* Indicates a newly added item as ot August 16, 2011.

ORDER OF BUSINESS

REGULAR MEETING OF CITY COUNCIL
WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 17, 2011 AT 6:00 P.M.

**[This Order paper includes the material from the July 13, 2011, agenda.]**

1. Approval of Minutes of meeting of City Council held on June 27, 2011.

2. Public Acknowledgements

3. Hearings (6:00 p.m.)

3a) Proposed Rezoning from R1A to R1B, RMTN, RMTN1, RM3 and B1B
Part of NE ¥ 12-37-5W3rdM; Part of NW Y4 7-37-4-W3rdM;
Part of LSD 4-18-37-4-W3rdM; Part of East/West Road Allowance between
NW ¥ 7-37-4-W3rdM and LSD 4-18-37-4-W3rdM; Part of W % 7-37-4-W3rdM;
Part of NE % 12-37-5-W3rdM; Part of Parcel B, Reg. Plan No. 90528009 and
Part of North/South Road Allowance between the two Townships
Evergreen Neighbourhood
Applicant: City of Saskatoon, Land Branch
Proposed Bylaw No. 8948
(File No. CK. 4351-011-07)

The purpose of this hearing is to consider proposed Bylaw No. 8948.
Attached are copies of the following:
e Proposed Bylaw No. 8948;

e Clause 1, Report No. 3-2011 of the Municipal Planning Commission, which was adopted
by City Council at its meeting held on May 24, 2011; and

e Notice that appeared in the local press under dates of June 25 and July 2, 2011.
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b) Discretionary Use — Shopping Centre with Gross Leasable Floor Area
of 5,000 Square Meters or Greater
Lots 7, 8 and 9, Block 469, Plan No. 61520645
829 — 51 Street East and 2715 Millar Avenue
North Industrial Neighbourhood — IH Zoning District
Applicant: Concorde Holdings Ltd.
(File No. CK. 4355-011-4)

The purpose of this hearing is to consider the above-noted discretionary use applications.

The City Planner has advised that notification posters have been placed on site and letters sent to
all adjacent landowners within 150 metres of the site.

Attached are copies of the following:

e Report of the General Manager, Community Services Department dated June 23, 2011,
recommending that the application submitted by Concorde Holdings Ltd. requesting
permission to use 829 51% Street East and 2715 Millar Avenue for the purpose of a
shopping centre be approved subject to the following conditions:

1)

2)

3)

4)

the shopping centre having a maximum gross leasable floor area of 6,000 square
metres;

the applicant having a Development Permit, and all other relevant permits (such as
Building and Plumbing Permits) and licenses;

the final plans submitted being substantially in accordance with the plans submitted
in support of this Discretionary Use Application; and

the applicant satisfying the following conditions of the Infrastructure Services
Department:

) There are five water and sanitary sewer connections that service the two
properties. When the demolition permit is applied for on the existing four
buildings, the Infrastructure Services Department will require a security
deposit of $35,000 ($7,000 per connection x 5 connections), as well as a
boulevard deposit of $36,000 ($150 per metre x 240 metres); and

i) the two properties must be consolidated into one parcel.
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e Letter dated August 9, 2011 from the Secretary to the Municipal Planning Commission
advising that the Commission supports the above-noted recommendation.

4. Matters Requiring Public Notice

a) Proposed Closure of Portion of Public Right-of-Way
Avenue K South North of 20" Street West and the CPR Railway
(File No. CK. 6295-011-2)

Attached is a copy of an excerpt from the minutes of meeting of City Council held on May 9, 2011
and attachments referred to therein regarding the above matter. Council passed a motion that the
hearing be adjourned to the July meeting of City Council.

Also attached is a copy of a letter from Brenda Schlosser, Saskatchewan Housing Corporation,
dated June 28, 2011, advising that a representative from Saskatchewan Housing Corporation will
be present to answer any questions.

b) Proposed Closure of Right-of-Way
Walkway between 135 and 139 Witney Avenue South
(File No. 6295-1)

The following is a report of the General Manager, Infrastructure Services Department dated
July 28, 2011:

“RECOMMENDATION: 1) that the walkway between 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 Administration
be instructed to take all necessary steps to bring the
intended closure forward and to complete the
closure; and
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4) that upon closure of the walkway, the land be sold to
Nadine Skakun of 135 Witney Avenue South for
$1,000.

“BACKGROUND

At its meeting on December 1, 2008, Council determined that while a new policy was
adopted for reviewing requests for walkway closures, outstanding requests would be given
the option of proceeding with either the new policy or the former policy. The residents
submitting the request for closure of the walkway between 135 and 139 Witney Avenue
South have opted to continue with the former policy.

The Planning and Operations Committee, at its meeting on December 14, 2010, considered
a report of the General Manager, Infrastructure Service Department, dated December 1,
2010 (Attachment 1), and approved the recommendation that the Administration proceed
with Public Notice for the closure of the walkway between 135 and 139 Witney Avenue
South, in the MeadowGreen neighborhood.

REPORT

If the closure is approved by City Council, the Administration will proceed with acquiring
the legal land survey documents to transfer the title of land. Typically, this process
involves acquiring a plan of consolidation and gathering utility consents to verify
easements. This process can take between six and eight months. Once all the
documentation has been received, a report will be submitted to City Council to consider the
bylaw for closure.

Upon closing the walkway between 135 and 139 Witney Avenue South, the land will be
sold to Nadine Skakun of 135 Witney Avenue South for $1,000. The owners of 139
Witney Avenue South are not interested in purchasing a portion of the walkway.

The adjacent property owners will not be allowed to build a structure or alter the right-of-
way until title of land has been transferred, however, they will be allowed to close the
parcel by installing a temporary fence or extending their existing fence line.

If there are any utilities located on this land parcel, easements will be attached to the title or
they will be relocated at the expense of the property owner.

ENVIROMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no environmental implications.
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PUBLIC NOTICE

Public Notice is required for consideration of this matter, pursuant to Section 3b) of
Policy No. C01-021, The Public Notice Policy. The following notice was given:

e Advertised in the StarPhoenix and Sun on the weekends of August 6 and 7 and
August 13and 14, 2011,

e Posted on the City Hall Notice Board on Friday, August 5, 2011;

e Posted on City of Saskatoon website on Friday, August 5, 2011; and

e Flyers distributed to affected parties on Thursday August 4, 2011.

ATTACHMENTS

1. Report of the General Manager, Infrastructure Services Department, dated
December 1, 2010; and
2. Copy of Public Notice.”

Evergreen Neighborhood Development
Proposed Closure of Range Road 3045 between Keedwell Street and Agra Road
(File No. CK. 6295-1)

The following is a report of the General Manager, Infrastructure Services Department dated
August 5, 2011:

“RECOMMENDATION: 1) that Council consider Bylaw 8955, The Street
Closing Bylaw, 2011 (No. 8);

2) that the City Solicitor be instructed to complete the
closing and obtain title in the name of the City of
Saskatoon.

REPORT

A request has been made by the Community Services Department, Land Branch, as the
developer of the Evergreen Neighbourhood, to close Range Road 3045, between
Keedwell Street and Agra Road. The closure is required to relocate a 138 kV SaskPower
line, currently located west of Range Road 3045, to allow for further development of the
Evergreen Neighborhood.
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The adjacent property owners that will be affected by this closure are Agriculture Canada
and the University of Saskatchewan, who own farm land adjacent to Range Road 3045;
and a resident who lives at the south west corner of the intersection of Range Road 3045
and Agra Road. The University of Saskatchewan has no objections to the closure, as they
have an alternate access to their property, located east of Range Road 3045. Agriculture
Canada requires the use of Range Road 3045 until such time as McOrmond Drive is
constructed to their entrance, located north of Agra Road. The farm equipment they
typically use is too large to travel through city streets. Agriculture Canada has indicated
that they have no objection to the closure of Range Road 3045, as long as they have
access to their property. The Administration is, therefore, willing to enter into an access
agreement with Agriculture Canada, to allow them to use Range Road 3045 until
McOrmond Drive is constructed to their entrance. The resident located at the corner of
Range Road and Agra Road has been notified by letter and telephone of the proposed
closure and, to date, has not expressed opposition. The residents in Willowgrove
Neighbourhood, located adjacent to Range Road 3045, have also been informed of the
proposed closure

Plan 126-0083-001r001 (Attachment 2) shows alternate routes for those located north of

Agra Road, as well as the location of the future extensions of McOrmond Drive and
Fedoruk Drive.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

There are no policy implications.
OPTIONS
No other options were considered.

PUBLIC NOTICE

Public Notice is required for consideration of this matter, pursuant to Section 3b) of
Policy C01-021, The Public Notice Policy. The following notice was given:

Advertised in the StarPhoenix on the weekends of August 6 and August 13, 2011;
Posted on the City Hall Notice Board on Thursday, August 4, 2011;

Posted on the City of Saskatoon website on Thursday, August 4, 2011; and

Flyers distributed to affected parties on Thursday, August 4, 2011.
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ATTACHMENTS

1. Copy of Bylaw 8955;
2. Plan 126-0083-001r001; and
3. Copy of Public Notice.”

d) Prodposed Permanent Traffic Restriction
33" Street Eastbound Curb Lane — Warman Road to 5™ Avenue and
Portion of Eastbound Through Traffic Lane between
Warman Road and 2" Avenue
(File No. CK. 6295-1)

The following is a report of the General Manager, Infrastructure Services Department dated
July 28, 2011:

“RECOMMENDATION: 1) that the eastbound curb lane on 33 Street, from
Warman Road to 5" Avenue, be permanently
restricted, as outlined in Plan 240-0039-003r001
(Attachment 1); and

2) that a portion of the eastbound through traffic lane on
33" Street, between Warman Road and 2" Avenue,
be permanently restricted, as outlined in Plan 240-
0039-003r001 (Attachment 1).

BACKGROUND

City Council, at its meeting of June 27, 2011, considered the attached report of the
Planning and Operations Committee (Attachment 2) regarding the proposed 33" Street
Multi-Use Corridor Master Plan, and approved, in part, that the Administration proceed to
Public Notice for the removal of the eastbound traffic lane on 33" Street, from Warman
Road to 5™ Avenue.

REPORT

City Council has approved the 33" Street Multi-Use Corridor Master Plan in principle,
which consists of a multi-use pathway from the University of Saskatchewan to SIAST
Kelsey Campus along the south side of 33" Street. In order to accommodate the multi-use
pathway along 33rd Street, and to meet the minimum clearance guidelines from CP Rail,
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the Administration is recommending that the eastbound curb lane on 33" Street, from
Warman Road to 5" Avenue, be permanently restricted.

Although not outlined in the report that was submitted to Council at the June 27" meeting,
it has been identified that a small portion of the most southerly eastbound lane, located on
the west side of the 33d Street and 2" Avenue intersection (between Warman Road and 2™
Avenue), as shown on Plan 240-0039-003r001, will also need to be closed in order for
traffic to safely transition from two lanes to one. The current island located on the
southwest side of the intersection will also be extended in order to prevent traffic running
into the new curb and pathway on the southeast side of the intersection. The closure of this
lane will not affect traffic operations at the intersection.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

There are no policy implications.

FINANCIAL IMPACT

There is no financial impact.

PUBLIC NOTICE

Public Notice is required for consideration of this matter, pursuant to Section 3b) of
Policy No. C01-021, The Public Notice Policy. The following notice was given:

Advertised in The StarPhoenix on the weekends of August 6 and 13, 2011,
Posted on the City Hall Notice Board on Friday, August 5, 2011,

Posted on City of Saskatoon website on Friday, August 5, 2011; and
Flyers distributed to affected parties on Thursday, August 4, 2011.

ATTACHMENTS

1. Plan 240-0039-003r001;
2. Excerpt from the Minutes of Meeting of City Council held on June 27, 2011; and
3. Copy of Public Notice.”



Order of Business
Wednesday, August 17, 2011

Page 9

5.

a)

Unfinished Business

Landfill Optimization
(File No. CK. 7830-4)

Attached is a copy of an excerpt and attachments referred to therein from the minutes of meeting of
City Council held on June 13, 2011. Due to time constraints, Council deferred consideration of the
matter to the next regular meeting of City Council.

It is in order that Council consider the following recommendation of the Administration and
Finance Committee:

RECOMMENDATION: 1)

2)

3)

that the proposed changes in the design and operations of the
Saskatoon Waste Management Facility (Spadina Landfill) be
adopted as outlined in the report of the General Manager,
Utility Services Department dated May 16, 2011, to protect
the lifespan of the facility to forty (40) years and beyond;

that a post-budget capital project for Landfill Optimization
of $1.45 million be funded from the Landfill Replacement
Reserve based on the sufficiency plan included in the report
of the General Manager, Utility Services Department dated
May 16, 2011; and

that the operating implications outlined in the report of the
General Manager, Utility Services Department dated
May 16, 2011, including the addition of 5.05 full-time
equivalent (FTE) positions, be included in the proposed
2012 operating budget.

Reports of Administration and Committees:

Administrative Report No. 14-2011,

Administrative Report No. 15-2011,
* Addendum to Administrative Report No. 15-2011

Legislative Report No. 9-2011;

Report No. 10-2011 of the Planning and Operations Committee;
*Report No. 11-2011 of the Planning and Operations Committee;
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e) Report No. 9-2011 of the Administration and Finance Committee;
*Report No. 10-2011 ot the Administration and Finance Committee;
f) Report No. 5-2011 of the Naming Advisory Committee; and
9) Report No. 12-2011 of the Executive Committee

*Report No. 13-2011 of the Executive Committee

It is anticipated that there will be additional reports from the following Committees which will be
distributed at the Council meeting.

10.

11.

Planning and Operations Committee
Administration and Finance Committee
Executive Committee

Communications to Council — (Requests to speak to Council regarding reports of
Administration and Committees)

Communications to Council (Sections B, C, and D only)

e two sets - July 13 and August 17

Question and Answer Period

Matters of Particular Interest

Enquiries
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12. Motions
Councillor Paulsen gave the following Notice of Motion on July 11, 2011:

“In accordance with Section 35(1)(b) of The Council and Committee Procedure Bylaw, this
is to advise that at the meeting of City Council scheduled for Wednesday, August 17, 2011,
I will move the following motion:

‘that City Council rescind the following motion which was passed by City Council
at its meeting held on June 13, 2011: ‘that the evaluation of proposals submitted
under the Recycling RFP be based on complete proposals including both
collections and processing components.'

Should the above motion be passed by City Council, I will then move the following
motion:

‘that the evaluation of proposals submitted under the Recycling RFP be based on
complete proposals including both collections and processing components or
proposals on collections alone or proposals on processing alone.””

13. Giving Notice

14. Introduction and Consideration of Bylaws

Bylaw No. 8933 - The Street Closing Bylaw, 2011 (No. 3)

Bylaw No. 8948 - The Zoning Amendment Bylaw, 2011 (No. 14)
Bylaw No. 8954 - The Street Closing Bylaw, 2011 (No. 7)

Bylaw No. 8955 - The Street Closing Bylaw, 2011 (No. 8)

Bylaw No. 8956 - The Traffic Amendment Bylaw, 2011 (No. 2)

*Bylaw No. 8958 - The Residential Parking Program Amendment Bylaw,
2011 (No. 3)
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15. Communications to Council — (Section A - Requests to Speak to Council on new
issues)

e two sets - July 13 and August 17



BYLAW NO. 8948

The Zoning Amendment Bylaw, 2011 (No. 14)
The Council of The City of Saskatoon enacts:

Short Title

1. This Bylaw may be cited as The Zoning Amendment Bylaw, 2011 (No. 14).

Purpose

2. The purpose of this Bylaw is to amend the Zoning Bylaw to rezone the lands described in
the Bylaw from an R1A District to an R1B District, a B1B District, an RMTN District, an
RMTN]1 District and an RM3 District. '

Zoning Bylaw Amended

3. Zoning Bylaw No. 7800 is amended in the manner set forth in this Bylaw.

R1A District to R1B District

4, The Zoning Map, which forms part of Bylaw No 7800, is amended by rezoning the lands
described in this Section and shown as [i7eii7e /| on Appendix “A” to this Bylaw from
an R1A Distriet to an R1B Districti ™ ' o

' (a) Lots 1-9, Block 646 as shown on Plan of Proposed Subdivision of Part of N.E. %4
' Sec. 12, Twp. 37, Rge. 5, W3Mer. & N.W. % Sec. 7, Twp. 37, Rge. 4, W3Mer.,
Saskatoon, Saskatchewan, by D.V. Franko, S.L.S. dated March, 2010;

(b) Lots 1-25, Block 649 and Lots 26-50, Block 650 as shown on Plan of Proposed
Subdivision of Part of Road Allowance, Part of NW % Sec 7—Twp 37 —Rge 4 —

W. 3 Mer. & Part of LS 4 — Sec 18 — Twp 37 — Rge 4 ~ W. 3™ Mer., Saskatoon,
Sask., by T.R. Webb dated October, 2010; and

(¢)  Lots 1-46, Block 645, Lots 1-25, Block 650 and Lots 1-25, Block 651 as shown
on Plan of Proposed Subdivision of Part of the West % of Section 7, Twp 37, Rge
4, W 3" Mer. And Part of Parcel B, Reg’d Plan No. 90528009, Twp 37, Rge 5, W
3“' Mer. And Part of the North!South Road Allowance Between the two

Townships All within the City of Saskatoon, Saskatchewan, by W.J. Peters dated
May 25, 2010.
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R1A District to B1B District

5.

