noted property. 

Yours truly, 

Shellie Bryant 
Secretary, Development Appeals Board 

SB:ks 

Attachment 

Templates\DABs\Mayor.dot 

www.saskatoon.ca 



I) ATE: 

PLACE: 

RE: 

City of 

Saskatoon 
Saskatoon Development 
Appeals Board 

c/o City Clerk's Office 
222 - 3rd Avenue North 
Saskatoon, SK S7K OJ5 

ph 
fx 

306•975•8002 
306•975•7892 

NOTICE OF HEARING- DEVELOPMENT APPEALS BOARD 

Monday, July 9, 2012 TIME: 4:00 p.m. 

Committee RoomE, Ground Floor, South Wing, City Hall 

Refusal to Issue Development Permit 
Proposed Attached Deck 
(With Front Yard Setback Deficiency) 
303 Dore Way- RlA Zoning District 
Armella Frenette 
(Appeal No. 21-2012). 

TAKE NOTICE that Armella Frenette has filed an appeal under Section 219(1)(b) of The Planning 
and Development Act 2007, in connection with the City's refusal to issue a Development Permit to 
allow a proposed attached deck. 

The property is located in a RIA Zoning District. Section 5.8 (2)(d) of the Zoning Bylaw states 
that raised patios and decks more than 0.4 metres (1.31 feet) in height above grade are permitted 
to project not more than 1.8 metres (5.91 feet) into a required front yard. The required front yard 
in the RIA District is 6.0 metres (19.68 feet). 

Based on the information provided, the raised deck projects up to 3.20 metres (1 0.5 feet) into the 
required front yard resulting in a deficiency of 1.0 metres (3.28 feet). 

The Appellant is seeking the Board's approval to allow the attached deck. 

Anyone wishing to provide comments either for or against this appeal can do so by writing to the 
Secretary, Development Appeals Board, City Clerk's Office, City Hall, Saskatoon, Saskatchewan, 
S7K OJ5 or email development.appeals.board@saskatoon.ca. Anyone wishing to obtain further 
information or view the file in this matter can contact the Secretary at 975-2783. 

Dated at SASKATOON, SASKATCHEWAN, this 6th day of June, 2012. 

Templates\DABs\Dab-A 

www.saskatoon .. ca 

Shellie Bryant, Secretary 
Development Appeals Board 



City of 

Saskatoon 
Saskatoon Development 
Appeals Board 

His Worship the Mayor . 
and Members of City Council 

Ladies and Gentlemen: 

Re: Development Appeals Board Hearing 
Refusal to Issue Development Permit 

c/o City Clerk's Office 
222- 3rdAvenue North 
Saskatoon, SK S7K OJ5 

June 6, 2012 

Detached Accessory Building - Garden Shed with Playhouse 
(With Various Zoning Violations) 
3341 Ortona Street- R2 Zoning District 
Neil and Debbie Block 
(Appeal No. 20-2012) 

ph 306•975•8002 
fx 306•975•7892 

In accordance with Section 222(3)(c) of The Planning and Development Act, 2007, attached is a 
copy of a Notice of Hearing of the Development Appeals Board regarding the above-noted property. 

y~ 
Shellie Bryant 
Secretary, Development Appeals Board 

SB:ks 

Attachment 

·Templates\DABs\Mayor.dot 

www.saskatoon.ca 



City of 

Saskatoon 
Saskatoon Development 
Appeals Board 

c/o City Clerk's Office 
222 - 3rd Avenue North 
Saskatoon, SK S7K OJ5 

ph 
fx 

306•975•8002 
306•975 •7892 

NOTICE OF BEARING- DEVELOPMENT APPEALS BOARD 

DATE: Monday, July 9, 2012. TIME: 4:00 p.m. 

PLACE: Committee RoomE, Ground Floor, South Wing, City Hall 

RE: Refusal to Issue Development Permit 
Detached Accessory Building- Garden Shed with Playhouse 
(With Various Zoning Violations) 
3341 Ortona Street- R2 Zoning District 
Neil and Debbie Block 
(Appeal No. 20-2012) 

TAKE NOTICE that Neil and Debbie Block have filed an appeal under Section 219(1)(b) of The 
Planning and Development Act, 2007, in connection ·with the City's refusal to issue a Development 
:Permit to allow a detached accessory building in the rear yard at 3341 Ortona Street. 

The property is located in an R2 Zoning District. Section 5.7(3) of the Zoning Bylaw states that 
in any R district, no detached accessory buildings or structures shall: 

a) exceed four metres in height from grade level to the underside of the eaves; 
b) have any part of its roof in excess of five metres in height; 
c) be more than one storey in height above grade; and 
d) have a floor located more than 1.2 metres above grade level. 

Further, Section 2.0 Definitions of the Zoning Bylaw indicates that "storey'' means that portion 
of any building which is situated betWeen the top of any floor and the top of the floor next above 
it; and if there is no floor above it, that portion between the top of such floor and the ceiling 
above it. 

Based on the information provided, the following zoning violations are noted: 

1. With reference to clause a) noted above, the proposed detached accessory building is 
4.470 metres in height :frqm grade level to the underside of the eave resulting in the 
detached accessory building being 0.470 metres too high to the underside of the eave; 

2. With reference to clause b) noted above, the proposed detached accessory building is 
5.08 metres in height to the peak resulting in the detached accessory building being 
0.08 metres too high to tlie roof peak. 

www.saskatoon.ca 



Development Appeals Board 
Appeal 2012-20 

3. With reference to clause c) noted above and the definition of a "storey", the floor of 
the garden shed constitutes the first storey and the floor of the playhouse will 
constitute a second storey which is not permitted; and 

4. With reference to clause d) noted above, the floor of the proposed detached accessory 
building is 2. 7 metres in height resulting in a detached accessory building floor being 
1.5 metres too high above grade level. 

The Appellant is seeking the Board's approval to allow the detached accessory building. 

Anyone wishing to provide comments either for or against this appeal can do so by writing to the 
Secretary, Development Appeals Board, City Clerk's Office, City Hall, Saskatoon, Saskatchewan, 
S7K OJ5 or email development.appeals.board@saskatoon.ca. Anyone wishing to obtain further 
information or view the ille in this matter can contact the Secretary at 975-2783. 

Dated at SASKATOON, SASKATCHEWAN, this 6th day of June, 2012. 

Templates\DABs\Dab-A 

Shellie Bryant, Secretary 
Development Appeals Board 



City of 

Saskatoon 
Saskatoon Development 
Appeals Board 

c/o City Clerk's Office 
222- 3rdAvenue North 
Saskatoon, SK S7K OJ5 

His Worship the Mayor 
and Members of City Council 

Ladies and Gentlemen: 

Re: Development Appeals Board Hearing 
Refusal to Approve Subdivision Application 
One-Unit Dwellings 
(With Minimum Site Width Deficiency) 
2241 Herman Avenue- R2 Zoning District 
Kelly Foster 
(Appeal No. 23-2012) 

June 11, 2012 

ph 306•975•8002 
fx 306•975•7892 

In accordance with Section 222(3)(c) of The Planning and Development Act, 2007, attached is a 
copy of a Notice of Hearing of the Development Appeals Board regarding the above-noted property. 

Yours truly, 

~v~ 
Shellie Bryant 
Secretary, Development Appeals Board 

SB:ks 

Attachment 

Templates\DABs'\Mayor.dot 
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DATE: 

PLACE: 

RE: 

City of 

Saskatoon 
Saskatoon Development 
Appeals Board 

c/o City Clerk's Office 
222 - 3rd Avenue North 
Saskatoon, SK S7K OJ5 

ph 306•975•8002 
fx 306•975•7892 

NOTICE OF HEARING· DEVELOPMENT APPEALS BOARD 

Monday, June 25, 20:l2 TIME: 4:00 p.m. 

Committee RoomE, City Hall (Please enter off 4th Avenue, using Door #1) 

Refusal to Approve Subdivision Application 
One-Unit Dwellings 
(With Minimum Site Width Deficiency) 
2241 HermanAvenue-R2 Zoning District 
Kelly Foster 
(Appeal No. 23-2012) 

TAKE NOTICE that Kelly Foster has filed an appeal under Section 228(1) of The Planning and 
Development Act, 2007, in connection with the City's refusal to approve Subdivision Application 
J':!o. 34/12, for the property located at 2241 Herman Avenue. 