The Zoning Map, which forms part of Bylaw No. 7800, is amended by rezoning the lands
described in this Section and shown as E&seiadd on Appendlx “A” to this Bylaw from
an R1A District to a B1B District:

(2) - Parcel X and Parcel Z as shown on Plan of Proposed Subdivision of Part of the
West ¥z of Section 7, Twp 37, Rge 4, W 3™ Mer. And Part of Parcel B, Reg’d

- Plan No. 90828009, Twp 37, Rge 5, W 3™ Mer. And Part of the North/South

" Road Allowance Between the two TOWI]ShlpS All within the Clty of Saskatoon _
Saskatchewan by W.J. Peters dated May 25, 2010. '

R1A District to RMTN District

6.

The Zoning Map, ‘which forms part of Bylaw No. 7800, is amended by rezoning the lands

described in this Section and shown as m on Appendix “A” to this Bylaw from

an R1A District to an RMTN Distri

(8  Parcel N as shown on Plan of Propoéed Subdivision of N.E. ¥4 Sec. 12 - TW‘p. 37
: - —~Rge. 5 — W3rdMer and part of N.W. ¥ Sec. 7 — Twp. 37 — Rge. 4 — W3rdMer,
' Saskatoon Saskatchewan, by Robert Morrison dated November 19, 2010;

(b)".: Parcel M as shown on Plan of Proposed Subdivision of Part of N.E. % Sec. 12,
Twp.. 37, Rge. 5, WiMer. & N.W. % Sec. 7, Twp. 37, Rge. 4, W3Mer.,
- Saskatoon, Saskatchewan, by D V. Franko, 8.L.S. dated March, 2010;

{¢)  Parcel P and Parcel O as shown on Plan of Proposed Subdivision of Part of Road

_._ Allowance, Part of NW % Sec 7 — Twp 37— Rge 4 — W. 3" Mer, & Part of LS 4 —

Sec 18 — Twp 37 — Rge 4 — W 3™ Mer., Saskatoon Sask. by T.R. Webb dated
‘October, 2010; and o

(d)  Parcel E and Parcel L as shown on Plan of Proposed Subdivision of Part of the
‘West % of Section 7, Twp 37, Rge 4, W 3™ Mer. And Part of Parcel B, Reg’d -
~ Plan No. 90828009, Twp 37, Rge 5, W 3™ Mer. And Part of the Noith/South

Road Allowance between the two Townships all within the Clty of Saskatoon,
Saskatchewan, by W.J. Peters dated May 25,2010.
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R1A District to RMTN1 Distriet

7.

described in this Section and shown as :

The Zoning Map, which forms part of Bylaw No. 7800, is amended by rezoning the lands
-

an R1A District to an RMTNI District;

(2)

1 on Appendix “A” to this Bylaw from

Parcel G and Parcel H as shown on Plan of Proposed Subdivision of Part of the-
West % of Section 7, Twp 37, Rge 4, W 3™ Mer. And Part of Parcel B, Reg’d
Plan No. 90828009, Twp 37, Rge 5, W 3™ Mer. And Part of the North/South

Road Allowance Between the two Townships All within the C1ty of Saskatoon

Saskatchewan, by W.J. Peters dated May 25, 2010

R1A District to RM3 District

8. The Zoning Map, which forms part of Bylg 800, is amended by rezoning the lands
described in this Section and shown as [27222°22222] on Appendix “A” to this Bylaw from
an R1A District to an RM3 District: ' ' '
() - Parcel I, Parcel J and Parcel Y as shown on Plan of Proposed Subdivision of Part

. of the West % of Section 7, Twp 37, Rge 4, W 3™ Mer. And Part of Parcel B,
": Reg’d Plan No. 90828009, Twp 37, Rge 5, W 3™ Mer. And Part of the
North/South Road Allowance Between the two Townships All within the C1ty of
. Saskatoon, Saskatchewan, by W Peters dated May 25, 2010 '

Coming Into Force

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

Read a first time this | day of ' ' o, 2011 .

Read a second time this | - .day of , 2011.

Read a third time and passed this ~~~  dayof ,2011.

Mayor - I ' _ . City Clerk
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The following is a copy of Clause 1, Report No. 3-2011 -of the Municipal Planning
Commission, which was ADOPTED by City Council at its meeting held on May 24, 2011:

1. Proposed Rezoning from R1A to R1B, RMTN, RMTN1, RM3 and B1B
Part of NE % 12-37-5-W3rdM; Part of NW % 7-37-4-W3rdM;
Part of LSD 4-18-37-4-W3rdM; Part of East/West Road Allowance between
NW % 7-37-4-W3rdM and L.SD 4-18-37-4-W3rdM; Part of W 12 7-37-4-W3rdM;
Part of NE % 12-37-5-W3rdM; Part of Parcel B, Reg. Plan No. 90528009 and
Part of North/South Road Allowance between the two Townships
(Evergreen Neighbourhood)
Applicant: City of Saskatoon, Land Branch

(File No. CK. 4351-011-07)

RECOMMENDATION: 1)

3

4)

that City Council approve the advertising respecting the
proposal to rezone the lands in the Evergreen
neighbourhood, shown on Attachment 3 to the April 26,
2011 report of the General Manager, Community Services
Department, from R1A District to R1B, RMTN, RMTNI,
RM3 and B1B Districts;

. that the General Manager, Community Services

Department, be requested to prepare the required notice for
advertising the proposed amendment;

that the City Solicitor be requested to prepare the required
Bylaw; and

that at the time of the Public Hearing, City Council
consider the Municipal Planning Commission's
recommendation that the rezoning be approved.

Attached is a report of the General Manager, Community Services Department dated
April 26, 2011, with respect to the above proposed Rezoning.

Your Commission has reviewed the report with the Administration and supports the above

recommendations.
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Z1/11 Proposed Rezoning from R1A to R1B, RMTN, | R1A
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and Part of North/South Road Allowance Between the two Townships
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_9- ' Z1/11
: Evergreen Netghbourhood
April 26, 2011

COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT RECOMMENDATION:

that a report be forwarded to City Council recommending:

1) that City Council approve the advertising respecting the proposal to rezone the
lands in the Evergreen neighbourhood, shown on Attachment 3, from R1A
District to R1B, RMTN, RMTNI, RM3 and B1B Districts;

2)  that the General Manager, Community Services Department, be requested to

prepare the required notice for advertising the proposed amendment;

3) that the City Solicitor be requested to prepare the required Bylaw; and

43 that at the time of the Public Hearing, City Council be asked to consider the
Administration’s recommendation that the rezoning be approved.
PROPOSAL

The Planning and Development Branch has received an application from the City of
Saskatoon Land Branch requesting that the specified lands within the Evergreen
neighbourhood be rezoned from R1A — One-Unit Residential District to the following
distnicts as shown on the proposed rezoning map (see Attachment 3):

. R1B — Small Lot One-Unit Residential District;

s RMTN — Townhouse Residential District; ‘

. RMTNI1 — Medium-Pensity Townhouse Residential District 1;
® RM3 —Medium-Density Multiple-Unit Dwelling District; and
° B1B -~ Neighbourhood Commercial — Mixed-Use District.

REASON FOR PROPOSAL

The application is intended to rezone the above noted lands so the land uses are
consistent with the Evergreen Neighbourhood Concept Plan.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

The Evergreen neighbourhood is located within the University Heights Development
Area. It is east of Silverspring and north of the University Heights Suburban Centre and
Willowgrove. The Evergreen Neighbourhood Concept Plan was approved by City
Council on June 1, 2009 and provides a wide range of housing options in the form of
single-family and multi-family dwellings, as well as neighbourhood commercial services
(see Attachment 2). The subject sites are currently zoned R1A District (One-Unit




-3- : - Z1/11
Evergreen Neighbourhood
April 26,2011

Residential District). In order to accommodate future development, the proposed Zoning

Bylaw No. 8770 amendments are required to change the zoming designations for the
specified areas of the neighbourhood.

JUSTIFICATION
1. Official Community Plan Bylaw No. 8769

The Official Community Plan Land Use Map designates this area for residential
development. The Phasing Map was amended on September 14, 2009, to designate

this area as Phase 1. Phase I identifies land that is suvitable for development within
five years.

Commumnity Services Department Comments

a).

b)

Development Review Section

The proposed amendments to the Zoning Bylaw No. 8770 are consistent
with the approved Evergreen Neighbourhood Concept Plan as well as the

development standards of the R1A, R1B, RMTN, RMTN1, RM3, and B1B
Zoning Districts.

Future Growth Seciton

The Future Growth Section has no concems with the proposed rezoning to
the Evergreen Neighbourhood as shown on the proposed plan. This
rezoning would remove the R1A blanket zoning for the selected parcels
and replace it with zoning districts that are consistent with the approved
Evergreen Neighbourhood Concept Plan.

Building Standards Branch

The Building Standards Branch, Community Services Department has no

objection to the proposed Rezoning Application. The site plan submitted
has not been reviewed for code compliance.

Comments by Others

a)

Infrastructure Services Department

The proposed Zoning Bylaw No. 8770 amendmc:nt 1s acceptable to the
Infrastructure Services Department.
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b) Transit Services Branch

Transit Services Branch has no easement requirements regarding the above
referenced property. At present, Saskatoon Transit has no service within 450

metres but has long-term plans to provide service to the vicinity of this
development.

4, Conclusion

The proposed Zoning Bylaw No. 8770 amendments will allow development of the

new Evergreen Neighbourhood to proceed as approved in the Everpreen
Neighbourhood Concept Plan.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no environmental implications and/or greenhouse gas implications.

COMMUNICATION PLAN

A notice will be placed in The StarPhoenix once a week for two consecutive weeks.
Notice boards will also be placed on the site. The adjacent Silverspring Community
Association has already been advised in writing of this application. The property owners
affected by this rezoning will also be notified, in writing.

ATTACHMENTS

1. Fact Sumnmary Sheet
2. Evergreen Neighbourhood Concept Plan ‘
3. Proposed Rezoning Map — Evergreen Ne1ghbourhood

Written by: : Shall Lam, Planner 16
Planning and Development Branch

e T T T T

Reviewed by: C—/_,éﬁ—’_:) —
Randy Grauer, MCIP, Manager
Planning and Development Branch
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Approved by:

Paul Gauthier, General Manager

Community Services Department
Dated: ‘ 0

Approved by: . 4/// ﬂ

MurrayuTi)ﬂ afl%il Managber

Dated: Y Zalit
¥ / | L3
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A. Location Facts
1. Municipal Address N/A
2. Legal Description Part of NE % 12-37-5-W3rdM; Part of
' NW Y% 7-37-4-W3rdM; Part of L.SD 4-18-
37-4-W3rdM; Part of East/West Road
Allowance between NW Y% 7-37-4-
‘W3rdM and LSD 4-18-37-4-W3rdM; Part
of W 12 7-37-4-W3rdM; Part of NE % 12-
37-5-W3rdM; Part of Parcel B, Reg Plan
No. 90528009 and Part of North/South
Road Allowance Between the two
Townships
3. Neighbourhood Evergreen Neighbourhood
4. ‘Ward 10
B. Site Characteristics
1. Existing Use of Property Vacant
2. Proposed Use of Property Residential
3. Adjacent Land Uses and Zoning
Naorth Residential
South Residential
Fast Residential
West Residential
4. No. of Existing Off-Street Parking Spaces N/A
5. No. of Off-Street Parking Spaces Required | N/A
6 No. of Off-Street Parking Spaces Provided | N/A
7. Site Frontage N/A
8. Site Area N/A
0. Street Classification N/A
C. Official Community Plan Policy
1. Existing Official Community Plan Residential
Designation
2. . Proposed Official Community Plan Residential
Desipnation
3. Existing Zoning District R1A
4.  Proposed Zoning District R1B, RMTN, RMTNI, RM3 and B1B
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ATTACHMENT 3
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T COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT

APPLICATION NO. PROPOSAL EXISTING ZONING
DI13/10 Discretionary Use —Shopping Centre with Gross | IH
Leasable Floor Area o.f 5,000 Square Metres or |
Greater ' ‘% f E — ?T Bl
LEGAL DESCRIPTION : CIVIC ADDRESS
Lots 7, 8, and 9, Block 469, Plan No. 61520645 : JUL 87 90 829 51" Street East and 2715
Miillar Avenue
CITY GLERK'S OFFICIE
EATKATOON O NEIGHBOURHOOD
- Torth Industrial
DATE APPLICANT OWNER
June 23, 2011 Concorde Heldings Lid. : Concorde Holdings Ltd.
1171 8™ Street East 1171 8™ Street East
Saskatoon, SI& S7H 053 Saskatoon, SK S7H 083
LOCATION PLAN
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COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT RECOMMENDATION

that a report be forwarded to City Council at the time of the public hearing
recommending that the application submitted by Concorde Holdings Ltd. requesting
permission to use 829 51% Street East and 2715 Millar Avenue for the purpose of a
shopping centre be approved subject to the following conditions:

D the shopping centre having a maximum gross leasable floor area of 6,000 square
metres;
2) the applicant having a Development Permit, and all other relevant permits (such

as Building and Plumbing Permits) and licenses;

3)  the final plans submitted being substantially in accordance with the plans
submitted in support of this Discretionary Use Application; and

4y . the applicant satisfying the following conditions of the Infrastructure Services
Department:

1) There are five water and sanitary sewer connections that service the two
properties. When the demolition permit is applied for on the existing four
buildings, the Infrastructure Services Department will require a security
deposit of $35,000 ($7,000 per connection x 5 connections), as well as a
boulevard deposit of $36,000 (5150 per metre x 240 metres); and

ii) the two properties must be consolidated into one parcel.

PROPOSAL

An application has been submitted by Concorde Holdings Lid. (Concorde) requesting
City Council’s approval to construct a shopping centre at 829 51% Street East and 2715
Millar Avenue. The proposed shopping centre is comprised of three separate buildings
containing five commercial rental umts. All existing development on this site would be
demolished in order to accommodate the new shopping centre. The proposed shopping
centre has a gross leasable floor area of approximately 6,000 square metres.

This property is zoned TH District in the Zoning Bylaw No. 8770. In this district, retail

stores and shopping centres with a gross leasable floor area of 5,000 square metres or
greater are a discretionary use.

REASON FOR PROPOSAL (BY APPLICANT)

Recently, Concorde Group Corp. has undergone an extensive investigation into the




redevelopment potential of the subject site. As the owner of many high-profile retail and
commercial sites in the City of Saskatoon (City), we feel this area is lacking a similar
type development. At this time, we believe the highest and best use of this high traffic

commercial/residential corridor would be that of an upscale retail oriented shopping
- centre.

As noted in Colliers McClocklin’s most recent 2010 Annual Retail Market Report
Survey, retail vacancy rates are currently at all time lows. Saskatoon 1s experiencing a 1.7
percent vacancy rate with demand increasing on a yearly basis. With most new
development centred on the “super centres” located in University Heights, Blairmore,
Preston Crossing, and Stonebridge, the northern end of the City has been left un-serviced,
leaving a void in the major arterial route that connects the North Industrial Area to
neighbourhoods such as Lawson Heights, River Heights and Silverwood Heights.