The intent of. the subdivision proposal is to create proposed Lot 49 to accommodate the 
construction of a new one-unit dwelling and proposed Lot 50 to accommodate an existing one­
unit dwelling. 

City Council, at its meeting held on May·28, 2012, denied the subdivision application on the 
basis that the proposal does not conform to the development standard of Zoning Bylaw No. 8770 
regarding minimum site width for one-unit dwellings. 

Section 8.4.4 of Zoning Bylaw No. 8770 requires that the site width for the construction of new 
one-unit dwellings in established neighbourhoods shall be at least 70 percent of the average site 
width for one- and two-unit dwelling sites fronting on the subject block face and the opposite 
block face, but in no case shall the site width be less than 7.5 metres. 

In accordance with the 70 percent site width calculation, the required site width on the 2200 
block of Herman Avenue is 12.16 metres. Proposed Lots 49 and 50 each show a site width of 
11.43 metres. As a result, each lot is deficient in width by 0.73metres. 

Under the provisions of Section 228 of The Planning and Development Act, 2007, an applicant 
for subdivision has the right to appeal to the Development Appeals Board when their application 
for subdivision has been denied. 

The Appellant is seeking the Board's approval of the subdivision application. 

www. saskatoon. ca 



Development Appeals Board 
Appeal23-2012 

Notice is being provided to the appellant, the Council, the municipality and to each property owner 
and the assessed owners of neighbouring properties within 75 metres from the subject property. 

Anyone wishing to provide comments either for or against this appeal can do so by writing to the 
Secretary, Development Appeals Board, City Clerk's Office, City Hall, Saskatoon, Saskatchewan, 
S7K OJS or email development.appeals.board@saskatoon.ca. Anyone wishing to obtain further 
information can contact the Secretary at 975-2783. 

Dated at SASKATOON, SASKATCHEWAN, this 11th day of June, 2012. 

Templates\DABs\Dab-A-Sub.dot 

Shellie Bryant, Secretary 
Development Appeals Board 



City of 

Saskatoon 
Saskatoon Development 
Appeals Board 

His Worship the Mayor 
and Members of City Council 

Ladies and Gentlemen: 

Re: Development Appeals Board Hearing 
Refusal to Issue Development Permit 

c/o City Clerk's Office 
222 - 3rd Avenue North 
Saskatoon, SK S7K OJ5 

June 12, 2012 

Removal and Replacement of McDonald's Restaurant 
(With Deficiency in Required Number of Parking Spaces) 
1803 Idylwyld Drive North- ILl Zoning District 
Stantec Architecture/Clayton Petrich 
(Appeal No. 22-2012) · 

ph 306•975•8002 
fx 306•975•7892 

In accordance with Section 222(3)(c) of The Planning and Development Act, 2007, attached is a 
copy of a Notice of Hearing of the Development Appeals Board regarding the above-noted property. 

Yours truly, 

~ 
Shellie Bryant 
Secretary, Development Appeals Board 

SB:ks 

Attachment 

Templates\DABs\Mayor.dot 
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DATE: 

PLACE: 

RE: 

City of 

Saskatoon 
Saskatoon Development 
Appeals Board 

c/o City Clerk's Office 
222 - 3rd Avenue North 
Saskatoon, SK S7K OJ5 

ph 306•975•8002 
fx 306•975•7892 

NOTICE OF HEARING- DEVELOPMEJ\'T APPEALS BOARD 

Monday, July 9, 2012 TIME: 4:00 p.m. 

Committee RoomE, Gronnd Floor, South Wing, City Hall 

Refusal to Issue Development Permit 
Removal and Replacement of McDonald's Restaurant 
(With Deficiency in Required Number of Parking Spaces) 
1803 ldylwyld Drive North- IIA Zoning District 
Stantec Architecture Ltd./Clayton Petrich 
(Appeal No. 22-2012) 

TAKE NOTICE that Stantec Architecture Ltd./Clayton Petrich has filed an appeallUlder Section 
219(l)(b) of The Planning and Development Act, 2007, in connection with the City's refusal to 
issue a Development Permit to allow the removal and replacement of an existing restaurant at 
1803 Idylwyld Drive North. 

The pro~erty is located in an ILl Zoning District. Section 6.3 .4( 4) requires one parking space 
per 30m of gross leasable floor area for a restaurant in an ILl district. 

Based on the information provided, the gross leasable floor area of the propo'sed restaurant is 
approximately 471m2 and requires a total of 16 parking spaces at 2.7m x 6.0m. Only 12 parking 
spaces are shown on the plans including 2 barrier free spaces resulting in a deficiency of 4 
parking spaces. 

The Appellant is seeking the Board's approval to allow the parking deficiency. 

Anyone wishing to provide co=ents either for or against this appeal can do so by writing to the 
Secretary, Development Appeals Board, City Clerk's Office, City Hall, Saskatoon, Saskatchewan, 
S7K OJS or email development.appeals.board@saskatoon.ca. Anyone wishlng to obtain further 
information·or view the file in this matter can contact the Secretary at 975-2783. 

Dated at SASKATOON, SASKATCHEWAN, this 12th day of Jtu1e, 2012. 

Templates\DABsiDah·A 

www.saskatoon.ca 

Shellie Bryant, Secretary 
Development Appeals Board 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

CityCounciiWebForm 
May 23, 2012 12:28 PM 
City Council 
Write a Letter to City_ Council 

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: 

Sara Gowing 
827 ave J N 
Saskatoon 
Saskatchewan 
s712k8 

EMAIL ADDRESS: 

chibi_princess@msn.com 

COMMENTS: 

Hello, 

RECEIVED 
MAY• 2 3 2012 

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE 
SASKATOON 

I would like to start a park project in the city. A park project is where the volunteers 
would plant trees donated by business and community members. I would get a bunch of local 
business and residents to donate time and money and one weekend in July or August where we 
would do the actual planting. I was wondering if there is a park that we would be able to 
plant the trees in, or if there are similar projects already started in the city. 

Thank you so much for your time 
Sara 

1 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

CityCounciiWebForm 
May 23, 2012 10:51 AM 
City Council 
Write a Letter to City Council 

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: 

Maria Fortugno 
246A East Place 
Saskatoon 
Saskatchewan 
S7J 2X9 

EMAIL ADDRESS: 

mariac.fortugno@gmail.com 

COMMENTS: 

710-( 

RECEIVED 
MAY· 2 3 2012 

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE 
SASKATOON 

ca) 

I have, with grave disappointment, watched key heritage buildings destroyed since I was a 
child, growing up in Saskatoon. I remember the controversy over the demolition of 
Saskatoon's original performance theatre, "The Capitol". I remember the near miss when 
Riversdale Pool was proposed to be shut down because of its' disrepair, in the late 1970's, 
It was only the outcry of many citizens which thwarted that demolition in favour of plans to 
renovate. 

Presently, to add.to park space, there are plans to demolish St. Mary's School, the 99-year 
old building which was the first Catholic school erected in Saskatoon, and one of the first 
in Saskatchewan! If this is not a heritage site, what is! There are also rumours and much 
upset amongst Saskatoon citizens about the selling off and possible demolishment of Third 
Avenue United Church in the downtown. 

I am appalled by the short-sightedness and narrow focus of proponents against the protection 
of heritage sites. These are the very buildings which have contributed to the solidity and 
beauty that has given Saskatoon a good reputation in the past. Meanwhile, we are becoming a 
box store marvel. Such un-architectural buildings use many resources but are DESIGNED to 
last only 10 years! 

Ironically, there is great effort to tear down buildings which were built to last (consider 
the difficulty destroying the A.L. Cole site). Is this the city we want? Disposable boxes? 
I wouldn't be surprised if the Bessborough comes up for discussion of demolition, next, at 
this rate. 

Sincerely, 
Another Concerned Citizen 

1 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

CityCounciiWebForm 
May 23, 2012 3:23PM 
City Council 
Write a Letter to City Council 

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: 

Jordan Magnuson 
822 Avenue J North 
Saskatoon 
Saskatchewan 
S7L2K9 

EMAIL ADDRESS: 

jordan.magnuson@bmroofing.ca 

COMMENTS: 

To whom this may concern, 

63Q) 

RECEIVED 
MAY 2 3 2012 

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE 
SASKATOON 

While driving yesterday in my truck I struck a pothole on the 1400 block of Avenue D North. 
It broke all 5 lug bolts off my front left tire, costing me $131.00 in towing from Astro 
Towing and a $200 cost to repair the damages. I will also need to get my wheel refinished as 
it suffered damage swell. 

I believe this is the City's responsibility to pay for these damages, and is very lucky that 
no pedestrian or myself got injured during this mishap as my wheel that fell off could of 
killed someone. 

Thank you for addressing my concerns quickly. 

1 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

CityCounciiWebForm 
May23, 201211:53 PM 
City Council 
Write a Letter to City Council 

TO HIS L.JORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

FROM; 

chris dauvin 
2e6 keeley cres 
stoon 
Saskatchewan 
s7j 4b4 

EMAIL ADDRESS: 

cdauvin@hotmail.com 

COMMENTS: 

RECEIVED 
MAY 2 4 2012 

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE 
SASKATOON 

hi i would like an explaination as to why power drive road (the only road that goes to 
QEpower station and the garbage dump) is in such a third world condition?this road has been 
abused and neglected for far to long please fix this problem! 

1 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

CityCounciiWebform 
May 27, 2012 8:48AM 
City Council 
Write a Letter to City Council 

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: 

Danny Vereschagin 
3543-37th Street West 
Saskatoon 
Saskatchewan 
S7L7B8 

EMAIL ADDRESS: 

dan.vereschagin@shaw.ca 

COMMENTS: 

RECEIVED 
MAY 2 8 2n12 

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE 
SASKATOON 

My family would like to have council address the fact that the street that we live on has 
been getting increasingly busier as well as the drivers are not slowing down. 

How can we have speed bumps installed along our stretch of the street. Hughes has speed 
bumps and 37th further down has speed bumps. We find that drivers, including buses are not 
sl01~ing down and using this stretch as a raceway. 

I have been outside on the sidewalk and have motioned to drivers to slow down and they keep 
on crusing. 

Please do something for the safety of our children, our neighbours children and your future 
taxpayers. 

Sincerely 
Dan & Tracy Vereschagin 

1 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

CityCounciiWebForm 
May 28, 2012 9:59AM 
City Council 
Write a Letter to City Council 

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: 

Kent Pollard 
1222 Junor Av 
Saskatoon 
Saskatchewan 
S7L 7Kl 

EMAIL ADDRESS: 

kentpollard@gmail. com 

COMMENTS: 

RECEIVED 
MZ 2 8 2012 

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE 
SASKATOON 

For decades there has been a marked and lighted crosswalk at the south end of Edward Avenue 
(For pedestrian access to the south side of 33rd street) which had a wheelchair ramp on both 
sides, providing access to the tunnel under the CP rail tracks. 

The construction of the new, much vaunted, pedestrain and cycling path from Kelsey to the 
riverbank has resulted in installation of a solid curb across that crosswalk, which is 
impenetrable to wheelchair users, forcing them to either travel a block west, if they intend 
to use the underpass, or stay on the north side of 33rd all the way to the riverbank, if that 
is their destination. 

I find myself at a loss to imagine how the city justifies, in the second decade of the 21st 
century, removing wheelchair access that was already present, especially in light of the 
targetted goal of a dedicated pedestrain path. 

I hope this is a careless, and wasteful, oversight that will be corrected, otherwise, it 
represents a sad indicator of the administration's commitment to those with mobility issues. 

1 



From:· 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

CityCounciiWebForm 
May 30, 20121:39 PM 
City Council 
Write a Letter to City Council 

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: 

Brian Johnston 
834 Marr ave 
Saskatoon 
Saskatchewan 
S7L3Z5 

EMAIL ADDRESS: 

brianiohnston@sasktel.net 

COMMENTS: 

RECEIVED 
MAY 3 0 2012 

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE 
SASKATOON 

' '. 

I am sure there have been talks about·a potential pesticide ban in the city. I would 
encourage a pesticide ban and know this process takes some time in bringing about, however in 
the meantime it would be beneficial to all if home owners who are using pesticides would have 
to put a sign on their lawn displaying the use of pesticides. As far as pets are concerned, 
just walking my dogs around the neighborhood is nerve racking as they walk on almost every 
lawn they go past and love to groom themselves when returning home and ingest them. Often the 
pesticides can be smelt and I can keep them off, but often not. Now these chemicals are 
brought into our houses by our pets. I'm sure you get the picture. I believe it would improve 
everyones heath and safety if this small change were made. thank you for your time. 

Brian 

1 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Cit)!CbllnciiWebForm 
May 30, 2012 9:32AM 
City Council 
Write a Letter to City Council 

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: 

Laura Chyzowski 
406-150 Pawlychenko Lane 
Saskatoon 
Saskatchewan 
S7V0B4 

EMAIL ADDRESS: 

lchyzowski@shaw.ca 

COMMENTS: 

Good Morning, 

RECEIVED 
MAY 3 0 2012 

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE 
SASKATOON 

The purpose of this letter is to raise concerns regarding the intersection of Herald Rd and 
Slimmon Rd in the Lakewood Suburban Centre. 
As someone who lives in this area (on Pawlychenko), i frequent this intersection daily. 
Throughout my travels through this intersection, I have witnessed many many near misses as 
people think that it is a 4 way stop, and it is not. 
I have thought for a long time that there is going to be an accident there, especially with 
people who are not familiar with the area. 
Unfortunetly, last night, I was in fact in an accident there. I was driving Westbound on 
Herald and approaching the intersection. As I was driving through, a yound man turned left 
directly in front of me, thinking that it was a 4 way stop. Well as he quickly realized after 
i T-Boned him, it is not a 4 way stop, i did in fact have the right of way. 
So my request to you, is to please consider evaluating that intersection to be made into a 4 
way stop. My accident i'm sure certaintly wasn't the first, and it certaintly won't be the 
last. 

Thank you for you time. 

1 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

CityCounciiWebForm 
May 30, 2012 10:24 PM 
City Council 

. ·-,, ·, ~ 

Write a Letter to City Council 

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: 

Kelly Braun 
210 Hogg Way 
Saskatoon 
Saskatchewan 
S7N 3W4 

EMAIL ADDRESS: 

Kellybraun33@hotmail. com 

COMMENTS: 

L.j-3 50- 0/2::;\ 
C~J 

RECEIVED 
MAY 3 1 2012 

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE .. 
SASKATOON 

Good evening Mr. mayor and Members of.the Council. I Have chosen to come forth about a 
subject that isn't preferable to talk about: the issues of human trafficking and prostitution 
in our city. A month ago, I was on my way to a prayer meeting at the Youth for Christ 
building when I noticed a strange looking house on 33rd street. There were no signs other 
than "open" and a list of hours with a phone number. I got a quesy feeling in my stomach and 
I knew that it was a brothel. That night I was sharing with a friend about it and he said he 
had seen it too and called the number, being told that it was a "massage parlor". Afterwards 
he called the police to report it, and was told nothing could be done, because prostitution 
has been made legal. As a young woman, this is heart breaking and sickening to me. The big 
issue that many people don't realize is that prostitution is so rarely by choice. It is often 
young, vulnerable girls taken against their will and forced into the situation. Pimps are now 
given more freedom in the exploitation of these girls. I do not agree with the legalization 
making the situation a better one. Most sought after prostitutes are teenage girls, and with 
inspections being done on these "legal" brothels, the pimps will force the underage 
prostitutes more and more undergrouna, putting them in extreme danger. The legalization of 
this puts an end to justice. The solution would be to continue fighting this injustice, 
having further persecution for pimps and rehabilitation for the girls. When society looks 
back on things like slavery in the United States or the Holocaust we say to ourselves, how 
could they have say by and just let that happen? Well I don't want to sit by and watch these 
girls be raped day after day and have everyone be okay with it. Thank you for reviewing my 
concerns. 