After purchasing 829 51% Street in the summer of 2009, Concorde set out on the
necessary due diligence process to keep the project moving ashead. Stantec Architecture
was hired to conduct a Tratfic Impact Study. They found that our proposed plan will not
affect traffic flow to the area; therefore, the plans are acceptable. The site plan, created
by MQN Architects, blends the building dimensions and traffic flow patterns from
adjacent streets to provide an acceptable amount of space for parking coupled with an
ease of access both to and from the site.

it is at this point that we ask City Council to grant Concorde Group Corp. discretionary
use approval to redevelop the subject site. We trust our current portfolio of real estate

holdings within the City will provide the proof that Concorde Group Corp. is committed
to adding value to Saskatoon’s tax base.

JUSTIFICATION
1. Community Services Department Comments

a) Introduction

a “shopping centre” means a building or group of buildings on the same
site in which permitted uses are located together for their mutnal benefit,
including the use of off-street parking and other joint facilities.

b) Official Community Plan Policy

This property is designated as industrial on the Official Community Plan
Land Use Map.
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In accordance with the Official Community Plan Bylaw No. 8769, retail
uses which serve primarily the City-wide or regional consumer market and
are large enough to influence other retail markets in Saskatoon, may be

permitted in areas designated for industrial use subject to the discretion of
Council.

Roadway Access

Access to the site is available via Millar Avenue and 51% Street. In the
City’s Roadway Classification System, both streets are designated as
major arterials and both are prone to heavy volumes of traffic. In order to
gauge the impact of the development on the adjacent street network, the
applicant hired a consultant to undertake a Traffic Impact Study.

The findings of the Traffic Impact Study indicate that the proposed
development would have minimal impact on the existing intersection at
51" Street and Millar Avenue. Pre-development and post-development
levels of service, delays, and queue lengths remain nearly constant.

It is also noted that a new service station and card-lock 1s currently under
construction on the northeast comer of the Millar Avenue and 51 Street
intersection. The Traffic Impact Study for this proposal did incorporate

the anticipated trip generations for the service station and card-lock
development.

Parking Reguirements

This development requires a total of 197 off-street parking spaces. Based
upon the information submitted by the applicant, 199 off-street parking
spaces have been provided.

Zoning Bylaw No. 8770 Requirements

This proposal meets all other relevant Zoning .Bylaw No. 8770
requirerments.

Compatibility with Adjacent Land Uses

The subject site 1s surrounded by properties zoned for industrial use.
Properties zoned for heavy industrial use are located west of Millar
Avenue and properties zoned for light industrial use are located east of
Millar Avenue. While the properties are zoned for industrial use, most
nearby properties do contain retail- and service-based uses. This is not




g)

uncommon for industrially zoned areas that are served by arterial streets or
other high-traffic roadways.

Given the above, your Administration is of the belief that the proposed
shopping centre is compatible with the surrounding land uses.

Netghbourhood Planning Section

From the information received, the application for discretionary use,
shopping centre with a gross leasable floor area of 5,000 square metres or

greater at 829 51* Street East and 2715 Millar Avenue is supported by the
Neighbourhood Planning Section.

The discretionary use must conform to the Official 'C(Jmmunity Plan
Bylaw No. 8769. Details of these sections are as follows:

3.1.1.2(d)Private Developments

Private Developments will be encouraged to incorporate the
principles of CPTED into the design and development.

7.1.2(d) Retail in Industrial Area

Areas designated for industrial use are intended to facilitate
economic growth and employment through industrial development.
Retail uses 1n industrial areas shall generally be limited to:

1) Those retail activities which serve the industrial area;

11) Showrooms and sales areas 1in association with
manufacturing, warehousing, and other permitied uses; and

111}  Retail stores and services which are not of a scale to
influence other retail markets in the City.

7.1.2(e) Discretionary Retail Uses

Retail uses which serve primarily the City-wide or regional
consumer market and are large enough to influence other retail
markets in Saskatoon may be permitted in areas designated for
industrial use subject to the discretion of Council. In the review of
such applications, Council shall consider:




iii)

The amount of commercial land that is currently available
to accommodate the proposed use:

° This is a re-use of two existing sites.

The market influence of the proposal on the viability of the
Downtown and other existing retail and commercial uses;

. This development should not pose any viability
issues in the area or on existing retail and
commercial areas and is replacing an existing
neighbourhood shopping centre comprised of one
limited service restaurant, one retail outlet, and

three service providers presently located at 2715
Millar Avenue.

The effects of the proposal on the functioning of the
existing roadway system,;

. Site lighting should not affect or be projected onto,
neighbouring land wuses, but should provide
adequate lighting of the area to increase perceptions
of safety.

The ability to serve the proposal with transportation, public
transit and other public utilities;

o Additional consideration should be taken to ensure
that building position and design, and the
landscaping used facilitate pedestrian safety while
providing multimodal transportation opportunities.

The compatibility of the proposal with the surrounding land
uses;

° There does not seem to be any compatibility issues
as the area is populated primanly with industrial
- and commercial uses.




vi)

The overall quality of the site and building design.

The renderings submitted depict modern
architecture, which corresponds with existing retail
uses in the area. While no issues regarding the
building design are evident in the renderings, the
site design should be more accommodating to
multimodal transportation opportunities to support
city-wide imitiatives.

The numerous trees and other landscaping features
presented in the site design renderings should
remain consistent with the vegetation along 51
Street East and will be a good addition to the

streetscape.

h) Future Growth Section

The Future Growth Section has no objection to the proposal.

i) Building Standards Branch

The Building Standards Branch has no objection to the proposal provided
that Building Permits are obtained for the construction and/or demolition
of buildings located on the subject site.

Please note that plans and documentation submitted in support of this
application have not been reviewed for compliance with the requirements
of the 2005 National Building Code of Canada.

Comments by Others

a) Infrastructure Services Department

The proposed discretionary use is acceptable to the Infrastructure Services
Department, subject to the following conditions:

i)

There are five water and sanitary sewer connections that service

the two properties. When the demolition permit is applied for on

the existing four buildings, the Infrastructure Services Department
will require a security deposit of $35,000 (§7,000 per connection x
5 connections), as well as a boulevard deposit of $36,000 (§150




per metre x 240 metres); and
i1) the two properties must be consolidated into one parcel.

b) Utility Services Department — Transit Services Branch

Transit has no concerns with the proposal.

Transit service standards require a bus stop within 600 metres of this type
of development. The nearest Transit Services - Routes 14, 24, 25 and 31 -
stop at 905 51% Street East, a distance of 90 metres from the proposed
development. No additional stops or service changes are required and no
requests for changes to Transit Service will be entertained as a result of
any development associated with this application.

COMMUNICATION PLAN

The Executive Director of the North Saskatoon Business Association was notified of this
application by letter dated September 2, 2010. In addition, the Planning and
Development Branch sent out notification letters to assessed property owners within a
150 metre radius of the site to inform residents of the proposal and to request feedback
regarding the proposed shopping centre. To date, no comments have been recorded.

Once the Municipal Planming Commuission has considered this application it will be
advertised in accordance with the Public Notice Policy No. C01-021 and a date for a
Public Hearing will be set. Advertising will consist of sending notices to all assessed
property owners within 150 metre radius of the site and to the Executive Director of the
North Saskatoon Business Association. The applicant will also place a notice sign on site
as prepared by the Community Services Department.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no environmental and/or greenhouse gas implications.

ATTACHMENTS
1. Location Facts
2. Site Plan

3. Site Renderings




Written by:

Reviewed by:

Approved by:

caol

Matt Grazier, MCIP, Planner 13
Planning and Development Branch

e

Randy Grauver, MCIP, Manager
Planning and Development Branch

Paul Gauthier, General Manager

Community Services Department
Dated: %icérz A0//

Murray Totland, City Manager
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Attachment 1

A L.ocation Facts
1. Municipal Address 829 51% Street East and 2715 Millar
Avenue
2. Legal Description Lots 7 to 9, Block 469, Plan No.
61520645
3. Neighbourhood North Industrial
4. Ward 5
B. Site Characteristics
1. Existing Use of Property Industrial Complex/Shopping Centre
2. Proposed Use of Property shopping Centre
3. Adjacent Land Uses and Zoning
North Shopping Centre - IH
South Asphalt Plant - I[H
East Restaurant/Office/Warehouse - IL1
West Bulk Mail Plant - TH
4. No. of Existing Off-Street Parking Spaces 66
5. No. of Off-Street Parking Spaces Required | 197
6 No. of Off-Street Parking Spaces Provided | 199
7. Site Frontage 133.32 metres
8. Site Area 15,755.96 square metres
9. Street Classification Major Arterial
C. Development Policy
1. Existing Development Plan Designation Industrial
2. Existing Zoning District TH




ATTACHMENT 2

CRU 6,671 SF
(620 m2)

8
1/39m2 = 20.6 slalis e

o

ERH ET

51st STREET

APPROX. EDGE OF EX, STREET-y

gt ¢y shas o 2°-07

N )
14 | 14

CRU.7,426 SF
(690 m2)

R
T ek & ¥-5]

1/30mZ = 23 slalis reg.

IT-E° (b it 4 0]

W-F T

{12}

CRU 11,900 SF
{1,105 m2)

1/30m2 = 36.85 stalls my,

CRU MAIN FLOOR: 20,600 5F {1,914 m2)
SECOND FLOOR: 4,855 SF {451m2)

13-

TOTAL GFA: 25,455 SF {2,365m2)

1/30m32 = 78.8 sialls req.

ar-10 1

CRU 12,085 SF
(1,123 m2)

1/20m2 = 37.4 slalls req.

DELIVERY / RECEMNG ACCESS

- — - — f———— e IS . S—— S W S ——

RAILWAY LINES

[T
EHT/ Y

ETNIE

[wam/ia

1407 500
JUN. 2711

#AReq.
# Req.
# Reg.

1 PER 82m2 = # Req.

STALLS REQ'D {PER GLFA)
1 PER 30m2

1 PER 30m2
1 PER 30m2

NQ,  REV. ISSLEDFOA

{IH ZONING)

OPTION 3D

PARKING

TYPE OF USE
RESTALIRANTS, LOUNGE
RETAIL STORES
SHOPPING CENTRES
ALL OTHER PER. USES

5452 m2

SECOND FLOOR 451 m2
5902 m2

197 STALLS

AR

PARKING FROVIDED = 189 STALLS

PARKING REQUIRED

TOTAL GFA: MAIN FLODR
PARKING REQUIREMENTS:

AREA

OVERALL GFA:
515l STREET REVELOPMENT
SASKATOON, 58
SiTE PLAN

' CONCORDE GROUP CORPCRATION
10525

FAAEIR TIME:

FIQELT h:

ARCHITECTS

Sulic YL, 3301 24ih Avenue

Varnan, BC V1T BhA

12505421190 12505504038




Uegmayajeyses uooleyses

jusrwdojansg 328418 1SLS

ATTACHMENT 3




City of
Saskatoon T

Office of the City Clerk  saskatoon, SK S7K0]5  fx 306+975°2784

R V3o i st phet o 3 g (AT L R P B A Al O A

STERLTE T Ty e b e G P e et Py

‘August 9, 2011
City Clerk

Dear City Clerk:

Re:  Municipal Planning Commission Report for Public Hearing
Discretionary Use — Shopping Centre with Gross Leasable
Floor Area of 5,000 Square Metres or Greater
Lots 7, 8 and 9, Block 469, Plan No. 61520645
829 51° Street East and 2715 Millar Avenue
North Industrial Neighbourhood — IH Zoning District
Applicant: Concorde Holdings Litd
(File No. CK. 4355-011-4)

The Municipal Planning Commission has considered a report of the General Manager,

Community Services dated Jume 23, 2011, with respect to the above Discretionary Use
Application.

The Commission has reviewed the application with the Administration and the Applicant’s
representatives, including the traffic impact of this proposal given the existing volumes of traffic
along 51® and Miller. As discussed in the submitted report, a traffic study was conducted by the
consultant on behalf of the applicant. The consultant summarized the findings of the traffic
study for the Commission and confirmed that there would be minimal impact on the existing
intersection of 51% Street and Miller Avenue and traffic flow in the area with respect to expected
volumes for this proposed development. While left-turn movements into the site for vehicles
travelling westbound along 51 Street would be difficult during peak times given existing traffic

volumes, there is an alternate rouie to the property, travelling south along Millar Avenue and
using the access point at that location.

The applicant confirmed that they would provide necessary accommodations, such as bicycle
stands, to address recommendations under the Neighbourhood Planning Section relating to the

overall quality of the site and building design being more accommodating to multimodal
transportation opportunities.

Following review of the application, the Commission is supporting the following
recommendation of the Community Services Department:

“that the application submitted by Concorde Holdings Ltd. requesting permission to use
829 51" Street Fast and 2715 Millar Avenue for the purpose of a shopping centre be
approved subject to the following conditions:

www.saskatoon.ca
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D the shopping centre having a maximum gross leasable floor area of 6,000 square
metres;
2) the applicant having a Development Permit, and all other relevant permits (such

as Building and Plumbing Permits) and licenses;

£)] the final plans submitted being substantially in accordance with the plans
submitted in support of this Discretionary Use Application; and

4) the applicant satisfying the following conditions of the Infrastructure Services
Department:

i) There are five water and sanitary sewer connections that service the two
properties. When the demolition permit is applied for on the existing four
buildings, the Infrastructure Services Department will require a security
deposit of $35,000 ($7,000 per connection x 5 connections), as well as a
boulevard deposit of $36,000 ($150 per metre x 240 metres); and

i1) the two properties must be consolidated into one parcel.

The Commission respectfully requests that the above report be considered by City Council at the
time of the public hearing with respect to the above Discretionary Use Application.

Yours truly,
Diane Kanak, Deputy City Clerk

Municipal Planning Commission

«dle




The following is an excerpt from the minutes of meeting of City Council held on
May 9, 2011:

MATTERS REQUIRING PUBLIC NOTICE

4c)  Proposed Closure of Portion of Public Right-of-Way
Avenue K South north of 20" Street West and the CPR Railway
(File No. CK. 6295-011-2)

REPORT OF THE CITY CLERK:

“The following is a report of the General Manager, Infrastructure Services Department
dated April 28, 2011:

‘RECOMMENDATION: 1) that Council consider Bylaw 8933;

2)  that the Administration be instructed to take all

necessary steps to bring the intended closure
forward and to complete the closure;

3) that upon closure of the portion of right-of-way, as
shown in Plan 240-0042-011r002, it be sold to
Saskatchewan Housing Corporation for $25,995,
plus G.5.T.; and

4) that all costs associated with this closure be paid by
the applicant.

REPORT

An application has been received from Saskatchewan Housing Corporation to close and
purchase a portion of the lane right-of-way adjacent to their property, as shown on
attached Plan 240-0042-011r002 (Attachment 1) to create a parking lot.

All agencies, except the Infrastructure Services Department, have indicated that they
have no objections or easement requirements with respect to the closure.

The proposed subdivision plan is acceptable to the Infrastructure Services Department,
subject to the following conditions:

1. An 8.0 metre wide easement for storm sewer distribution purposes is required in
perpendicular width throughout Parcel X, beginning 4.52 metres from the west

property line of Parcel X and extending 8.0 metres to 12.52 metres from the west
property line; and




City Council — Matters Requiring Public Notice 4c¢)

Monday, May 9, 2011
Page Two
2. The parcel to the east of the proposed closure, 222 Avenue K South, is to remain

developable, with a 7.5 metre requirement on the frontage for access to the parcel.

Upon closure, the portion of right-of-way will be sold to Saskatchewan Housing
Corporation at a purchase price of $25,995, plus G.S.T. All costs associated with the
closure will be paid by the applicant. '

PUBLIC NOTICE

Public Notice is required for consideration of this matter, pursuant to Section 3b) of
Policy No. C01-021, The Public Notice Policy. The following notice was given:

e Advertised in the StarPhoenix and Sun on the weekends of April 30 and May 7, 2011;
» Posted on the City Hall Notice Board on Friday, April 29, 2011,

o Posted on the City of Saskatoon website on Friday, April 29, 2011; and

¢ Flyers distributed to affected parties on Thursday, April 28, 2011.

ATTACHMENTS

1. Plan 240-0042-011r002;
2. Copy of Proposed Bylaw 8933; and
3. Copy of Public Notice.’”

General Manager, Infrastructure Services Gutek presented his report.

Mr. Rick Mackie, owner of 222 Avenue K, property located just east of the proposed closure,
expressed concerns regarding closure of the noted property. He asked that the matter be
deferred in order to give him more time to review the material,

* Moved by Councillor Lorje, Seconded by Councillor Heidt,

THAT the hearing be adjourned to the July meeting of City Council,

- CARRIED.
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BYLAW NO. 8933

The Street Closing Bylaw, 2011 (No. 3)
The Council of The City of Saskatoon enacts:

Title

l. This Bylaw may be cited as The Street Closing Bylaw, 2011 (No. 3).

Purpose

2. The purpose of this Bylaw is to close a portion of Avenue K South between 21* Street

West and the CPR Railway, Saskatoon, Saskatchewan.

Closure of Portion of Avenue K South

3. All that portion of Avenue K South between 21% Street West and the CPR Railway,
Saskatoon, Saskatchewan, more particularly described as all that portion of Avenue K,
Plan 1774, lying within the limits of the bold dashed line shown on a Plan of Proposed

subdivision by Robert J. Morrison, S.L.S. dated October 6, 2010, and attached as
Schedule “A” to this Bylaw, is closed.

Coming into Force

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

Read a first time this day of , 2011,
Read a second time this day of , 2011,
Read a third time and passed this day of , 2011,

Mayor City Clerk
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Peulhlic Motice

City of
Saskaicon

PERMANENT CLOSURE Proposed Closure of Portion of

Public Right-of-Way Avenue K South north of 20th Street
West and the CPR Railway.

Saskaichewan Housing Corporation would like to purchase the portion of
Avenue K South from the City of Saskatoon for $25,895.00, plus GST.
Theintentof the closure is io allow for the developmentof a parking lot.

Notices have been sent to parties aifected by this dosure.

I . a3 24

S—

7.50
154

13

=i
- — —AVENUE K- SOUTH— -
hY

CLDSVRE | e

-'/‘ T [

INFORMATION - Questions regarding the proposal may be
directed to the following:
Infrastructure Services Depariment, Transportation Branch
Phone: 875-3145 (Shirley Matt)

PUBLIC MEETING - City Council will hear all submissions on the
proposed closure and all persons who are present at the City
Council meeting and which to speak on Monday, May 9, 2011, at
6:00 p.m. in the Council Chambers, City Hall, Saskatoon,
Saskatchewan. -

Written submissions for City Council's consideration must be
forwardedto:

His Worship the Mayor and Members of City Council
c/o City Clerk's Office, City Hall

222 Third Avenue North, Saskatoon, SK 87K 045

All written submissions received by the City Clerk by 10:00 a.m. on
\ Monday, May 9, 2011, will be forwarded to City Council.

/
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From: CityCouncilWebForm

Sent: June 28, 2011 9:24 AM .

To: City Council ,

Subject: Write a Letter to City Council ﬁ E@ % ﬁ%ﬁ % B

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL SO JUN 28201

FROM: CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
SASKATOON

Brenda Schlosser

Saskatchewan Housing Corporation
118@, 1920 Broad Street

Regina

Saskatchewan

S4P 3V6

EMAIL ADDRESS:

COMMENTS:

Further to Minutes Of Meeting Dated May 5, 2011: There will be a representative from
Saskatchewan Housing Corporation to answer any questions or concerns raised by Mr. Mackie,
owner of 222 Avenue K in Saskatoon, at the July 13th Council meeting.




TO: Secretary, Planning and Operations Committee
FROM: General Manager, Infrastructure Services
DATE: December 1, 2010
SUBJECT: Walkway Closure Application

Walkway between 135 and 139 Witney Avenue South
FILE NOQ:  CK. 6320-1

RECOMMENDATION:  that the Administration proceed with Public Notice for closure of the
walkway between 135 and 139 Witney Avenue South, in the
- Meadowgreen neighborhood.

BACKGROUND

Infrastructure Services has received letters from the adjacent property owners to close and
purchase the walkway between 135 and 139 Witney Avenue South, in the Meadowgreen
neighborhood. Both adjacent property owners are in agreement with the closure (Attachment 1).

At its meeting held on December 1, 2008, City Council determined that although a new policy was
adopted for reviewing requests for wallkoway closures, any outstanding requests would be given the
option of proceeding with either the new policy or the former policy. The residents submutting this
particular request have opted to proceed with the new policy.

REPORT
Policy C07-017 - Walleway Evaluation and Closure, is structured into three stages.

Stage 1 is a process that includes a preliminary Crime Prevention through Environmental Design
(CPTED) review to determine the condition of the property surrounding the walkway. If the
review indicates that there is vegetation restricting visibility; graffii on fences; lack of street
lighting; or concerns with vehicles travelling through the walkway, remedial action will be taken. .. ..
The preliminary review indicated that there are no trees or shrubs restricting sight lines; there is
graffiti on the fences and garbage along the pathway; and there is no street lighting on either side
of the walleway. The residents were advised to ensure that all incidents of vandalism or mischief
are reported to Police Services.

Stage 2 involves investigating additional proactive remedial measures to address vandalism or
public safety issues that cannot be addressed by any remedial actions undertaken within Stage 1.
During this stage, a community meeting is held to address public safety concems. A meeting was
held on October 21, 2010, at W.P. Bates School. Of the 67 notices sent to the catchment area
(Attachment 3), 9 residents attended, with the majority in favour of the closure.

Stage 3 consists of an analysis using pedestrian routing software that provides detailed information
on the walking routes in the service area to specific destination points, including commercial
development sites; schools; community centers; and transit stops. It also assesses all residences
within 5 minute; 10 minute; 15 minute and 20 minute wallking route times to these destination
points. In addition, it identifies if there are existing altemative routes which would provide an
equivalent level of service. A walkway closure may be recommended, if the impact to the walking
distance is less than five minutes. In this instance, the analysis was completed to determine
walking route times to the commercial development north of the wallcway on 22™ Street West; and




to Peter Pond Park. The analysis indicated that closure of the walkway would have no impact on
walking route times.

OPTIONS
An option is to not proceed with Public Notice for closure of the walkway. The Administration
does not recommend this oplion, as the guidelines within Policy C07-017 — Walkway Evaluation

and Closure have been met.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

The recomumendation to proceed with Public Notice for closure of the walkway is in accordance
with Policy C07-017 — Walloway Evaluation and Closure.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no environmental implications.

FINANCIAL IMPACT

Costs in excess of those received from the applicants are funded from Capital Project 2234 —
Wallcway Management,

PUBLIC NOTICE

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

ATTACHMENTS
1. Letters requesting closure; and SRR R
2. Catchment Area.

Written by:  Leslie Logie-Sigfusson, Traffic Operations Technologist
Transportation Branch

Approved by: Angela Gardiner, Manager
Transportation Branch

Approved by: “Mike Gutek™
Mike Gutek, General Manager
Infrastructure Services
Dated: “December 3, 2010”

Copy to: Murray Totland
City Manager

PO LL 135-139 Witney S Wallavay Closure
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PROPOSED WALKWAY CLOSURE ~

135-139 WITNEY AVENUE SOUTH

In accordance with the Cily Council Policy Numbsr C07-017 Walkway
Evaluation and Closure, City Gouncil will consider and voie on a proposal

from Infrastructure Services to close the walkway adjacent to 135-139
Witney Avenue South. The closure will restrict all pedesirian movement.

Should this closure be approved by City Councll, the walkway will be soid
and consolidated with the adjacent properties.

Matices have been sent to parties affected by this closure.
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INFORMATION - Questions regarding the proposal may be directed to
the following:
Infrastructure Services Department, Transportation Branch
Phone: 975-2464 (Leslie Logie-Sigfusson}

RS

City Ceuncil wili hear all submissions on the progposed closure and all
persons who are present at the City Councit meeting and wish to speak on
Wednesday, August 17, 2011, at 8:00 p.m. in City Council Chambers,
City Hall, Saskatoon, Saskatchewan.

Written Submissions for City Council's considaeration must be forwarded to:
His Worship the Mayor and Members of City Council
/o Cily Clerks Office, City Hall
222 Third Avenue Morth, Saskatoon, SK 57K 0J5

Alt written submissions received by the City Clerk by 10:00 a.m. on
Wednesday, August 17, 2011, will be forwarded to City Council.
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BYLAW NO. 8955
The Street Closing Bylaw, 2011 (No. 8)

The Council of The City of Saskatoon enacts:

Shert Title

1. This Bylaw may be cited as The Street Closing Bylaw, 2011 (No. 8).

Puxpose

2. The purpose of this Bylaw is to close a portion of Range Road 3045 between Keedwell
Street and Agra Road, Saskatoon, Saskatchewan.

Closure of Portion of Range Road 3045

3. All that portion of Range Road 3045 between Keedwell Street and Agra Road,
Saskatoon, Saskatchewan, more particularly described as all that portion of the road
allowance west of NW 08 Township 37 Range 4 West 3 Meridian, and all that portion of
the road allowance west of SW 08 Township 37 Range 4 West 3 Meridian, and all that
portion of the road allowance west of NW 05 Township 37 Range 4 West 3 Meridian,
and all that portion of the road allowance west of SW 05 Township 37 Range 4 West 3
Meridian, and all that portion of the road allowance west of NW 32 Township 36 Range
4 West 3 Meridian and north of Parcel B Plan 102006425 shown on a Plan of Proposed
Subdivision by Murray Marien, S.L.S. dated June, 2011, and attached as Schedule “A” to
this Bylaw, 1s closed.

Coming into Force

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

Read a first time this .day of L 2011.
Read a second time this day of , 2011,
Read a third time and passed this day of ,2011.

Mayor City Clerk
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Ciry of
Saskatcon

PERMANENT CLOSURE: EVERGREEN NEIGHBOURHCOOD
DEVELOPMENT PROPOSED CLOSURE OF RANGE ROAD 3045
BETWEEN KEEDWELL STREET TO AGRA ROAD

A request has been made by the Land Branch, Communily Services
Depariment to close Range Road 3045 between Keedwell Street to Agra
Road. The closure s required to relocate a 138 kV SaskPower power
lina that is curmently located wesl of Range Road 3045. The power line
relocaticn is required to alfow for further development of the Evergreen
Neighbourhood.

Notices have been sent to parties affected by this closure,
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INFORMATION — Questions regarding the proposal may be directed to

the following: ' ’
Infrastructure Services Depariment, Transpottation Branch)
Phone: 975-3145 (Shirley Matt, P.Eng)

Puslic Meetings

City Council will hear all submissions on the proposed closure and alf
persons who are present at the City Couacil meeting and wish to spaak on
Wednesday, August 17, 2011, at 6:00 p.m. in City Council Chambers,
City Hall, Saskatoon, Saskatchewan.

Writlen Submissions for City Council's consideration must be forwarded to:
His Worship the Mayor and Members of City Council
cio City Clerks Office, City Hall
222 Third Avenue North, Saskatoon, SK S7K 0J5

All wriiten submissions received by the Gity Clerk by 10:00 a.m. on
Wednesday, August 17, 2011, will be forwarded to City Council.
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Affachent 2

The following is a copy of Clause 10, Report No. 9-2011 of the Planning and Operations
Committee, which was ADOPTED by City Council at its meeting held on June 27, 2011:

10.  Proposed 33" Street Multi-Use Corridor Master Plan
(Kiles CK. 6000-5, IS. 6150-1 and CK. 5200-1)

RECOMMENDATION 1) that the proposed 33" Street Multi-Use Corridor Master
Plan be approved in principle;

2) that the Administration report to the Budget Committee
with a detailed cost estimate for future phases of the 33"
Street Multi-Use Corridor Project; and

3) that the Administration proceed to Public Notice, for
consideration at the July 13, 2011 City Council meeting,
for the removal of the eastbound trafﬁc lane on 33" Street,
from Warman Road to 7" Avenue

Attached is a report of the General Manager, Infrastructure Services Department dated
June 8, 2011, with respect to the above matter.

Copies of the 33 Street Multi-Use Corridor Master Plan maps have been provided to City
Council members. A copy is also available for review in the City Clerk’s Office and on the
website as an attachment to this report.
The City Clerk distributed copies of the following letters:
o Sean Shaw, Saskatoon Cycles, dated June 24, 2011, requesting to speak; and
o Melissa Gan, We Are Many (WAM), dated June 27, 2011, requesting to speak.
Moved by Councillor Paulsen, Seconded by Councillor Dubois,
THAT Sean Shaw and Melissa Gan be heard,
CARRIED.
My, Sean Shaw, President, Saskatoon Cycles, spoke in favour of the project.
Ms. Melissa Gan, We Are Many (WAM), spoke in_favour of the project.
Moved by Councillor Lorfe, Seconded by Councillor Paulsen,

THAT the recommendation of the Planning and Operations Committee be adopted.

CARRIED.




TO: ~ Secretary, Planning and Operations Committee

FROM: General Manager, Infrastructure Services Department
DATE: June 8, 2011

SUBJECT: Proposed 33™ Street Multi-Use Corridor Master Plan
FILES: CK. 6000-5 and IS. 6150-1

RECOMMENDATION: 1) that the following report be submitted to the June 27, 2011
City Council meeting, recommending that the proposed
33" Street Multi-Use Corridor Master Plan be approved in
principle;

2)  that the Administration report to the Budget Committee with
a detailed cost estimate for future phases of the 33" Street
Multi-Use Corridor Project; and

3) that the Administration proceed to Public Notice, for
consideration at the July 13, 2011 City Council meeting,
for the removal of the eastbound traffic lane on 33 Street,
from Warman Road to 7" Avenue.

BACKGROUND

Canadian Pacific Railway (CP) has expressed concerns with respect to the number of pedestrians
and cyclists trespassing on their right-of-way. Thirty-Third Street, from SIAST Kelsey Campus
to the University of Saskatchewan, is a major link that many pedestrians and cyclists use year
round. Currently, there are no developed pedestrian or cycling facilities along the south side of
33rd Street from 3rd Avenue to Spadina Crescent. There is a sidewalk adjacent to 33™ Street,
between Idylwyld Drive and 3™ Avenue; however, it does not accommodate cycling and the
industrial nature of the adjacent land generates the considerable use of large trucks; therefore,
cycling on this portion of 33rd Street is undesirable for even the most experienced rider. In
addition, the intersection of Spadina Crescent and 33rd Street has no facilities linking the
residential neighbourhood to the Meewasin Valley Authority (MVA) Trail.

In order to address these issues, the Administration has developed a Master Plan for the
development of a major off-road corridor from the University of Saskatchewan to SIAST Kelsey
Campus, on which pedestrians and cyclists will feel safe and comfortable. The overall Master
Plan includes a landscaped environment and other amenities to enhance the look and feel of the
area, in addition to the construction of a muiti-use path on the south side of 33rd Street, between
Spadina Crescent and Idylwyld Drive. This plan also includes a roundabout at the intersection of
33rd Street and Spadina Crescent and a promenade connecting the MVA ftrails to the pathway.
The construction of the plan will occur in various phases as funding becomes available.

REPORT

Walking and cycling improve physical fitness. Investing in, and promoting the use of
transportation infrastructure such as sidewalks, crosswalks, bike paths and lanes are the first
steps to creating a more sustainable and healthy city.




The proposed 33" Street Multi-Use Corridor Master Plan project consists of developing a multi-
use trail along the south side of 33rd Street; improvements to crosswalks and intersections at key
points; and a three metre wide pathway to allow for non-motorized users. The establishment of a
direct connection to the Meewasin Valley Authority (MVA) Trail is a key element in the design.

Level of Service (1.OS) defines the operating conditions on a transportation facility, such as an
intersection, based on speed, travel time, delay, traffic interruptions and convenience. Each LOS
is given a letter, A through F, to describe a range of operating conditions on the facility. LOS A,
which represents ideal free-flow traffic conditions where drivers experience no delay and are
unaffected by the manoeuvres of surrounding motorists, is ranked the highest. LOS F represents
a situation where the traffic demand exceeds the capacity and where drivers experience long
periods of delay. It is typically acceptable for the LOS to be as low as D in urban situations,
where higher traffic volumes and higher levels of congestion are expected.

Some of the key components in the 33™ Street Multi-Use Corridor Master Plan include:

® A roundabout at the intersection of 33rd Street and Spadina Crescent (See
Attachment 6) — The intersection of Spadina Crescent and 331d Street currently
operates as a three-way stop, with a right turn bay for vehicles on 33rd Street
travelling eastbound and turning southbound. A traffic analysis indicated that the
intersection currently operates at an LOS F dwring the afternoon peak period
{from 4:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m.) In evaluating the geometrics of this location for
mmprovements to traffic flow and pedestrian and cycling movements, a
roundabout was determined to be the best option for this location. The
construction of the roundabout would improve the operation at this intersection to
an LOS C for this same peak period. Roundabouts have benefits over standard
intersections with stop signs or traffic lights because traffic is able to continue to
move slowly through the intersection; and left turns in front of oncoming vehicles
are not required.