1 



From:· 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

CityCounciiWebForm 
May 31, 2012 9:38AM 
City Council 
Write a Letter to City Council 

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: 

Harvey Anderson 
301-505 Clarence Ave. S 
Saskatoon 
Saskatchewan 
S7H 2C8 

EMAIL ADDRESS: 

harvey.anderson @gov.sk.ca 

COMMENTS: 

RECEIVED 
MAY 31 2012 

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE 
SASKATOON 

I cannot believe City Council has not·yet found a way to reduce the noise from unmufflered 
motorcycles, although I was told by a Councillor 2 years ago that a bylaw was being 
developed. The city of West Kelona has banned the tinkeling sounds from mobile Icecream 
Venders, but Saskatoon can't enforce 
a law requiring addeqite mufflers on motorcycles. 

The upcoming Hog Fest and Hell's Angels Bike Ralley would be a great time to start requ1r1ng 
mufflers on motorcycles, and if enforced would fatten the coffers of the City greatly. I have 
a hard time believing the city would grant permits for Pig Roast and street closure for a 
Known Organized Criminal Gang. 

Sincerely 

Harvey s. Anderson 

1 



May28,2012 

Brandtwood Estates 
3140 Louise Street 

Saskatoon, SK S7J 3L8 
306-374-5236 

Your Worship, DonaldJ.Atchison and Council 
City Hall 
Saskatoon, SK 

Dear Mayor Atchison: 

The citizens of Brandtwood Estates wish to bring to your attention the series of crime, and 
alcohol or drug induced noise that has increased a great deal in recent months in our 
Eastview neighborhood and, we, as private (senior) citizens, are eminently unqualified to 
intervene. The drug dealings and parties that stem from the east end of Sturby Place have 
now moved beyond tolerable and should be addressed immediately. 

In the last ten days, we have had two break-ins. Before that, sporadic break-ins, graffiti on 
our property and high speed traffic not only on Louise Street but on our property as well. 
We have also notice increased speeding on Arlington. 

The citizens do not feel it is safe to walk in this area or be outside after dusk. We have many 
residents who depend on the use of their motorized scooter to get around and are hesitant to 
do so even in the daylight due to the speeding tmffic and questionable characters who 
congregate in this area. 

When the evening activities exceed tolerability, we have been calling the police department, 
however, by the time they arrive - if they arrive at all, the law breakers have dispersed. 

We, the residents of Brandtwood Estates, urge the City of Saskatoon administration to direct 
the City Police Department to make a substantial increase in the surveillance around 3120, 
3130, 3140 Louise Street and 2013 Arlington Avenue. In addition, the owners of Sturby 
Place should be contacted to address the situation that some of their occupants are 
participating in. 

We ask that attention be given to the above concerns so the senior population in this area 
can ens~me quality of life and not be afraid for their safety. 

We look forward to your response. 

Yours truly, 

~.4d~ 
Elaine Schultz, Secretary for 
Board of Managers, Brandtwood Estates , 
c.c. Mairin Loewen, City Councillor Ward 7 

Saskatoon Police Chief Clive Weighill 

Atcd: Signed petitions 



PETITION TO CITY OF SASKATOON 

Phase -~-=/_:__ _____ Address: .'2 Cl I 5' 8 R 1.. IN (i-To/'{ /J J & 

Date: --------

This document is a Petition from Brandtwood Estates, Arlington and Louise Streets 
(Eastview, Ward 7) regarding the increase in crime in this area and the petition to improve 
police surveillance and provide safety for the senior population in this area. 

Name (Printed) Condo# Signature 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

CityCounciiWebForm 
June 01, 2012 10:36 AM 
City Council 
Write a Letter to City Council 

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: 

Cam Tennent 
519 5th street East 
Saskatoon 
Saskatchewan 
S7H 1G2 

EMAIL ADDRESS: 

c.ctennent@sasktel.net 

COMMENTS: 

RECEIVED 
JUN 0 1 2012 

CITY CLER'K'S OFFICE 
SASKATOON 

I am writing council to address concerns over the recently placed yield signs adjacent to 
Eastlake Avenue from 1st to 8th streets. 

The addtion of these signs has exacerbated the existing problems of high speed traffic 
through a residential neigborhood by motorists bypassing Broadway or Victoria avenues. With 
the installation of the yield signs there is now an unimpeded 8 .block stretch for cars to 
speed through as an alternative to the main thoroughfares. 

Myself and many of my neighbors feel this was an inappropriate solution to the traffic issues 
on Eastlake Avenue. Rather than slowing north south traffic down this now encourages 
thorougfare traffic on a long established residential street. 

The installation of passive measures such as roundabouts, speed bumps or another creative 
solution would have addressed the safety concerns more appropriately. The previuos 
installations of yield signs on Landsdowne and Dufferin avenues have only impeded east west 
traffic and done nothing to address the safety of pedestrians, cyclists and motorists. 

I would request that the city administration review this policy and direct the traffic 
engineers to address the real problem rather than implmenting a bad solution. 

1 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

CityCounciiWebForm 
June 05, 2012 10:42 PM 
City Council 
Write a Letter to City Council 

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: 

Eric Lawrenz 
1131 Osler Street 
Saskatoon 
Saskatchewan 
S7N 0T6 

EMAIL ADDRESS: 

elawrenz@sasktel.net 

COMMENTS: 

~------· 

RECEIVED 
JUN 0 6 2012 

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE 
SASKATOON 

During noon hour today I took a walk along the riverbank in the area often referred to as 
Bessborough Park; in the area north of the hotel. 

I was disappointed to see that much of the lawn area was uncut and the grass was nearly a 
foot tall with much of it already heading out into seed. Also, much of the area was severely 
overrun with dandelions. Completing this scene of neglect were numerous trees, both along 
the river bank and along the street, that were in dire need of a good pruning. These trees 
exhibited lots of large dead branches that were unsightly and unsafe. I have the mature 
trees in my own yard professionally pruned every five years and I'd never let them get to 
this state. 

Bessborough Park is a symbol of our city, particularly in the summer time, but what I saw 
today presented a terrible image to the large flow of visitors that see this everyday. It's 
very unfortunate that the Parks department seems to be ignoring this small but important part 
of our city. 

It never used to be like this, what happened? 

1 



I ,' I 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

CityCounciiWebForm 
June 05, 2012 9:16AM 
City Council 
Write a Letter to City Council 

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: 

Brandon Wilkinson 
2233 St Henry Ave. 
Saskatoon 
Saskatchewan 
S7M-5K6 

EMAIL ADDRESS ; 

Starcitycontracting@gmail.com 

COMMENTS: 

Hello and good day. 

I RECEIVED 
JUN 0 5 2012 

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE 
SASKATOON 

I would like to be heard on the matter of 2013 estimated property assessment. 

I am told by the city information line that the estimated increase is 30% on all condo 
buildings across Saskatoon. 
In this building that is a increase of over $28,800 per year. 
This building was built in 1982 and the average unit as of 2006 was valued at $68,100, the 
2013 assessment is that of $177,600. 
City of Saskatoon information line told me that the assessment was done for all units sold 
across Saskatoon with in the time of 2006-2011. 
I do not understand how all condo buildings across Saskatoon can be subject to a 30%tax 
increase. Services to each building are not the same, School tax and such. 
I am the president of my condo board and run/own a company in Saskatoon for the last 4 years. 
I have seen many changes over the years of living in this city, some good & some bad. 
The condo unit I live in should not be subject to the same increase as the new building in 
Stonebridge/Willow Grove. 

Thank you for your time on this matter. 

1 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

CityCounciiWebForm 
June 05, 2012 4:26 PM 
City Council 
Write a Letter to City Council 

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR ANO MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: 

Arnold J. Isbister 
1339 - 2nd Ave North 
Saskatoon 
Saskatchewan 
S7K 2E6 

EMAIL ADDRESS: 

aji@shaw.ca 

COMMENTS: 

RECEIVED 
JUN 0 5 2012. 

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE 
SASKATOON 

Why is our taxes going up when we have a pothole filled street(2nd ave North- 35th st.E) 
that is NOT even paved? And the grader has NOT come around since April. I want a Councillor 
to come and have a look and see how unfair this increase is in relation to the service we 
get I 

Also our back alley was graded once this year but done so poorly there is a constant pond 
where our garbage bins are accessed. Our house has only a partial basement(not full) which 
should also affect the value and increase they have assessed. 
Thank you for your time. 

1 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

CityCounciiWebForm 
June 06, 2012 10:19 AM 
City Council 
Write a Letter to City.Council 

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: 

Robert Schmeiser 
1309 13th St E 
Saskatoon 
Saskatchewan 
S7H0CS 

EMAIL ADDRESS: 

robbie.saskatoon@gmail.com 

COMMENTS: 

Good Morning, 

RECEIVED 

JUN 0 6 2012 

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE 
,____..;;S6§.~/~TOON 

I've lived in Saskatoon my entire life. It is my home, and I want it to stay that way. I have 
become increasingly concerned over the decision to fluoridate the Saskatchewan water supply, 
specifically for Saskatoon. I have compiled a 'Top Ten' list of reasons I am concerned that 
we are making a terrible choice, with references below. I humbly request a committee be 
created to address this issue so that the facts are brought to light. Calgary, Alberta has 
recently decided against water fluoridation, along with Waterloo, Ontario, and many other 
Canadian cities. Please reply so that I know this message has been received. I thank you from 
the bottom of my heart for your action. 

Top Ten 

1) 97% of western Europe has chosen fluoride-free water. This includes: Austria, Belgium, 
Denmark, Finland, France, Germany, Iceland, Italy, Luxembourg, Netherlands, Northern Ireland, 
Norway, Scotland, Sweden, and Switzerland. (While some European countries add fluoride to 
salt, the majority do not.) Thus, rather than mandating fluoride treatment for the whole 
population, western Europe allows individuals the right to choose, or refuse, fluoride. 

2) Fluoride is the only chemical added to drinking water for the purpose of medication (to 
prevent tooth decay). All other treatment chemicals are added to treat the 11ater (to improve 
the water's quality and safety- which fluoride does not do). This is one of the reasons why 
most of Europe has rejected fluoridation. For instance: 

In Germany, "The argumentation of the Federal Ministry of Health against a general permission 
of fluoridation of drinking water is the problematic nature of compulsion medication." 

In Belgium, it is "the fundamental position of the drinking water sector that it is not its 
task to deliver medicinal treatment to people. This is the sole responsibility of health 
services.~~ 
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In Luxembourg, "In our views, drinking water isn't the suitable way for medicinal treatment 
and that people needing an addition of fluoride can decide by their own to use the most 
appropriate way." 

3) Contrary to previous belief, fluoride has minimal benefit when swallowed. When water 
fluoridation began in the 1940s and '50s, dentists believed that fluoride needed to be 
swallowed in order to be most effective. This belief, however, has now been discredited by an 
extensive body of modern research (1). 

According to the Centers for Disease Control, fluoride's "predominant effect is posteruptive 
and topical" (2). In other words, any benefits that accrue from the use of fluoride, come 
from the direct application of fluoride to the outside of teeth (after they have erupted into 
the mouth) and not from ingestion. There is no need, therefore, to expose all other tissues 
to fluoride by swallowing it. 

4) Fluoridated water is no longer recommended for babies. In November of 2006, the American 
Dental Association (ADA) advised that·parents should avoid giving babies fluoridated water 
(3). Other dental researchers have made similar recommendations over the past decade (4). 

Babies exposed to fluoride are at high risk of developing dental fluorosis - a permanent 
tooth defect caused by fluoride damaging the cells which form the teeth (5). Other tissues in 
the body may also be affected by early-life exposures to fluoride. According to a recent 
review published in the medical journal The Lancet, fluoride may damage the developing brain, 
causing learning deficits and other problems (6). 

5) There are better ways of delivering fluoride than adding it to water. By adding fluoride 
to everyone's tap water, many infants and other at-risk populations will be put in harm's 
way. This is not only wrong, it is unnecessary. As western Europe has demonstrated, there are 
many equally effective and less-intrusive ways of delivering fluoride to people who actually 
want it. For example: 

A) Topical fluoride products such as toothpaste and mouthrinses (which come with explicit 
instructions not to swallow) are readily available at all grocery stores and pharmacies. 
Thus, for those individuals who wish to use fluoride, it is very easy to find and very 
inexpensive to buy. 

B) If there is concern that some people in the community cannot afford to purchase fluoride 
toothpaste (a family-size tube of toothpaste costs as little as $2 to $3), the money saved by 
not fluoridating the water can be spent subsidizing topical fluoride products (or non­
fluoride alternatives) for those families in need. 

C) The vast majority of fluoride added to water supplies is wasted, since over 99% of tap 
water is not actually consumed by a human being. It is used instead to wash cars, water the 
lawn, wash dishes, flush toilets, etc. 

6) Ingestion of fluoride has little benefit, but many risks. Whereas fluoride's benefits come 
from topical contact with teeth, its risks to health (which involve many more tissues than 
the teeth) result from being swallowed, 

Adverse effects from fluoride ingestion have been associated with doses atttainable by people 
living in fluoridated areas. For example: 

a) Risk to the brain. According to the National Research Council (NRC), fluoride can damage 
the brain. Animal studies conducted in the 1990s by EPA scientists found dementia-like 
effects at the same concentration (1 ppm) used to fluoridate water, while human studies have 
found adverse effects on IQ at levels as low as 0.9 ppm among children with nutrient 
deficiencies, and 1,8 ppm among children with adequate nutrient intake. (7-10) 
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b) Risk to the thyroid gland. According to the NRC, fluoride is an "endocrine disrupter." 
Most notably, the NRC has warned that doses of fluoride (0.01-0.03 mg/kg/day) achievable by 
drinking fluoridated water, may reduce the function of the thyroid among individuals with 
low-iodine intake. Reduction of thyroid activity can lead to loss of mental acuity, 
depression and weight gain (11) 

c) Risk to bones. According to the NRC, fluoride can diminish bone strength and increase the 
risk for bone fracture. While the NRC was unable to determine what level of fluoride is safe 
for bones, it noted that the best available information suggests that fracture risk may be 
increased at levels as low 1.5 ppm, which is only slightly higher than the concentration 
(0.7-1.2 ppm) added to water for fluoridation. (12) 

d) Risk. for bone cancer. Animal and human studies - including a recent study from a team of 
Harvard scientists - have found a connection between fluoride and a serious form of bone 
cancer (osteosarcoma) in males under the age of 20. The connection between fluoride and 
osteosarcoma has been described by the National Toxicology Program as "biologically 
plausible," Up to half of adolescents who develop osteosarcoma die within a few years of 
diagnosis. (13-16) 

e) Risk to kidney patients. People with kidney disease have a heightened susceptibility to 
fluoride toxicity. The heightened risk stems from an impaired ability to excrete fluoride 
from the body. As a result, toxic levels of fluoride can accumulate in the bones, intensify 
the toxicity of aluminum build-up, and cause or exacerbate a painful bone disease known as 
renal osteodystrophy. (17-19) 

7) The industrial chemicals used to fluoridate water may present unique health risks not 
found with naturally-occurring fluoride complexes . The chemicals - fluorosilicic acid, 
sodium silicofluoride, and sodium fluoride - used to fluoridate drinking water are industrial 
waste products from the phosphate fertilizer industry. Of these chemicals, fluorosilicic acid 
(FSA) is the most widely used. FSA is a corrosive acid which has been linked to higher blood 
lead levels in children. A recent study from the University of North Carolina found that FSA 
can - in combination with chlorinated compounds - leach lead from brass joints in water 
pipes, while a recent study from the University of Maryland suggests that the effect of 
fluoridation chemicals on blood lead ievels may be greatest in houses built prior to 1946. 
Lead is a neurotoxin that can cause learning disabilities and behavioral problems in 
children. (20-23) 

8) Water fluoridation's benefits to teeth have been exaggerated. Even proponents of water 
fluoridation admit that it is not as effective as it was once claimed to be. While proponents 
still believe in its effectiveness, a growing number of studies strongly question this 
assessment. (24-46) According to a systematic review published by the Ontario Ministry of 
Health and Long Term Care, "The magnitude of [fluoridation's] effect is not large in absolute 
terms, is often not statistically significant and may not be of clinical significance." (36) 

a) No difference exists in tooth decay between fluoridated & unfluoridated countries. While 
water fluoridation is often credited with causing the reduction in tooth decay that has 
occurred in the US over the past 50 years, the same reductions in tooth decay have occurred 
in all western countries, most of which have never added fluoride to their water. The vast 
majority of western Europe has rejected water fluoridation. Yet, according to comprehensive 
data from the World Health Organization, their tooth decay rates are just as low, and, in 
fact, often lower than the tooth decay rates in the US. (25, 35, 44) 

b) Cavities do not increase when fluoridation stops. In contrast to earlier findings, five 
studies published since 2000 have reported no increase in tooth decay in communities which 
have ended fluoridation. (37-41) 
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c) Fluoridation does not prevent oral health crises in low-income areas. While some allege 
that fluoridation is especially effective for low-income communities, there is very little 
evidence to support this claim. According to a recent systematic review from the British 
government, "The evidence about [fluoridation] reducing inequalities in dental health was of 
poor quality, contradictory and unreliable." (45) In the United States, severe dental crises 
are occurring in low-income areas irrespective of whether the community has fluoride added to 
its water supply. (46) In addition, several studies have confirmed that the incidence of 
severe tooth decay in children ("baby·bottle tooth decay") is not significantly different in 
fluoridated vs unfluoridated areas. (27,32,42) Thus, despite some emotionally-based claims to 
the contrary, water fluoridation does not prevent the oral health problems related to poverty 
and lack of dental-care access. 