° Removal of the traffic lane along 33rd Street, from Warman Road to 7" Avenue
(See Attachment 3) -~ There are currently two lanes of traffic in both directions
along 33" Street, from Warman Road to 7" Avenue. Only one lane is used as a
travel lane between 7" Avenue and Spadina Crescent, The other lane is intended
for parking. In order to accommodate the multi-use pathway along 33rd Street,
and to meet the minimum clearance guidelines from CP Rail, it is recommended
that a traffic lane be removed from 33™ Street between Warman Road and 7'
Avenue. A traffic analysis showed that the removal of the curb lane would have
no impact on the LOS, which is currently at C for eastbound traffic.

° Limiting access to the west side of the CP railway bridge (See Attachment 6) —
Studies show that there is significant pedestrian and cycling usage along the CP
rail line. Pedestrians currently have access to the CP railway bridge on the west
side of Spadina Crescent. CP Rail has expressed concerns with this trespassing,
and have documented several incidents along this route where pedestrians were



nearly hit by trains. The removal of the old wooden staircase and part of the
bridge access will force nsers to use the new staircase by the weir, which was
designed to accommodate both pedestrians and cyclists. From there, they will be
able to use the new linkages to cross Spadina Crescent and access the multi-use
pathways.

Attachments 1 through 7 show the overall concept for the Master Plan. Construction will occur
in phases as funding becomes available. The first phase consists of the construction of the multi-
use pathway from 3™ Avenue to Spadina Crescent. The cost of this phase is estimated to be
$1,650,000. Amenities such as lighting and landscaping will be added in future phases of the
project. Adequate funding is available within Capital Project 1137 - Bicycle Facilities for the
construction of the multi-use pathway. This project is also partially funded through the Canada-
Saskatchewan Provincial-Territorial Base Fund in the amount of $1,000,000, which qualified as
it will contribute to long-term economic growth, a clean environment and a strong community.
Additional funding will be required to complete future phases of this project.

PUBLIC CONSULTATION

An Open House was held on June 2, 2011 at North Park Wilson School to provide the public
with the opportunity to view and comment on the proposed 33rd Street Multi-Use Corridor
Master Plan.. Approximately 6,000 flyers where distributed to the surrounding neighbourhoods.
Approximately 50 people signed the attendance sheet; however, many others attended who did
not sign in. In addition, the material was made available on the City of Saskatoon website on
Thursday, June 2, 2011, for the public to submit their comments on the project.

The table below outlines the feedback received from the Public Open House and the website
between June 2 and June 7, 2011, which is based on 42 written responses.

Overal] design approach 97 % 3%
Ontario Avenue improvements 97 % 3%
Kelsey Service Road improvements 86 % 14 %
?rd Avenue intersection 93 % 7%
improvements :

Single traffic lane eastbound from o 0
3rd Avenue to S5th Avenue 85% 5%
Pedestna{l bulbs between 3rd Avenue 94 % 6%
and Spadina Crescent

Improvements at pedestrian tunnel 100 % 0%
Traffic roundabout at Spadina 759, 2594
Crescent

Promenade east of Spadina Crescent 100 % 0%
Removal of wooden staircase and

access from west side of CP Rail 65 % 35%
bridge

East bank improvements 93 % 7%




"~ Key stakeholders, including CP Railway, SIAST Kelsey Campus, the University of
Saskatchewan and the Cycling Advisory Committee were involved in the development of the
Master Plan.

The project is scheduled for review by the Crime Prevention through Environmental Design
{CPTED) Comrmittee on July 7, 2011.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

The continued expansion of the cycling and pedestrian networks throughout the city contributes
to a cleaner environment.

FINANCIAL IMPACT

Development of the Master Plan and construction of the first phase of the project is estimated to
cost $1,650,000. Funding is available through the Canada-Saskatchewan Provincial-Territorial
Base Fund in the amount of $1,000,000. The remaining funds have been allocated from the
Transportation Infrastructure Expansion Reserve.

Based on the Master Plan, it is estimated that future phases of the project will total $5,100,000.
The Administration will report to the Budget Committee with a funding strategy once a more
detailed cost estimate is available.

PUBLIC NOTICE

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

ATTACHMENTES

1. 33" Street Multi-use Corridor Master Plan — MP.1;

2. 33" Street Multi-use Corridor Master Plan — MP.2;

3. 33" Street Multi-use Corridor Master Plan — MP.3:

4, 33™ Street Multi-use Corridor Master Plan — MP.4;

5. 33" Street Multi-use Corridor Master Plan ~ MP.5;

6. 33" Street Multi-use Corridor Master Plan — MP.6; and -
7. 33" Street Multi-use Corridor Master Plan — MP.7.

Written by:  Jamison Gillert
Transportation Branch

Approved by: Angela Gardiner, Manager
Transportation Branch




Approved by: “Mike Gutek”

Mike Gutek, General Manager
Infrastructure Services
Dated: *“June 13. 2011%

Copy to: Murray Totland
City Manager

PO IG 33" St Master Plan
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PROPOSED PERMANENT TRAFFIC RESTRICTION
g%%DNSgREET BETWEEN 2ND AVENUE AND 5TH

Permansnt Traffic Restriction are required for eastbound curb lane on
33rd Street, from Warman Road to 5th Avenue and that a portion of the
eastbound through traffic lane on 33rd Sireet, betwean Warman Road
and Znd Avenue. The lanes will be closed ta traffic 2nd will be constructed
into a mulli-use pathway used for cyclisis and pedestrians. The multi-use
pathway is designed to join the University of Saskatchewan to SIAST
ielsey Campus. There are currently two thru eastbound traffic lanes.,
The restriction will reduce one thru eastbound traffic lane.

Notices have been sant to parties affected by this closure.
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INFORMATION — Questions regarding the proposal may be directed to
the following:
Infrastructure Services Department, Transportation Branch
Phone: Phone 975-2642 — Don Cook

City Councit will hear all submissions on the proposed closure and alt
persons who are present at the City Council meeting and wish ta speak on
Wednesday, August 17, 2011, at 6:00 p.m. In City Council Chambers,

City Hall, Saskatoon, Saskatchewan.

Written Submissions for City Council's consideration must be forwarded to:
His Worship the Mayor and Members of Gity Councit
c/o City Clerks Office, City Hall
222 Third Avenue North, Saskatoon, SK S7K 0J5

Alb written submissions received by the City Clerk by 10:00 a.m. an
Wednesday, August 17, 2011, will be forwarded to City Council.

HYCOENT 3




The following is a copy of Clause 6, Report No. 8-2011 of the Administration and Finance
Committee, which was DEALT WITH AS STATED by City Council at its meeting held on

June 13, 2011:

6. Landfill Optimization
(File No. CK. 7830-4)

RECOMMENDATION: 1)

3)

that the proposed changes in the design and operations of the
Saskatoon Waste Management Facility (Spadina Landfill) be
adopted as outlined in the report of the General Manager,
Utility Services Department dated May 16, 2011, to protect the
lifespan of the facility to forty (40) years and beyond;

that a post-budget capital project for Landfill Optimization of |
$1.45 million be funded from the Landfill Replacement
Reserve based on the sufficiency plan included in the report of

the General Manager, Utility Services Department dated
May 16, 2011; and

that the operating implications outlined in the report of the
(General Manager, Utility Services Department dated May 16,
2011, including the addition of 5.05 full-time equivalent (FTE)
positions, be included in the proposed 2012 operating budget.

Your Committee has considered the attached report of the General Manager, Utility Services
Department dated May 16, 2011 regarding an optimization plan for the Waste Management
Facility and supports the recommendations outlined above.

1T WAS RESOLVED: that consideration of the matter be deferred to the July meeting of City

Council.



TO:
FROM:
DATE:
SUBJECT:
FILE NQO:

Secretary, Administration and Finance Committee st
General Manager, Utility Services Department B e oy
May 16, 2011 o
Landfill Optimization :

WT-7834-2

RECOMMENDATION: that the Administration and Finance Commitiee make the

following recommendations to City Council:

1) that the proposed changes in the design and operations of
the Saskatoon Waste Management Facility (Spadina
Landfill} be adopted as outlined in this report to protect the
lifespan of the facility to forty (40) years and beyond;

2) that a post-budget capital project for Landfill Optimization
of $1.45 million be funded from the Landfill Replacement
Reserve based on the sufficiency plan included in this
report; and

3) that the operating implications outlined in this report,
including the addition of 5.05 full-time equivalent (FTE)
positions, be included In the proposed 2012 operating
budget.

BACKGROUND

City Council received a report from the Administration on Landftll Fees during its March 1,
2010 meeting, and resolved in part:

1)

2)

that Administration report back by December 2011, an updated capital

cost forecast, reserve sufficiently and updated rate schedule if required;
and, :

that Administration make adjustments to the timing of projects funded
from the Landfill Replacement Reserve to ensure that the reserve remains

in a positive position and submit a report to the Administration and
Finance Committee outlining any required changes.

Current landfilling practices at the Saskatoon Regional Waste Management Centre (Spadina
Landfill), may mean the remaining lifespan of the facility is between ten (10} and fifteen (15}
years. The Environmental Services Branch has been working for the last year with a consultant
to develop an optimization plan for the facility.
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REPORT

The goals of landfill optimization are:
o to expand the expected life of the landfill to forty (40) years or more;

e to ensure operations comply with (or exceed) environmental protection regulatory
requirements; :

e to ensure the facility minimizes safety nisk, litter, and nuisance pests and odours; and,

e to support good customer service.

XCG Consultants Ltd. was contracted in January 2010 following a public Request For Proposals
issued in December of 2009. A Design and Operations report, Saskatoon Waste Management
Centre — Integrated Landfill Management Plan, has been prepared in accordance with the Permit
to Operate a Waste Disposal Ground PO-04-374 issned by the Saskatchewan Ministry of
Environment. The proposed design and operational changes meet the goals of landfill
optimization. The design also accommodates the development of the Green Energy Park,
including construction of a wind turbine and landfill gas collection system. An Executive
Summary of the Saskatoon Waste Management Centre — Integrated Landfill Management Plan
is provided in Attachment I, and a copy of the full document is available for viewing on the City

of Saskatoon’s website (www.saskatoon.ca, click on “c” for City Council and look under Reports
and Publications).

The proposed changes in the design and operations of the Saskatoon Waste Management Facility
are included in Attachment 2. Highlights include:

Significantly increasing compaction efforts when placing waste.

s Increasing side slopes from 4:1 to 3:1. Steeper side-slopes result in significantly more
usable airspace.

e Improving daily covering practices.
Reclaiming inefficiently filled areas.

Minimizing safety risks, litter, nuisance pests, and odours.
Managing landfill gas emissions.
o Improved customer service.

e Expanding waste cells where possible.
¢ Maximizing landfill height.

e Minimizing leachaie.

[}
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if the above-noted changes can be realized, the new optimized capacity of the facility will be

10.25 million cubic meters. This means an additional 6.8 million tonnes of waste may be
accepted at the facility.

The effect selected recommendations have on landfill lifespan have been studied. It 1s important
to note the following calculations are not independent of each other, but rather are presented to

illustrate the significance of the impact on the overall life of the landfill if any one of these
recommendations is not adopted.




Recommendation

Risk

Effect on Lifespan

Achieve 3:1 slope

Existing equipment will only
achieve 4:1 slope (at best).

Addifional 4 million cubic meters of

airspace or ~ 20 years

Expand waste cells

Existing reserves are facing
competing pressures to fund
waste diversion programs and
waste cell development.

Additional 5.105 million cubic
meters of airspace or ~ 26 years
(based on achieving 3:1 slopes)

Reclaim inefficiently
filled areas

Wind turbine 1s to be moved
after ~20 years and lead
containment cell requires a
special plan.

Additional 2.933 million cubic
meters or ~ 15 years (based on
achieving 3:1 slopes)

Maximize
opportunities for
waste minimization.
Waste received at
the facility must
remain at or below
current rate of
~130,000 tonnes per
year.

Waste diversion programs such
as recycling, organics
(composting), and construction
and demolition waste re-use
must grow faster than
population growth.

10 to 15 years at 2% growth rate

If all recommended changes can be realized, the Saskatoon Regional Waste Management Centre
can achieve a lifespan of at least 40+ years. With a concerted effort toward waste minimization,
Administration is working toward extending the life of the facility indefinitely. The detailed
drawings of the phased design are outlined in Attachment 3.

OPTIONS

Council may choose to continue to operate based on the recommendations of the 2001 Spadina
Landfill Masterplan. This document recommended filling to achieve a 5:1 slope. The landfill
would reach design capacity within 10 to 15 years.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

The Saskatoon Regional Waste Management Centre, or Spadina Landfill, operates within a
Ministry of Environment Permit To Operate. Comments on the proposed changes in design and

operations have been received from the Ministry indicating this would meet the requirements of
the Permit.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

The Landfill Optimization Plan will facilitate construction of a landfill gas collection system
which is estimated to reduce greenhouse gas emissions by 46,800 tonnes COae per year starting
in 2012 and increasing to 93,600 tonnes COze per year by 2030 as the system expands. This is
equivalent to removing approximately 9,176 to 18,352 passenger vehicles from the road every



year. The addition of more equipment and extended operating hours will have a slight
moderating effect on the above-noted emissions reductions.

Improvements to daily cover practices and better management of the types of waste accepted at
the landfill will reduce the amount and the concentration of leachate that is generated at the site
thereby reducing the potential for negative impacts to groundwater and the nearby South

Saskatchewan River. Improved daily cover practices will also reduce nuisances such as litter,
odours and vectors.

Improvements to drainage ditches and storm water ponds will reduce the potential for impact on
surface water.

Notably, by optimizing the life of the existing landfill, impacts to land and water will be limited
to the existing site as opposed to disturbing a new location for development of a new landfill.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

Landfill optimization is expected to generate both capital and operating cost impacts.

Capital Cost Estimate

Design Stage Estimated Cost Time-frame
Optimize Operations $ 800,000 2011
Stage A: Cell H Expansion 6,000,000 2012
Stage B: West Side Closure 2,500,000 2013
Stage C: Expand Stormwater Management System 700,000 2016
Stage D: Eastern Lateral Expansion 6,000,000 2020
Stage E: Expand Leachate Collection System 4,000,000 2022
Stage F thru It Install Incremental Final Cover Systems 4,000,000 | Not yet projected
Stage J: Cell Closure 7,500,000 | Not yet projected
Stage K: Expand Leachate Collection and Monitoring 600,000 | Not yet projected
Stage L: Cell Closure 12,500,000 } Not yet projected
Final Contouring 10,000,000 | Not yet projected
TOTAL Capital Cost Estimate 554,600,000

A ten-year projection for the Landfill Replacement Reserve, the source of funds for landfill
optimization, has been developed (Attachment 4). This projection anticipates funding for all

design stages to 2022 based on the following proposed landfill tipping fee and capital allocation
rate schedule:




Year Tipping Fee Allocation to Capital Projects
2011 565 $33
2012 585 $45
2013 $90 $50
2014 $100 $60
2015 $100 $60
2016 $105 560
2017 $105 560
2018 5105 $60
2019 $110 $65
2020 5110 $6s
2021 $110 $65

Tipping fees have been previously approved for 2011, 2012, and 2013, and the previously
approved fees are adequate. What has changed is the allocation to capital projects. The Reserve
is projected to carry a negative balance in the near term as substantial capital construction
requirements to optimize the landfill are self-financed. By 2016, the Reserve will have sufficient
balances to fund the remaining phases of the design and operations plan, including funding
necessary waste minimization infrastructure, without creating a negative balance. To
acknowledge the negative balance, the Landfill Optimization project ($1,450,000) and the New
Cell project ($4,500,000) will be charged interest. This represents the carrying cost incurred by
the City until such time as funds are available in 2016. The Landfill Optimization project is
required in 2011 in order to proceed with the changes outlined in this report, and as such
Administration 1s recommending post-budget approval of $1.45 million for 2011.

Operating Impact

The following are the current weaknesses in operating identified through optimization planning
and the respective estimated annual cost to address these challenges.