9) Fluoridation poses added burden and risk to low-income communities. Rather than being 
particularly beneficial to low-income communities, fluoridation is particularly burdensome 
and harmful. For example: 

a) Low-income families are least able.to avoid fluoridated water. Due to the high costs of 
buying bottled water or expensive water filters, low-income households will be least able to 
avoid fluoride once it's added to the water. As a result, low-income families will be least 
capable of following ADA's recommendation that infants should not receive fluoridated water. 
This may explain why African American children have been found to suffer the highest rates of 
disfiguring dental fluorosis in the US. ( 47) 

b) Low-income families at greater risk of fluoride toxicity. In addition, it is now well 
established that individuals with inadequate nutrient intake have a significantly increased 
susceptibility to fluoride's toxic effects. (48-51) Since nutrient deficiencies are most 
common in income communities, and since diseases known to increase susceptibility to fluoride 
are most prevalent in low-income areas (e.g. end-stage renal failure), it is likely that low­
income communities will be at greatest risk from suffering adverse effects associated with 
fluoride exposure. According to Dr. Kathleen Thiessen, a member of the National Research 
Council's review of fluoride toxicity: "I would expect low-income communities to be more 
vulnerable to at least some of the effects of drinking fluoridated water." (51) 

10) Due to other sources, many people·are being over-exposed to fluoride . Unlike when water 
fluoridation first began, Americans are now receiving fluoride from many other sources* 
besides the water supply. As a result many people are now ·exceeding the recommended daily 
intake, putting them at elevated risk of suffering toxic effects. For example, many children 
ingest more fluoride from toothpaste alone than is considered "optimal" for a full day's 
worth of ingestion. According to the Journal of Public Health Dentistry: 

"Virtually all authors have noted that some children could ingest more fluoride from 
[toothpaste] alone than is recommended as a total daily fluoride ingestion." (52) 

Because of the increase in fluoride exposure from all sources combined, the rate of dental 
fluorosis (a visible indicator of over-exposure to fluoride during childhood) has increased 
significantly over the past 50 years. Whereas dental fluorosis used to impact less than 10% 
of children in the 1940s, the latest national survey found that it now affects over 30% of 
children. (47, 53) 

* Sources of fluoride include: fluoride dental products, fluoride pesticides, fluorinated 
pharmaceuticals, processed foods made.with fluoridated water, and tea. 

Once again, I thank you for your service to the City of Saskatoon, and the province of 
Saskatchewan. Really, I appreciate you. 

Kindest Regards, 
Robert Schmeiser 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

CityCounciiWebForm 
June 07, 2012 9:39AM 
City Council 
Write a Letter to City Council 

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: 

Ryan Janzen 
302-230 Slimmon Road 
Saskatoon 
saskatchewan 
S7V 083 

EMAIL ADDRESS: 

janzen.ryan@gmail.com 

COMMENTS: 

RECEIVED 
JUN 0 7 2012 

CITY CLERK'S OFF'ICE 
SASKATOON 

This is in regards to the repair job on the clover leaf ramp from Highway 16 to Circle Drive 
North and Circle Drive. First off why was it only partially repaired? The whole stretch 
needed to be fixed as there are still huge holes that I swerve to miss daily. Would it not 
make more sense to have had this whole thing repaired at one time? Second point, the section 
that was repaired is horrible. There are at least two spots where it is not level. Looks like 
it was fixed by some amateurs. This city needs to get its collective minds together and come 
up with some real solutions to our infrastructure problems, or our boom will go pop. 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

CityCounciiWebForm 
June 07,201211:18 AM 
City Council 
Write a Letter to City Council 

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: 

Peter Noyes 
317 9th st. East 
Saskatoon 
Saskatchewan 
S7N0A5 

EMAIL ADDRESS: 

petern929@shaw.ca 

COMMENTS: 

My neighbour at 321 9th St ·East has built a new house. There is apparently a water problem 
and they have a sump pump which dischsrges water into the alley way. Since there is no 
drainage in the alley way the water pools particularly in front of my garage. I have 
contacted the city's bylaw enforcement as well as drainage (don't know what department but 
someone took a mesage for Gerald at 975-2320) with no success. I find the city's response to 
a taxpayer's problem disgraceful. 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Hello: 

Gary Derdall{gderdall@shaw.ca] 
June 07, 2012 3:33PM 
Web E-mail- City Clerks 
Attention of City Clerks Office 

My wife and I live at 158 A.E Adams Crescent in Silverwood. Recently and likely within the last day, someone, 
likely city crews, has come along and scalped our evergreen tree at the front of our Jot. There has been no 
warning, no discussion, no request for permission to do this and no notice that this would take place, We 
regularly trim our trees but this literally scalped our evergreen tree. With no notice or permission. And they 
cut on the house side of the tree as well. 

I want a formal complaint lodged with council. What is the next thing your crews are going to do the our 
house and property. This is disgusting procedure since we pay heavy duty taxes and the only appreciation we 
get is your people coming on our property without permission or notice. This is abuse of taxpayers rights and 
where does this stop. 

Gary Derdall 
Saskatoon SK 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

( 

CityCounciiWebForm 
June 09, 2012 1 0:42 AM 
City Council 
Write a Letter to City Council 

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: 

Brian Kraft 
427 Blackburn Terrace 
Saskatoon 
Saskatchewan 
S?V 1E8 

EMAIL ADDRESS: 

kraftb@yahoo.com 

COMMENTS: 

RECEIVED 
JUN 11 2012 

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE 
SASKATOON 

I believe it's time that city council put a stop to large trucks and equipment using Boychuk 
as a main thoroughfare. Especially obnoxious are the Taylor Concrete trucks constantly 
driving up and down, pounding the daylights out of the street. Saskatoon did not spend all 
that money and time twinning Boychuk only to see it getting pounded out on a daily constant 
basis. 
I was under the impression that Boychuk has a weight restriction, which I'm sure the concrete 
trucks must be exceeding. 
Taylor Concrete are not the only ones using this road as a main highway - almost every Sunday 
morning we see a semi or two sneaking.up or down Boychuk, not to mention throughout the week 
moving excavators and other equipment. 
As a taxpayer who lives near the intersection of Boychuk and Briarwood Road, I do not want to 
see these trucks on Boychuk any longer - it's time to put a stop to this. The city has a hard 
enough time keeping our streets in good repair, they don't need to re-do Boychuk a few short 
months or years after just having finished completing it. 

Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter. 