Activity Estimated Annual Cost

Increase number of trained operators $ 91,200
1.6FTE Utility A Operators

Extend hours of operation/Trained supervisor for EcoCentre 167,000
2.0FTE Supervisor I1
1.0FTE Landfill Attendants (2 seasonal)

Improve site stormwater management (seasonal plan) 7,300

Expanded groundwater monitoring 7,500

Traffic-flow and navigation 12,000

Improve litter collection 15,000
0.45FTE Labourer (pooled)

Program for commercial waste haulers 4,000
Radio-frequency identification (RFID) tag program

TOTAL $304,000




Projected changes to the landfill tipping fee provide the additional revenue necessary to address
these operating costs.

COMMUNICATIONS PLAN

An information open house will be held in the Montgomery neighbourhood to highlight the
changes to the landfill facility operations and discuss measures to improve the environmental
performance and aesthetics at each phase of the optimization plan. Information about the
optimization will also be posted to the Environmental Services Branch web-page.

PUBLIC NOTICE

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

ATTACHMENTS

. Executive Summary of the Integrated Landfill Management Plan

Summary of the proposed changes in the design and operations of the Saskatoon Waste
Management Facility

Phased Design Concept Drawings
. Landfill Replacement Reserve Sufficiency

N
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Written by: Brenda Wallace, Manager, Environmental Services Branch

Approved by: j/ %

Jeff, Jérg'enéon, General Manager
Utility Servi/ces Department

Approved by:

Landfill Opimization Report A & I May 30.doc
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Saskatoon Waste Management Centre — Integrated Landfill Management Plan

,ﬁ%ﬁ:ﬁ{@@ EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

ES 1. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This Integrated Landfill Management Plan (Plan) has been prepared in accordance
with the design, performance, and operational requirements of the Permit for the
Saskatoon Waste Management Centre (Site), and in general accordance with relevant
Saskatchewan Ministry of Environment (MOE) [formerly Saskatchewan
Environment and Resource Management (SERM)] acts, regulations, and guidance
documents. This document was developed based on an integrated development
strategy which incorporates surface water, leachate, and landfill gas management
controls into the landfill development plan to mitigate landfil! derived impacts.

Key objectives incorporated into this document include the following:

« Updated fill plan that optimizes available landfill airspace, while allowing for the
installation of a wind turbine on the landfill;

» Updated fill plan that addresses the need to reduce leachate peneration and
optimize surface water controls;

= Updated final development contours which address potential future differential
settlement of the landfili; ‘

« Reduce long-term environmental impacts associated with the landfill area;
e Update and revise the environmental monitoring program; and

« Provide a conceptual design for the expansion of the landfill gas collection
system to reduce greenhouse gas emissions and nuisance odours.

The resultant Plan is a comprehensive and integrated design document which
addresses all of the aforementioned objectives. The Plan includes a detailed
development strategy for the existing landfill, providing approximately
10,250,000 cubic metres of airspace. Based upon population growth projections,
future diversion initiatives, increased landfill side slopes, site expansion and

development plans, and fill rate assumptions presented herein, it is estimated that the
Site will reach design capacity in 2062.

}4-2598-01-02/R425980102001 .doc




The following chart highlights the proposed changes in the design and operations of the Saskatoon Waste Management Facility:

Optimization Practice

Current Practice

Changes Required

Maximize compaction
of waste to an apparent
density of at least 0.67
tonnes per cubic meter.

Compaction performance varies across
the site due to equipment issues and
current backlogs of compaction work
that require a ‘catch-up’ approach.

e Acquire new, reliable equipment specific to waste handling (i.e. use
dozers with waste-kits instead of loaders) to push waste to specific
areas on the mound/slope.

e Install GPS into compaction equipment to indicate real-time density to
the operators.

o Increase the number of trained operators to ensure continuous
compaction with trash compactor(s).

o Approach waste-lifts horizontally instead of vertically.

Increase slopes on

Slopes currently graded to 5:1.

» Use dozers and loaders to push waste to specific areas on the

outer edges of facility mound/slope.
to 3:1. o Approach waste-lifts horizontally instead of vertically.

Achieve waste-to-
daily-cover ratio of 4:1
by volume.

Daily cover ratios vary across site.
Daily covering of waste has been
problematic due to resourcing issues
(i.e. equipment down-time and staffing
shortages). Often high volumes of soil
are required due to poor compaction. A
capital project has been established to
develop an efficient and effective daily
COVEr system.

e Increase the number of trained operators and extend hours of operation

to ensure daily covering of waste.
» Develop plan to ensure access to daily cover soil or an alternative daily

cover (ADC) system such as tarps.

Reclaim inefficiently
filled areas.

A lead cell has been created such that
further filling cannot occur in one area,
{This area equates to 585,000 m3 of lost
airspace or ~3 years of filling.)

The wind turbine is proposed for an area
where future filling would be possible.

» Remove the lead material or develop a specialized fill plan for this area.

e Remove the wind turbine after ~20 years.
e Return to previously “finished” areas on outer slopes.

Expand waste cells
where possible.

Expansion areas have been identified.

e Expand Cell H in 2012.
e Create an Eastern Lateral expansion in ~2020.
e Negotiate acquisitions of Parcels W & Z from SaskPower.

Maximize the height of
the landfill mound,

The current elevation is 520 meters.
The base elevation is 485 meters,

o Maximize waste elevation to Nav Canada approval of 567 meters
above sea level.

T Loy 1Y
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Minimize generation of
leachate, the liquid
which has percolated
through or drained
from waste,

The estimated volume of leachate
generated under current conditions is
11.7 million litres every year. Poor daily
covering practices contribute to leachate
generation,

» Reduce the size of the open face.

s Practice strict daily covering of waste.

» Develop a site stormwater management plan,

e Continue collection of leachate from Cell H, and north interceptor
trench.,

e Continue construction of south interceptor wells.

e Ensure all future expansions include a cell liner and leachate collection
system.,

» Repair leachate seeps or outbreaks as they occur.

o Continue groundwater monitoring program.

Manage landfill gas
emissions, an
odourous, flammable,
gas typically comprised
of ~60% methane,
~40% carbon dioxide
(C0»), and trace
amounts of hydrogen-
sulfide (HzS), carbon
monoxide, and volatile
organic compounds
(VOCs).

Current emissions are 95,000 tonnes of
carbon dioxide equivalents C0O,e each
year.

e [nstall 8 landfill gas monitoring probes around site perimeter.

e Sample quarterly to ensure subsurface migration does not pose a hazard

~ to the surrounding environment.

o Install LFG collection system (in conjunction with SL&P) to generate
electricity or destroy methane by flaring,

Minimize safety risks,

City and commercial waste haulers and
members of the general public all access
the working face where large heavy
operating equipment, sharps (needles),
and potential contact with leachate or
landfill gas exist.

Traffic congestion occurs regularly and
there are few site navigation aides.

e Minimize general public access to working face and improve transfer
station(s).

e Use site staff to manage working face access by City and commercial
haulers.

¢ Develop a traffic-flow management plan and navigational signage.
Hire seasonal staff to manage peak seasons.

s Segregate City and commercial waste traffic from general public as
much as possible (i.e. develop a radio-frequency identification
program, develop separate traffic-flow patterns where feasible).

e Provide landfill gas monitoring equipment at key on-site locations.

» Develop and maintain a site stormwater management system.




| Minimize litter.

A large working face is maintained due
to resourcing issues (i.e. equipment
down-time and staffing shortages).
Daily covering of waste does not meet
industry standards or Ministry permit
requirements.

Litter fencing is being upgraded.

Some litter collection occurs on a
seasonal basis.

e Maintain a small working face.

¢ Maintain litter fencing and install landscaping shelter belis.

e Increase the frequency of litter collection by increasing staffing for this
function.

e Improve daily cover practices.

Minimize nuisance
pests and odours.

Odours, gulls, and flies are a persistent
issue.

» Maintain a small working face and practice strict daily covering of
waste,

Maximize opportunities
for waste minimization.

Recycling and re-use initiatives are not
directly linked to the operations of the
Saskatoon Waste Management Cenfre.
Plans for a Recovery Park are under
development.

e Develop a new facility entrance that provides options for material
recycling and storage for re-use in other applications (i.e. construction
waste, asphalt shingles, concrete, etc.)

Manage the type of
waste accepted into
facility to ensure
envirommental
protection,

A waste-0il recovery centre operates at
the facility. Often other materials
contaminate the oil.

s Develop a managed household hazardous waste transfer station in
conjunction with the Saskatchewan Association for Resource
Recovery (SARRC) EcoCentre.

Provide good customer
service so as (o achieve
a high level of
compliance with site
management
requirements.

Operating conditions at the facility
challenge the ability to provide efficient
access into and out of the facility.

e Develop a traffic-flow management plan and navigational signage.
Hire seasonal staff to manage peak seasons.

e Segregate City and commercial waste traffic from general public as
much as possible (i.e. develop a radio-frequency identification
program, develop separate traffic-flow patterns where feasible).

e Minimize general public access to working face and improve transfer
station(s). :

o Develop pro-active communications materials to educate site users.

e Build the capacity of site staff with customer service training.

e Expand the hours of operation to maximize the potential to separate

City and waste haulers from general traffic.
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Attachment 4: Landfill Replacement Reserve Sufficiency

2014 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2014 2018 2020 204 2022 HOTES
Opening Balance {5000°s) 32 {1,128} (5.503) {4,534) (640} 2,760 4,728 1,888 5,930 9,291 7,002 10,337
REVENUE
Contributions from Dpermting $ 410 5 410 L - 410 § 40§ 410 410 = 410 $ 410 5 450 5 410 5 410
Tipplng Fee Revenues .
Tipping Fee Rate ] B5 & B 20 5 108 5 100 % 105 s 5 105 % 10 3 10 s 10 s 110 mtoc confemed to 2013
Perfien of Tipplng Faa Mainlatned for Capllal Projects H 3 s 45 50 5 53 5 80 % [ 6 5 g0 5 B5 5 B5 & B5 % 65
Anticipated Wasts Tonnages Handled 70,000 57,000 65,000 €0,000 55,000 50,000 45,000 45,000 45,000 45,000 45,000 45,000 waste generalad antizipatsd b rchece over fimm
Anticipated Revenue (30005} ] 2310 § 3ms 3,250 % 3E00 5 3300 § 3,000 2700 s 2,700 5 2825 § 2525 % 1935 § 2,925 .
Repayment of Green Energy Park Intesim Financing 258 S a4 5 410 8 438 547 & 5B5 & 626 & 626
3
TOTAL REVENUE - 2720 § 3435 309§ 4&_54 3 4120 § 3,046 1,657 5 3685 § 3061 § 3,961 % 3,335 § 3,335
EXPENDITURES
Commitied Froject Funding
P1482 Recycling Depats mamiam oo criing dagst Eogrm
P2050 Construgiion & Pemolitian Waste Managemant Centre 5 00 § 1,500 701 - tpwigrinite pesscsment; 2057 - congtiuct
P2184 Wasle Charzclerization Stugy TRUBTITH Iy atettine wasla gends
P2185 Wasle Managemeni Stralegic Plan M1 - wastn banchmarkimg & Teopsing progrom develepment 2012 « woycing prog day
P23B7 Pilot Composting Depatls 3 300 ct st gparAtens
P2187 Parmanent Composting Depols 2011 - organton Higrem davelopment; 2072 « praress fprm smantion
P876 Landfill Cell Closures Ired g48 closure
876 Landfill Leachale Collagtion System South continied comtrimtion of &4t keathata colection systen
Pa76 Lendfll New Coll 5 500 S 1,000 Cel K expanskm {dosign}
PH76 Landfill Equipment Sheds Upgrada/Replice 5 300 ometriet nndf atuipment shed
P&78 Landfill Phase |If Upgrades H 150§ 100 angring sitn krprovertents {transfer sation frprovements)
PB75 Ash Removai/Slte Remediaiion 5 280 #8h rémaved Circla Drive Scuth)
P876 Landili Filing Plan 5 - cantyriale tredfl opEmization strly
PB75 Landfilt Dally Cever System " develop afficient aly covsr wpetom
P2306 Wind Turbing 5 Bao
Anticipated Future Project Requimments
P1482 Reeyeling Degots 3 00 s 250 5 250
FZ050 Consirueflon & Demolition Wasle Management Centre § J00 5 300
P2184 Wasta Characierizallon Study -3 5C
#2186 Waste Management Sirateglc Plan
£2187 Pllol Compesiing Depats s 150 350 3 150 N2 L 2043 - piot e pparationa: 214 « pis se cenuTe Sotts
#2187 Penmanent Composting Depats . 6,500 2617 » organics pregram axpmsim
PB76 Landiill Csil Closures 5 150 lend ool clogure {untoipstnd additfornl hursing 1oquéed)
PB76 Landiill Leachale Cellection Sysiem South
PE76 Lanchll New Call 5 4,500 Cell H ermangion {constust)
P876 Landfill Eqguipmant Sheds Upgrade/Replace
PBT6 Landfitl Phase Il Upgrzdes
PB78 Ash Removal/Site Remediation H 700 2011 - 35 removal Chrle Crive South); 2016 - temaddats poroet £
PB7E Landlil! Filling Plan
Pa7ha Landfil! Dally Cover System
*HEW™ Landiill Optimizalion 5 1,450 2,500 3 700 S £,000 - 5 4,000 reson recommandations to 2022
TOTAL EXPENDITURES 3 3,800 § B,200 2860 % 200§ 7005 1,900 Ed60  § 250 5 - 5 5,280 5 - 5 4,000
Closing Balance {$000's) {1,120} 15.803) (4,34} {540) 2,780 4,728 1,885 5,330 9,291 7.002 10337 8872
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' REPORT NO. 142011

Saskatoon, Saskatchewan
Wednesday, July 13, 2011

His Worship the Mayor and City Council
The City of Saskatoon

ADMINISTRATIVE REPORTS

Section A - COMMUNITY SERVICES

Al)  Land-Use Applications Received by the Community Services Department
For the Period Between June 16, 2011 to June 29, 2011
(For Information Only)
(Files: CK. 4000-5, PL. 4132, PL. 4355-D and PL. 4300)

RECOMMENDATION: that the information be received.

The following applications have been received and are being processed:

Condominium

. Application No. 1/11: 1132 College Drive (32 New Residential
and one New Commercial)

Webb Surveys for Kolisnek Developments Inc.
Lots 27 to 34, Block 13, Plan F5527
Lots 35 to 37, Block 36, Plan F5527

Lot 42, Block 36, Plan 101399036

Lot 44, Block 13, Plan 101933115

Lot 45, Block 13, Plan 101399104

and Lot 46, Block 13, Plan 101399069
N.W. %4 27-36-5 W3

Applicant:
Legal Description:

Current Zoning: M2
Neighbourhood: Varsity View
Date Received: June 22, 2011

Application No. 2/11:

Applicant:

Legal Description:
Current Zoning;:
Neighbourhood:
Date Received:

419 Ludlow Street (3 New Commercial Units)

Webb Surveys for 1010635685 Saskatchewan Ltd.

Bareland Condominium Unit 1, Plan 101882954
M3

University Heights Suburban Centre
June 27, 2011
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Discretionary Use

Application No. D6/11:
Applicant:

Legal Description:
Current Zoning;:
Proposed Use:
Neighbourhood:

Date Received:

Subdivision

Application No. 38/11:
Applicant:

Legal Description:
Current Zoning:
Neighbourhood:

Date Received:

Application No. 39/11;
Applicant:

Legal Description:
Current Zoning;
Neighbourhood:

Date Received:

Application No. 40/11:
Applicant:
Legal Description:

Current Zoning:
Neighbourhood:
Date Received:

Application No. 41/11:
Applicant:

Legal Description:
Current Zoning:
Neighbourhood:

Date Received:

46 Harvard Crescent

William and Deborah Judt

Part Lot 11 and all Lot 12, Block 609, Plan 66519386
R1

Bed and Breakfast

College Park

June 24, 2011

Ledingham Drive
Webster Surveys for Boychuk Investments
Parcel AA, Plan 101875394

Rosewood
June 17, 2011

923 University Drive

Webster Surveys for Patrick Wolfe

Lots 19, 20 and 21, Block 125, Plan G461
R2 .

Nutana
June 22, 2011

Rosewood — Phase 4

Webster Surveys for Boychuk Investments
Parcel F, Plan 94817318, and Parcel AA, Plan
101875394

Rosewood
June 22, 2011

410 Ledingham Way

Jastek Wedgewood Homes Inc.
Lot 16, Block 9, Plan 102039937
RMTN

Rosewood

TJune 22, 2011
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Subdivision

Application No. 42/11:
Applicant:

Legal Description:

Current Zoning:
Neighbourhood:
Date Received:

Application No. 43/11:
Applicant:

Legal Description;
Current Zoning;:
Neighbourhood:

Date Received:

PUBLIC NOTICE

111 — 269 Ashworth Crescent
Jastek Sandpointe Homes Inc.
Parcel 169, Plan 102041783 and
Parcel 170, Plan 101961828
RMTN

Stonebridge

June 22, 2011

105 Rossmo Road

Larson Surveys Ltd.

Lot 2, Block 176, Plan 82526860
R2

Forest Grove

June 23, 2011

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

ATTACHMENTS

Plan of Proposed Condominium No. 1/11
Plan of Proposed Condominium No. 2/11
Plan of Proposed Discretionary Use No. D6/11

Plan of Proposed Subdivision No
Plan of Proposed Subdivision No
Plan of Proposed Subdivision No
Plan of Proposed Subdivision No
Plan of Proposed Subdivision No
Plan of Proposed Subdivision No

W N W kWD -

.38/11
.39/11
. 40/11
.41/11
LA2/11
.43/11

A2) Enquiry — Councillor Lorje (April 18, 2011)
Utility Bill Stuffer — House Numbers in Back Alleys

(Files: CK. 365-1 and PL. 365-1)

RECOMMENDATION: that the information be received.
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BACKGROUND

The following enquiry was made by Councillor Lorje at the meeting of City Council held on
April 18, 2011:

“Will the Administration consider the possibility of doing a utility bill stuffer
promoting the installation of house numbers in the alleys as well on the front of
homes. House numbers installed on both the front and back of properties have the
potential for assisting the Police as well as Fire and Protective Services in the
provision of safety and security services.”

In 2008, the Planning and Development Branch of the Community Services Department created
a booklet titled Safe at Home for distribution. This booklet is still current and is available on the
City of Saskatoon website under Community Services/Planning and Development/
Neighbourhood Planning/Neighbourhood Safety. There are several Neighbourhood Safety
resource materials available there. A reference to house numbers placed in laneways is on Page
five of the Safe at Home booklet (see Attachment 1). This booklet was distributed to certain
areas of the city as well as provided to Realtors to distribute to new home owners.

Similar recommendations have been approved by City Council in a number of Local Area Plans
and Neighbourhood Safety reports. A mail drop was recently completed in Riversdale and in
Sutheriand (around a park) to address City Council-approved recommendations that encourage
residents to add house numbers at the rear of their properties.

REPORT

A utility bill insert can be created and would reach 80,000 households. These inserts are booked
with the Communications Branch, and the earliest time frame currently available is September.

OPTIONS

1. Continue to use the current neighbourhood safety resource materials to promote the
installation of house numbers in the alleys of homes.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

There are no policy implications.
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FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The cost of a utility bill insert is $1,650. This includes printing, design time, and distribution.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no environmental and/or greenhouse gas implications.

PUBLIC NOTICE

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

ATTACHMENT

1. Page 5 of the Safe at Home booklet



Section B — CORPORATE SERVICES

B1) 2010 Financial Reports
(File No. CK. 1895-3 and CS.1893-3)

RECOMMENDATION: that the attached reports be received as information.

REPORT

Attached for City Council’s information, are the 2010 City of Saskatoon Audited Consolidated
Financial Statements and Trust Fund Financial Statements.

The audited 2010 City of Saskatoon Financial Report has been prepared in accordance with the
financial reporting recommendations of the Public Sector Accounting Board (PSAB) of the
Institute of Chartered Accountants. The Audit Committee approved the audited financial
statemnents at i1ts meeting on July 7, 2011,

The City of Saskatoon 2010 year-end results were finalized with a surplus of $420,000 as
previously reported to City Council. This surplus will be transferred to the City’s Revenue
Stabilization Reserve. One major restatement was required related to the recording of the City’s
Tangible Capital Assets under the new accounting standard that came into effect last year, The
City’s Land for Resale inventory values were over-stated in 2009 due to a valuation method used
in prior years that included the costs of servicing in the value. However, with the separate
reporting of the City’s assets such as underground water mains, sewers, roads and other
infrastructure under the new accounting standard, the amounts associated with these assets that
were included in the land inventory values were essentially double-counted. As a result a revised
valuation method was implemented and a downward adjustment of $53.2 million (2% of total

assets) was necessary bringing the total City assets to $2.5 billion with a restated 2009 value of
$2.1 billion.

As a result of another new auditing standard that requires the external auditors to continue to
review transactions until the Audit Committee has approved and City Council has received the
statements, only the attached consolidated statements are presented to Council at this time. In
the past, the full Annual Report was tabled with Council as part of the approval process. This
process change, which took effect with the 2010 financial year-end, requires the statements to be
presented first to Council and then incorporated into the City’s 2010 Annual Report. The Annual
Report will be submitted to City Council in its final printed form at a later date.

In addition to the 2010 Financial Report, copies of the following reports are also attached:
2010 City of Saskatoon Public Accounts

2010 Capital Status Report
2010 Financial Reports — Superannuation Plans
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The Public Accounts document is legislated by The Cities Act and is to be generated each year by
municipalities and lists, among other things, salaries of employees and its boards and commissions
over $50,000, as well as salaries for all elected officials. Included in the salaries figure are all
amounts paid related to employment including severances, overtime and any adjustments. New
regulations passed by the Provincial Cabinet came into effect for the 2010 year-end whereby the
salary limits were increased from $20,000 to $50,000 to match the Provincial Public Accounts. In
addition, the requirement for reporting on travel and other re-imbursements was deleted.

The Audited Financial Statements for the Saskatoon Public Library will be submitted at a future
date following approval by the Library’s Board of Directors likely in September.

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. 2010 City of Saskatoon Audited Consolidated Financial Statements.
2. 2010 City of Saskatoon Public Accounts.

3. 2010 Capital Status Report.

4. 2010 Financial Reports — Superannuation Plans.



Section C — FIRE AND PROTECTIVE SERVICES

C1) Inspection Services Agreement between
Ministry of Social Services and The City of Saskatoon
Home First Program
(File No. CK. 3000-1)

RECOMMENDATION: that the information be received.

BACKGROUND

The City of Saskatoon, through Fire and Protective Services, currently has an Inspection
Services Agreement with the Ministry of Social Services for the Home First Inspection Program.
This Agreement is in place to ensure that housing and accommodations rented to families or
individuals that are clients of Social Services are inspected to identify that the rental
accommodation meets the basic requirements for fire and life safety prior to or just after taking

possession. The Home First Inspection Agreement has been in place since September 2005 and
has been renewed on an annual basis.

REPORT

The current Agreement expired on March 31, 2011, and has been renewed for the period April 1,
2011 to March 31, 2012,

The terms of the Agreement have not changed. The Ministry agrees to pay the City the same
fixed fee of $83,200.00. This fee is compensation for inspection services during the term of the
Agreement, up to a maximum of 1,040 inspections, based on an average of 20 inspections per
week at a cost of $80.00 per inspection. For each inspection or required re-inspection for

compliance in excess of the maximum number, the Ministry shall pay the City an additional fee
of $80.00 per inspection.

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 implications.

PUBLIC NOTICE

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

ATTACHMENT

1. Agreement between the Ministry of S-ocial Services and The City of Saskatoon for the term
April 1, 2011 to March 31, 2012.




Section E — INFRASTRUCTURE SERVICES

E1l) Award of Professional Consultant Services
Capital Project 1135 — Field House Roof Replacement
(Files: CK. 612-2 and IS. 612-11-3)

RECOMMENDATION: 1) that the proposal from ADA Architecture Inc., to provide
professional consultant services for the Field House Roof
Replacement, for a total cost of $133,717.50 (including
(G.S.T. and P.S.T.) be approved; and

2) that the City Solicitor be instructed to prepare the necessary
agreement for execution by the Mayor and the City Clerk,
under the corporate seal.

REPORT

Capital Project 1135 - Field House Roof Replacement includes approved funding in the amount
of $2,311,000 for the replacement of approximately 84,500 square feet of roof at the Saskatoon
Field House, which includes a review of the roof structure and a proposed fall protection system.

A Request for Proposal (RFP) was prepared to commission a prime consultant; which was sent
to all Saskatoon based architectural firms and roofing specialists. The selection criteria included
demonstrated experience in roof renovations; references from other clients regarding similar

projects; previous City of Saskatoon re-roofing experience; the schedule for the upgrade; and the
professional consulting fees.

Six submissions were received from the following firms:

¢ ADA Architecture Inc.

¢ AQDBT Architecture

e Concentric

e March Schaffel Architects Ltd.
o HDH Architects

v SEPW Architects

After a systematic evaluation of the proposals, the Administration rated the proposal from ADA
Architecture Inc. as being superior. Construction drawings are to be completed by the end of
July 2011, with construction planned {o commence in September 2011.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The net cost to the City of Saskatoon for consultant services by ADA Architecture Inc. is as
follows:
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Consultant Fee $126,000.00
G.S.T. $ 6,300.00
P.S.T. $ 1.417.50
Total Fee $133,717.50
Less G.8.T. Rebate ($ 6,300.00)
Net Cost to City of Saskatoon $127.417.50

Construction costs are estimated to be $1,800,000.
There is sufficient funding within Capital Project 1135 — Field House Roof Replacement.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no environmental and/or greenhouse gas implications.

PUBLIC NOTICE

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

E2) Enquiry — Councillor M. Neault (November 30, 2009)
Nose-In Parking - Streb Crescent
(File No. CK. 6120-1)

RECOMMENDATION:  that the information be received.

BACKGROUND

The following enquiry was made by Councillor M. Neault at the meeting of City Council held on

November 30, 2009:

“Nose in parking at 322, 324 and 326 Streb Crescent in Parkridge - With no back lanes
for backward access for parking and these homes being on the curve of the crescent, with
the indent that invites nose in parking; generally I have noticed that homes located on
curves of crescents are pie lots with 2 ta 2 % lots per curve, In this case there are 3 full
pie lots in the curve with the centre lot being a duplex. There is no fire hydrant or other
operational or safety concern with nose in parking at this location that I am aware of.

Could this be looked into.”
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REPORT

Nose in parking is not permitted on any crescent within the City of Saskatoon, as it may prevent
efficient garbage collection and may constrict the roadway, possibly eliminating through traffic

for large emergency vehicles. Tickets are issued when Parking Enforcement is advised of a
violation.

Streb Crescent is classified as a local roadway which can be expected to carry up to 1,000
vehicles per day. The current roadway and parallel parking configuration was designed in such a
way that essential and safety services can be provided. Environmental Services requires
sufficient right-of-way for proper placement of garbage containers adjacent to the curb, and to
manoeuvre garbage trucks. Emergency services (Fire, Police and MD Ambulance) require the
space to safely manoeuvre vehicles. All properties in the area, with the exception of a duplex,
have off-street parking to accommodate their needs.

The Administration does not recommend any changes to the current parallel parking
configuration.

ENVIRONNMENTAL IMPLICATIONS
There are no environmental implications.

PUBLIC NOTICE

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

E3) Appointment of Weed Inspector — 2011 - The Noxious Weed Act
AND

Appointment of Municipal Dutch Elm Disease Inspectors — 2011

Dutch Elm Disease Control Regulations, The Forest Resources Management Act
(Files: CK. 4200-8, CK. 4200-4, IS. 4200-1, IS. 4200-2 and IS. 4510-1)

RECOMMENDATION: 1) that Mr. Jeff Boone of the Infrastructure Services
Department be appointed as the City of Saskatoon’s 2011
Weed Inspector and as the 2011 Municipal Dutch Elm

Disease Inspector, effective immediately, to replace Mr.
David McKee; and
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2) that Mr. Jessie Stolar of the Infrastructure Services
Department be appointed as the City of Saskatoon’s 2011
Weed Inspector, effective immediately, to replace Ms.
Charity Williams.
REPORT

Section 7, Article 1 of The Noxious Weed Act (Saskatchewan) requires that City Council appoint
a weed inspector(s) annually; and Section 8, Article 2 of the Forest Resources Management Act
requires that Council appoint one or more Municipal Dutch Elm Disease Inspectors annually. At
its meeting held on April 18, 2011, Council considered reports of the General Manager,
Infrastructure Services Department, recommending the appointments for 2011, and approved a
recommendation that Mr. David McKee and Ms, Charity Williams be appointed as the 2011

Weed Inspectors, and that Mr. Geoff McLeod and Mr. David McKee be appointed as the 2011
Dutch Elm Disease Inspectors.

David McKee has accepted another position, and, therefore, is unable to carry out his appointed
duties. In addition, Charity Williams has resigned. The Administration is recommending that
Jeff Boone be appointed to replace David McKee as Weed Inspector and Dutch Elm Disease

Inspector for 2011, and that Jessie Stolar be appointed to replace Charity Williams as Weed
Inspector for 2011.

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.

E4) Post Budget Increase
Capital Project — 1417 - Trunk Sewers — Blairmore
Capital Project 1667 — Flood Protection
Blairmore Sanitary Sewage Force Main
(Files: CK. 7820-4 and IS. 4111-47-5)

RECOMMENDATION: 1) that funding for the Blairmore Sanitary Sewage Force Main
project be increased from $22,447,000 to $24,447,000; and
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2) that the post budget increase of $2,000,000 be funded from
the Trunk Sewer Reserve.

REPORT

Capital Projects 1417 ~ Trunk Sewers — Blaimore, and 1678 — Flood Protection includes funding
in the amount of $19,753,000 and $2,694,000 respectively, for a total of $22,447,000, for the
construction of the Blairmore Sanitary Sewage Force Main. This essential project will provide
sanitary trunk sewer servicing for the future Kensington neighbourhood and the future Blairmore
2 neighbourhood. It will also provide flood protection for the Confederation neighbourhood and
the area west of 33™ Street. In addition, by re-routing sanitary sewage loadings from the

Confederation neighbourhood, the main sewage interceptor will be relieved to allow for future
downtown development.

Prior to tender of construction of the force main, the construction of a 675 millimetre diameter
gravity sanitary trunk sewer to service the future Kensington 2 neighbourhood was identified.
This trunk sewer will not be required for approximately five years; however, it must be installed
four to eight metres deeper than the Blairmore force main, and on the same alignment. It would
be extremely difficult and expensive to construct the gravity sewer after the force main;
therefore, a decision was made to install it prior to the installation of the force main.

It 1s estimated that with the construction of the force main and gravity sanitary trunk sewer, a
future odour centrol structure and further design engineering, survey and construction
management costs, the total project costs will be $2,000,000 higher than the $22,447,000

originally budgeted. The Administration is, therefore, recommending a $2,000,000 increase to
be funded from the Trunk Sewer Reserve.

FINANCIAL IMPACT

There are sufficient funds within the Trunk Sewer Reserve.

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.
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E5)  Storm Water Utility Rate Structure
(File No. CK. 1905-2)

RECOMMENDATION: 1) that implementation of the storm sewer rate structure,
outlined in the Storm Sewer Audit which was approved by
Council in 2001, proceed directly to Phase III, with an
implementation date of January 1, 2012;

2) that a new Storm Water Utility system be created to charge
property owners the storm water utility fee based on the
amount of impervious area on the property, subject to
minimum rates;

3 that a separate utility bill and billing system be created to
charge the storm water utility fee to commercial and
industrial properties and to property owners without a water
meter based on the amount of impervious area on the
property, subject to minimum rates;

4) that single detached homes pay a fixed nominal base rate of
one Equivalent Runoff Unit for the storm water utility;

5) that all other properties pay a storm utility rate based on the
estimated amount of impervious area on their property, but
not less than a rate of two Equivalent Runoff Units for the
storm water utility;

&) that Rate Strategy Option 1 — Re-Adjustment with Rising
Cap and Rate Increases, be implemented for commercial
and industrial properties;

7 that a recalculation procedure be implemented with the new
utility structure to allow property owners to receive fee
reductions for storm water improvements such as private
storage ponds, storage tanks, bio-swales, green roofs,
permeable paving, rain gardens or other “soft” landscaping;

8) that the storm water utility be phased in over seven years,
with full implementation by January 1, 2018; thereby
generating approximately $3.1 million in additional
revenue for the utility;
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9) that the storm water utility be revenue neutral in the first
year of implementation (2012); and
10) that the City Solicitor be rtequested to prepare the
appropriate bylaw for consideration by City Council.
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The following report outlines recommendations for changes to the storm water utility structure,
which currently applies a flat rate to water meter bills, to one which would charge property
owners proportionately for the amount of storm water load their property imposes on the storm

sewer system. With the current system, single detached homes have effectively been subsidizing
large properties.