Sincerely, 
Brian Kraft 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

CityCounciiWebForm 
June 10, 2012 3:20PM 
City Council 
Write a Letter to City Council 

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: 

nicole gantner 
510 5th ave N 
Saskatoon 
Saskatchewan 
S7K 2R2 

EMAIL ADDRESS; 

niwagantner@sasktel.net 

COMMENTS: 

/'630-5 

C4.i) 
RECEIVED 

JUN 11 2012 
CITY CLERK'S OFFICE 

SASKATOON 

I was very happy that council came up with a plan for multi-units recycling program however 
sorry to hear that is so incomplete. Only plastics and papers?? In our condo we have been 
recycling bottles and papers since 1997. Thus would would be paying $184/mo. just for 
plastics?(this is based on $4/unit) Cosmo industries already accept glass jars .. why not 
expand? And tin cans?? Why not? 
In highrise condos you often have many seniors who, unfortunately eat a lot from cans and 
jars. It might be something to consider.We are already down to 2 garbage bins a week. 
Respectfully, 
Nicole Gantner 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

CityCounciiWebForm 
June 09, 2012 9:52AM 
City Council 
Write a Letter to City Council 

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: 

Dwayne Sabulsky 
221 Vancouver Ave N 
Saskatoon 
Saskatchewan 
S7L3P5 

EMAIL ADDRESS: 

COMMENTS: 

4-/39-/ 

c~~ 

RECEIVED 
JUN 1 1 2012 

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE 
SASKATOON 

Some concerns that come up the same every year. Our streets are deplorable, the grass on 
major roadways and back allies may in·some cases be cut But not frequently enough and the 
triming is none existed. Does the city not own any weed wackers? The back ally behind 
Vancouver Ave North looks like a barnyard. City wide dandelions are in full seed once again. 
Trying to keep your yard free of them is a loosing battle when hundreds fall as you dig out 
the last one. Another thing is the barn yard mess along the CN tracks next to circle drive 
west. We have a city election this fall and most of you would like to be re elected. I sure 
want to see something done about this. 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

CityCounciiWebForm 
June 11,201210:14 AM 
City Council 
Write a Letter to City Council 

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: 

David Kirton 
102 Whitecap Cr. 
Saskatoons 
Saskatchewan 
S7m5C5 

EMAIL ADDRESS: 

dkirton@rawlco.com 

COMMENTS: 

RECEIVED 
JUN 1 1 2012 

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE 
SASKATOON 

It has been three years or more now since the west side has had an off leash recreation area 
for dogs and their owners. Ever since the city destoyred the Montgomery OLRA to make way for 
South Circle Drive, there has been absolutely no movement towards a new area. And now I am 
floored to hear that James Wilke, the-man in charge of this, has left to work for the City of 
Edmonton. Only two weeks ago, when I called him and asked for an update, he told me, "Wait. 
I have something big that we'll be announcing soon." 
Funny, I thought he was talking about some movement for a new park. 
I have talked to the mayor about this for years. To numerous city councillors. Everybody is 
sympathetic, but where is the action? Do you really believe it to be acceptable that we wait 
yet another year for a park while the city hires someone? 
I am angered every time I have to drive across the river to take my dogs for a walk, and 
worried because it seems the lack of an OLRA on the west side IS becoming acceptable in City 
Hall. We don't need studies. Our dogs deserve a park in our own area, just like other areas 
in Saskatoon have. 
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10 June 2012 

Bram Noble 
1531 Hughes Drive 
Saskatoon, SK, S7L 7N2 

Councillor Myles Heidt 
Ward 4, City of Saskatoon 
Saskatoon, SK 
myles.heidt@saskatoon.ca 

Dear Councillor Heidt: 

JUN 1 1 2012 

CITY CLEFlr~·s C. i~iC:E 
SAS;{t.·trODN , 

=~~=o<~r.<.oo;-.=,_-.r<LG<..=~...,.,__:: 

I am writing to express my concern over the land conversion occurring behind Hughes Drive in the 
Dundonald neighbourhood and the flood risk that it Is now posing to my property. 

I reside at 1531 Hughes Drive. Since the land clearing and development activity commenced this spring 
my property has been placed at undue risk of flooding during rainfall events. This is due to improper 
leveling of the land behind my property and interruption of local drainage. 

Since this spring we have had a number of rainfall events, thankfully none considered 'heavy rainfalls'. 
However, each rainfall event has resulted in flooding of the rear of my property. Today, June lOth, the 
water is approximately 3 feet into my backyard and my sum-pump is running frequently. 

I have resided at 1531 Hughes Drive for seven years and have never experienced problems due to 
flooding, and my sump-pump has run only during the most severe rainfall events. This tells me that the 
current land conversion and development behind my property is affecting local drainage and placing my 
home at risk due to flooding. The loss of trees on my property and a vegetable garden are minor 
concerns, but nonetheless damage to my property. I am deeply concerned about what will happen 
should we experience a severe rainfall event. 

I have appended photos taken today (see below) that depict the area of concern. I would appreciate 
that you would see to this issue that that the drainage problem is resolved promptly before further 
flooding, and more significant damage occurs. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter, 

~ 
Bram Noble 
1531 Hughes Drive 
Tel. 306-249-3861 
Email. B.noble@usask.ca 

Attachments 



Photo 1. Land behind 1531 Hughes Drive, west view, 10 June 2012 

Photo 2. Land behind 1531 Hughes Drive, northwest view, 10 June 2012 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

CityCounciiWebForni 
June 11, 2012 9:57 PM 
City Council 
Write a Letter to City Council 

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: 

Joseph Gagnon 
210 Taylor St E 
Saskatoon 
Saskatchewan 
S7H lVl 

EMAIL ADDRESS: 

josephpaulgagnon@gmail.com 

COMMENTS: 

RECEIVED 
JUN 1 2 2U12 

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE 
SASKATOON 

I wish to address the need of having safe crossing access for pedestrians and bikes to cross 
the CN train tracks between Circle Dr. north and 51st, to and from the North industrial area 
to the Lawson-River Heights area. On the map of Saskatoon there is no safe crossing for 
pedestrians. These tracks run parallel to Warman road and according to CN police it is 
illegal to trespass over the train tracks, as it is private property. Trespassing over these 
tracks carries a heavy fine, one people should not have to pay if there is no suitable 
crossing in place. Currently there is no safe crossing or sidewalks between the streets of 
33rd to 51st for that entire length of Warman road. A safe crossing requires diverting a 
large distance, crossing at these train tracks is currently the only method of crossing, but 
it's illegal. It is essential to have access to the commercial and industrial areas west of 
the train tracks from the main streets of Assiniboine drive and Primrose. Circle drive 
overpass offers no safe crossing for pedestrians and bikes, and there is nothing within 
walking distance, unless crossing the tracks. I work in the north industrial area and have to 
cross the tracks at the location of Assiniboine dr. to the 43rd cul-de-sac everyday just to 
get to work, so do many others and I believe a safe crossing route is essential at this place 
for the numerous people of Saskatoon that require to cross into this area. If people cannot 
cross CN property at these locations because it is private property then safe crossing must 
be put into place. Installation of a pedestrian overpass or underpass even a developed city 
pathway in conjunction with CN that offers safe passage with the appropriate warnings of 
crossing train tracks is needed. Thank you in advance for your time to look to the matter. 

Joseph Gagnon 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

CityCounciiWebForm 
June 11,2012 2:13PM 
City Council 
Writs a Letter to City Council 

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: 

Glen Reid 
26 127 
Saskatoon 
Saskatchewan 
S7M5W2 

EMAIL ADDRESS : 

greid@innovationplace.com 

COMMENTS: 

/310-~i~ 
c~) 

RECEIVED 
JUN 11 2012 

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE 
SASKATOON 

I see recently you have made major changes to the bus system. Why was this done with no 
warnig it was coming?? 
I live on Gropper Cres and have caught the bus each work day to Innovation Place for the past 
ten years at Defenbaker and Fairlight but now I see you have no plans to run a bus to this 
stop. 
Why was this eliminated and how do I get to work at 7:3e in the morning now and what about my 
return home?? 
You seem to be making it harder and harder for people to take the bus on a regular basis. 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

. 
CityCounciiWebForm 
June 11,2012 3:04PM 
City Council 
Write a Letter to City Council 

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: 

Lori Prostebby 
1521 Ave F North 
Saskatoon 
Saskatchewan 
S7L 0V9 

EMAIL ADDRESS: 

vaganza@shaw.ca 

COMMENTS: 

Dear Worship the Mayor and Members of City Council. 

3000-l :t\ 
C~1j 

RECEIVED 
JUN 11 2012 

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE 
SASKATOON 

My name is Lori Prostebby. I have owned a business at 511 33rd St, for the last 10 years. I 
also own a house in Mayfair area. 

I have always loved the Mayfair area. Had alittle edge to it. Alot of working families, 
seniors with Pets, so I opened a business in the area. It has been great. 

Acouple years ago. Aids Saskatoon moved into 601 33rd St. We welcomed them with open arms. 
They operated a well accepted centre for people affected with Aids. Fast forward to 2011-
2012. Aids Saskatoon has evolved into 6010utreach/Needle exchange. I only found out this 
from a mall resident acouple months ago. Merchants of our mall and residents in the area 
have noticed a big increase of drug use, discarded needles, and alot of loitering around the 
Aids Saskatoon building and mall area. I was getting comments pretty much daily on the 
behaviour of the patrons. Spitting, swearing, fighting, and yes drug deals right in broad 
daylight. They do not hide the fact they are selling. Alot came from Mayfair drugs 
methadone/perscription drugs in hand and selling it in the parkinglot. Not sure if they feel 
safe because of the needle exchange (police's hands are tied) The crime has increased in 
the area. (look at the crime stats for area) I had been robbed for the very first time last 
year (reported to police) I had to remove some products I used to sell (jewelery) as their 
patrons would stop in a window shop in my dogfood, grooming shop. My $1000 van was stolen 
right outside my house, my backyards Shed has been robbed 2 times in the lastyear. 

Over the last month or so I have been reading studies pros and cons for needle exchange. 
What I have come to realize is there is really not a concess if needle exchange benefits 
society as a whole. Residents are not consulted. Police are not informed (had police here 
lastweek, they did not know about the needle exchange at 33rd) Its like it has been kept a 
secret from the residents. City and provincial government officials did know. Saskatoon 
Health, Sask Health had informed me they would be at the next Caswell Assocation meeting to 
educate us on needle exchange. I asked Darren Hill who is Mayfair City Councillor. He 
informed me he is not allowed to attend other community area meetings??? And interupted me 
when we spoke on the phone, he blamed the increase of crime etc on the prostitutes in the 
area, which has actually decreased alot over the years. The girls that work on the street 
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seem to respect us more then the patrons of Aids Saskatoon/601 Outreach At the last moment, 
Saskatoon Health, Aids Saskatoon cancelled out on attending the board meeting with the 
caswell association. I was also contacted by Caswell Community Association, they told me I 
could not go to the meeting as it is only open to caswell residents (on Caswell website, it 
says everyone welcome to their meetings) . I do however pay city property taxes for my 
portion of the stripmall which is in Caswell. ANO house taxes for my resident in Mayfair. 

The question I would like answered is: 
1. Why werent the residents of Caswell/Mayfair consulted or disclosed that there was a 
Outreach center/Needle exchange operating at 601 33rd Street W. I have a MLA right next door 
to me. ·No mention from him. City councilor Darren Hill had not informed us either. 2 
Elections passed. We business merchants found out on our own from Pharmacy next door. We 
did approach Aids Saskatoon over 2 months ago with our concerns of loitering, etc around the 
outreach. Nothing was done to improve the problem. There are still people "hanging" around 
the area. While there is a smoking' area for them in back, tables etc supplied. they do not 
use it. 
2. As a concerned citizen, this whole needle exchange, methadone treatment should be 
revamped, make some improvments. Perhaps coloured needles so we know needles are being 
returned,(needles are not actually counted, they just go by containers they are supplied. 
found this on Sask Gov site) no more carry out methadone (its being sold outside mayfair 
drugs, yes,we have seen this on numerous occasions. Also the police seem to be left out of 
the loop on this. this must be very frustratingt to the police officers. I have spoken to 
acouple police who had come to my business, they had no idea there was a needle exchange 
there. 

The words "harm reduction" have come up alot. How is g1V1ng needles to a addict reducing 
harm. the diseases, illnesses they get are just as bad or even worse then Adis 
itself.,everytime they inject death is a consequence. It affects us all by more healthcare 
dollars. Plus the population of who have acquired Aids has actually increased alot over the 
years. So saying we spend less or we save money on treating aids does not fly with me. It is 
not going down. There is more crime in the area, more people getting aids ...... how is this 
harm reduction? Maybe in other cities, but not here. I also read on the saskatchewan 
government site on needle exchange programs from 2008 study. THEY DO share needles, with 
family members and friends. 

I will keep this short. I ·thought I would voice my concerns to you as a whole. Provincial 
and Municipal members of our area seem to have kept the needle exchange their dirty little 
secret. Residents I have to spoken to had no idea. If they are going to hand out needles, 
the city officials, provincial government, healthcare officials have to be held accountable 
for the increase of crime and the large amount of aids cases in Saskatchewan. 

One more thing, I noticed there is not 1 needle exchange on the eastside of Saskatoon? Why 
is that? There are plenty of drug addicts on the eastside too. 

Thanks you for your time. I am just writing you as a concerned business owner,resident of 
mayfair and a parent of a 16 year old daughter (who has managed to stay drugfree). I fear 
for this summer when Mayfair pool opens, with the increase of needles and drug addicts 
around. Will be a scarey place to take children. 

Also disclosure of these kind of Outreaches must be shared with residents in the area BEFORE 
they are opended. I feel our City Councillor has not been forthcoming on this matter with us 
residents. This is a election year. Some questions should be answered. 

Yours truly 

Lori Prostebby 
1521 F North (residence) 
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511-33rd Street west (buisness) 
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From: 
Subject: 

Web E-mail - City Clerks 
World Oceans Days June 8th 

Honorable City Mayor 

RECEIVED 
MAY 2 5 2012 

Re: WORLD OCEANS DAY CITY CLERI<'S OFFICE 
SASKATOON 

Dear Honorable Mayor; 
As you may be aware, Canada played a key role in the United Nations declaration of June 8th as World 

Oceans Day each year. Oceans generate 80% of our oxygen. The theme this year is Youth: Tlte Next Wave For 
Change. 

WORLD OCEANS WEEK CANADA asks you to take a leadership role in your community by: 

1. Encouraging your residents to 
a) Help our oceans and waterways by reducing their personal water usage 
b) Help our marine life recover by avoiding sea foods on the endangered list 
c) Keep the shores of our streams, rivers, lakes and oceans free of debris 
d) Reduce their emissions and personal carbon footprint 

2. Proclaiming June 8 to 14 World Oceans Week in your city 
(wording below) 

Together we can make a difference now and for the future. 

Sincerely, 
Debbie White 
Founding Board Member www.WorldOcemisDay.ca 
Cell 866 669-9758 Debbie@WorldOceansDay.ca 

Proclamation Sample for Mayors 

World Oceans Week June 8th to June 15th 
In Recognitio!l of World Oceans Day Awareness 

8. -q l ~ no..··{\ Sf 
S-k 3-5 ;t_ 

\)C.t1.Cou.Vet"1 ~G 

1f5tOC\ 

Whereas, in 2009 the United Nations proclaimed June 8th to be World Oceans Day each year around the 
world; and 

Whereas, since 1992 Canada played a key role in the United Nations recognizing World Oceans Day; and 

"'he1·eas, World Oceans Week Canada was founded to encourage all Canadians to honour, celebrate, protect 
and preserve our waterways and oceans as well as the habitat along and in our waterways and oceans where 
80% of the oxygen we breathe is generated; and 

Whereas, World Oceans Week Canada has designated June 8 to June 15 as World Oceans Week in Canada; 
a11d _,, . '' ••' ._ .... -·''!~~,,..•.<,;..• •.• 'H'-'Co,~-,~- . ·· · >.;-t,f:;;.•-"r,:-~._..,_. 
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Whereas, World Oceans Week Canada urges all Canadians to take action to conserve water, preserve 
waterways and shorelines, reduce emissions, reduce their carbon footprint and protect the habitat along and in 
our waterways; and 

Whereas, World Oceans Week Canada urges all Canadians to help our marine life recover by avoiding sea 
foods on the endangered list ; and 

NOW THEREFORE, I, Mayor ..... of ......... , by virtue of the 
authority vested in me as Mayor of the City of ........ , do hereby 
proclaim June 8 to June 15 as World Oceans Week in our city and encourage the residents of ........ to actively 
conserve, preserve and protect our waterways, oceans and habit 

IN WITNESS THEREOF, I have set my hand and caused the Seal of the City of ....... to be affixed this ... .. 
day of ....... , 2012 . 

................ ,Mayor 
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