The report includes a number of rate options and the Administration’s recommendations. The
additional revenue the utility will generate through future rate increases will be directed towards
asset preservation, adherence to future provincial environmental regulations, and projects
designed to reduce the risk of surface flooding from severe storm events.

The report also outlines procedures to allow property owners with large impervious areas to
request a recalculation of their property’s Equivalent Runoff Unit (ERU) evaluation and to be
credited for private property improvements, such as storage ponds, storage tanks, bio-swales or
pervious landscaping that reduces the amount of runoff.

BACKGROUND

City Council, at its meeting held on December 17, 2007, during consideration of Clause 1,
Report No. 3-2007 of the Budget Committee, considered a report of the General Manager,
Infrastructure Services Department, dated November 22, 2007, and approved the
recommendation that the storm water utility levy rate be increased from $3.40 per water meter to
$4.40 per water meter, effective January 1, 2008. Council also approved the recommendation

that the Administration report further on the long-term funding requirement and rate structure of
the storm water utility in 2008,

As explained in the report dated November 22, 2007, a new funding model is required to more
equitably distribute the cost of service over the utility’s customer base. The original plan, as
outlined in the Storm Sewer Audit (which was approved by Council in 2001) was to implement
the storm water utility charges in three phases. Phase I (implemented on January 1, 2002)
charged a fixed levy on each water service which transferred storm sewer funding from the mill
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rate. Phase II was to charge a levy on parcels based on the area of each parcel. Phase [II was to
charge a levy on properties based on the amount of impervious (hard) surface area on the parcel.

At its meeting held on April 18, 2011, Council considered a report of the General Manager,
Infrastructure Services Department, forwarding recommended changes to the storm water utility
rate structure and adopted a motion that the Administration report further with detailed
recommendations for a new storm water utility rate structure, including rate options, phase-in
periods, implementation costs and a communications plan.

REPORT

The Storm Water Utility currently funds the operation, engineering, maintenance and small-scale
capital project costs required to manage the storm sewer infrastructure throughout the city. The
storm sewer infrastructure consists of the ponds, pipes, culverts, ditches, outfalls, manholes and
catch basins used to collect and convey rainwater and snowmelt from streets, sidewalks and
lanes, as well as from private properties, to the South Saskatchewan River. Currently, the utility
does not fund a large scale asset preservation program, or any large scale capital projects
designed to reduce the risk of surface flooding from severe rain storms.

The storm water utility is currently collected at $4.40 per month ($52.80 annually) from each of
the 64,398 water meters in the city, generating annual revenues of $3.42 million, which is
approximately distributed as follows:

° $235,000 for costs of collection and administration charges, licenses and
insurance;

® $1,500,000 to the Storm Infrastructure Reserve for capital rehabilitation works;
and '

° $1,685,000 to the storm system operating programs and engineering.

Asset Preservation Requirements

The current value of the storm water system is approximately $437,000,000. The $1,500,000
allocated towards capital rehabilitation per year equates to 0.3% of asset value, which implies a
333 year service life per element of the storm system. This funding level translates into a service
level where the overall condition of the asset will decline, the cost of maintenance will increase,
and the level of service to citizens will continue to decline.

Current funding levels do not allow for system-wide evaluation methods (i.e. a comprehensive
storm sewer camera program) to establish the current condition of the majority of storm sewer
assets. Once an evaluation program is in place to determine the current condition of the assets, a
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long-term funding strategy can be established to improve the service level. It is currently
estimated that in the long term, a minimum funding level of 1.0% of the asset value, or
approximately $4.4 million annually is required to maintain the storm sewer system. Since the

current utility provides $1.5 million, there is a deficit of at least $2.9 million in asset
preservation.

Project Locations for Reducing the Risk of Surface Flooding

The Administration is recommending that an appropriate portion of additional revenue over the
next five to seven years be directed to large infrastructure projects that are designed to reduce the
risk of surface flooding during severe storm events. As previously outlined, the costs of
maintenance, capital rehabilitation and capital improvement must be balanced. The capital

improvement projects may include such upgrades as new ponds, surface diversion features, relief
sewers or storm sewer lining.

A number of locations where property damage has occurred in the past during severe rain events
have been identified for these projects, including but not limited to:

Confederation Park Confederation Drive and Laurier Drive
Haultain 1* Street and Dufferin Avenue South
Brevoort Park Early Drive and Tucker Crescent

Westview Selkirk Crescent and Byers Crescent

Central Business District 23rd Street East and 2nd Avenue North
Avalon William Avenue and Cascade Street
Dundonald Junor Avenue and Makaroff Road
Lakeview Whiteshore Crescent

Adelaide Ruth Street West and Munroe Avenue South

It is important to note that these projects differ from the major infrastructure projects, such as
“super pipes”, that are funded from the Temporary Flood Protection Levy, which are projects

designed to reduce the risk of basement flooding from sanitary sewer backups during severe rain
events.

Storm Water Utility Funding Requirements

Table 1 below illustrates how the funds from the Storm Water Utility would be allocated. The
first year (2012) would see a one-time $200,000 implementation cost. For the first years of the
utility increase the approximately $3.1 million in extra funding would be directed towards capital
projects designed to lower the risk of damage from surface flooding. Gradually, over seven {o
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eight years, less money would be allocated to these projects and more would be allocated
towards asset management rehabilitation projects.

Table 1: Proposed Allocation of Storm Water Utility Funding ($,000)

Item 2011 2n2 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
Administration 5235 | 8235 | 5265 | 5265 | 57265 | 8265 [$265 | 5265 | 8265 |§265 |3 3265
Implementation $ 200
Opemting 51,685 | B1,685 | $1,685 | 81,685 | $1.685 | $1.685 | $1,685 | $1.685 | 51,685 51.6B5 | $1,685
Asset Management $1,500 | 81,300 | $1,500 | $1,500 | S1,500 [ $1,500 | $1,500 | $1,500 | 51,500 | $3,005 | $4,560
Flood Reduction $ 660 | $1,170 | $1,630 | 52040 § 52,520 | 53,060 | $3,060 | $1,555
Total $3,420 | $3.420 | $4,110 | $4,620 | 85080 | 85490 [ 55970 | 56,510 | $6,510 | $6,510 | $6,510
Current Rate Structure

The $4.40 per month rate system, which was implemented as a charge on water meters in 2002
(as part of Phase I}, does not take into account the area of a property or the amount of “hard”
surface on a property. “Hard” surfaces are areas such as concrete, asphalt and roofs, which do
not allow rainwater to soak into the ground, creating runoff, as opposed to “soft” surfaces, such
as lawns or gardens, which allow water to infiltrate. The more “hard” surface a property has, the
more rainwater it will send into the storm water system, thereby creating the need for larger
pipes, ponds and other infrastructure to move the rainwater to the river.

The current method of charging the storm water utility is imbalanced and ineffective for the
following reasons:

° Only properties with a water meter pay the utility. For example, pay-for-use
parking lots do not contribute to the utility.

° All properties that pay the utility pay the same amount. Therefore, a single house
pays the same amount as a commercial property with a large parking area.

° The rate of increase in funding to the utility equals the rate of new water meters,

not the rate of storm sewer infrastructure growth.
Property owners have no incentive to reduce runotf.

® The current funding level is insufficient to fund any large scale flood reduction
projects or any asset management strategies for the storm water system.

The proposed new structure outlined in this report seeks to eliminate these inequalities and

generate the extra revenue necessary to fund large scale flood reduction projects and asset
management strategies,.




Administrative Report No. 14-2011

Section E — INFRASTRUCTURE SERVICES
Wednesday, July 13, 2011

Page 11

The proposed new storm water utility rate structure will charge the utility to every property at a
rate proportional to the estimated amount of “hard” surface present on the property (this was
referred to as “Phase 111" in the storm water rate structure approved in 2001). It will also provide
a process to request recalculation of a property’s storm water utility charge. Property owners
may challenge the “hard” surface estimate and receive credit for property improvements
designed to reduce or store runoff from raintall events.

The Equivalent Runoff Unit Concept

Charging property owners for the amount of “hard™ area on their property requires a new system,
generally referred to as charging by Equivalent Runoff Unit (ERU). ERU’s are a standard
method used by many municipalities for storm sewer billing. The approach is relatively straight
forward, even though there are many variables and different applications of the method.

The first step involves determining the value of an ERU. One ERU is defined as the average
amount of hard surface on a typical single detached residential house. In Saskatoon, the average
single detached house has 265.3 square metres of hard surface, representing the base value for
determining the number of ERUs for each property. For simplicity and uniform billing, all
single detached houses are deemed to have exactly one ERU on their property. In Saskatoon,
these single ERU properties represent approximately 91% of all properties.

Although single ERU properties represent a large proportion of the total number of properties,
they represent only 60% of the impervious area on private property in Saskatoon.
Approximately 6,000, or 9% of all properties in the city generate the remaining 40% of the
runoff. It is these properties, which generate a disproportionate amount of the runoff to the storm

sewer system, that will see a significant increase to the proportion of the storm sewer utility
payment required.

The ERU concept creates a system whereby owners are billed fairly for the amount of storm
water that their property generates. Single detached homeowners will not subsidize large
commercial and industrial properties, and owners who do not have a water meter (i.e. parking
lots) will be billed appropriately for the storm water loading that their property generates.

Rate Capping

Although the ERU system offers an equitable charging method for the storm water utility, it
creates a very significant fee increase for those owners with extremely large amounts of hard
surface on their property. A total of 91 properties in Saskatoon have more than 100 ERUs.
These property owners could see an average increase of up to 300 times their current rate.
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To soften this impact, a rate cap may be necessary in order to allow these property owners to
adjust to the new system, as well as to provide time for them to implement changes to lower their
impact on the system. If they choose not to implement changes, it will allow time for them to
plan for the storm utility increase that will result from their inaction, if the cap is removed. A
disadvantage of a rate cap is that individual homes will be subsidizing the larger properties;
however, if the cap is phased out gradually, this inequity can be removed over time. A rising cap
also has the effect of providing a “push”, as rate increases each year send a signal to property
owners that future increases will continue through inaction.

Implementation

A lead time of at least six months is required to structure the storm water utility so that it can be
collected and billed separately using the property’s zoning and gross area. It will also allow the
Administration the time to conduct a communication and information strategy to help property
owners understand and adjust to the changes.

Council approval is required to adopt ERUs as the basis for setting the storm water utility rates,
which will allow the Administration to proceed with the development of a billing system for the
revised storm water utility structure.

The 91 properties with the largest ERUs are of particular concern as they will have the largest
rate increase. The Infrastructure Services Department will work with these property owners
individually to ensure the maximum benefit to the utility through storm water reduction methods.
In addition, the Infrastructure Services Department will provide education and opportunities for
individual homeowners to reduce their impact on the storm water collection system.

Billing and Fee Collection

Two options exist for collecting the storm water utility from property owners: through the water
meter bill or through a separate storm water utility bill sent directly to property owners.

The Cities Act states that utilities can never be part of the property tax system; therefore, the
option of including the utility on an owner’s property tax bill cannot be considered.

The advantage of charging the storm water utility on the water meter bill is convenience, as the
customer simply pays the fee monthly with their other utility charges. The disadvantage is that,
in the case of rental properties, the water bill may be paid by the renter, not the property owner.
This is significant, because it is the property owner who can make changes to the site to reduce
its impact on the storm water system.
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The Administration recommends that both billing methods be used for the new storm water
utility rate structure, with single and multi-residential properties continuing to pay the storm
water utility from their water meter bill; and commercial and industrial properties, as well as
properties without water meters receiving a separate annual bill.

Single detached homes would always pay the minimum rate of one ERU, while multi-residential
properties would pay proportional to the impervious area on their property. Billing through the
water meter ensures that condominiums and single ownership multi-residential properties pay the

same rate. Overall, these property categories represent over 90% of the total properties in
Saskatoon.

Billing commercial properties, industrial properties and properties without water meters annually
ensures that the property owner is charged for the utility, potentially influencing them to make
changes to lower their property’s impact on the storm sewer system. The Administration is
recommending that the bill be sent directly to these property owners on February 1 annually. If
the bill is not paid within 60 days (by April 1), the amount will be placed in arrears and added
directly to the property tax bill in May, without penalty, thereby providing some convenience by
allowing them pay the bill with their property tax and through the TIPPS program. The
Administration will also be investigating electronic payment options.

Recalculation Procedure

Any property owner paying more than the minimum charge will have the ability to request a
recalculation with respect to the estimated amount of impervious area they generate. An ERU
evaluation form would be filled in by the property owner, and an engineering technician would
perform an investigation of the property to determine if the estimate of impervious area is
accurate, and make adjustments as necessary. Credit would be given for improvements designed
to store, divert, delay or improve the quality of storm water released into the system.

These improvements may include, but are not limited to, private storage ponds, storage tanks,
bio-swales, green roofs, permeable paving, rain gardens or other “soft” landscaping. Property

owners will be credited for the equivalent amount of runoff that would be diverted during a
storm event.

All single detached homes would still pay a minimum of one ERU, and all other properties
would pay a minimum of two ERUs, regardless of the actual impervious area on the property.
While single detached homes do not have a connection directly to the storm sewer, commercial
and industrial properties generally have a direct pipe connection to the storm sewer for their roof
drains or parking lots; hence the minimum charge of two ERUs rather than one.
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Rate Structure

Single detached homes would pay exactly one ERU, regardless of size. All other properties
would pay proportional to their estimated impervious “hard” surface, with a minimum of two
ERUs charged. High impervious commercial properties tend to be entirely hard surfaced and,
therefore, the property area multiplier is 0.9. Most other properties have a mix of “hard” and
“soft” surfaces; therefore, a multiplier of 0.6 is used. These are generally accepted multipliers
used in storm sewer engineering design.

As an example, a 1,500 square metre light industrial 111 parcel would be estimated to have 900
square metres (0.6 area multiplier) of “hard” surface. Divided by 265.3 square metres per ERU,
the property would pay at a rate of 3.4 ERUs. In other terms, the property generates the same
amount of runoff as 3.4 average homes and, therefore, pays for this amount.

Multiple Ownership Residential Parcel (i.e Condominium) Rates

Multiple ownership residential parcels represent a unique situation in that the parcel may
generate the same amount of runoff as a single ownership multi-residential property, but the
multiple owners must still be charged for the correct proportion for the impervious areas

associated with public property (i.e. streets, sidewalks, interchanges, etc.). Three possible
options for charging the storm water utility exist:

a) The parcel be charged at the same rate as a single ownership parcel and the
individual owners be charged the appropriate fraction of the utility rate. This
would effectively require that the utility be billed through the water meter as it
would be very difficult to accurately assign the utility to individual
condominiums. Further, this type of individual discrimination is not provided for
calculating the rates for single detached homes. The amount of impervious

property for each house varies significantly, yet a single rate charge of one ERU
is applied. .

b) Charge all owners a flat rate of 0.7 ERUs to reflect that the multiple site parcel
has less impact on the storm sewer system than a single detached house, although
the owners must still be charged for the correct proportion of the impervious areas
associated with public property.

c) Charge all owners a flat rate of 1.0 ERU as a reflection of the minimum charge
for any property in the city, regardless of circumstances.

From a total utility revenue standpoint the difference between the options is estimated at less
than 1% of the total utility revenue, which is not significant.
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OPTIONS

Billing

Determining how users will be billed for the utility helps contextualize some of the other
parameters. The recommended billing strategy is shown below in Table 2. Groups may be

shifted from one billing type or category to another.

Table 2: Recommended Storm Water Utility Billing Strategy

LAND USE ESTIMATED SITES BILLING RATE

Single Residential 57,000 Water Meter Exactly One ERU
Multi-Residential 910 Water Meter By Impervious Area
Condominium Sites 270 Water Meter By Impervious Area
Commercial 5,000 Separate Bill By Impervious Area
Industrial 1,200 Separate Bill By Impervious Area

Billing on the water meter provides convenience, but in the case of rental properties, charges the
user or renter, while issuing a separate bill ensures that the property owner pays the utility.

A further possibility may exist if Council adopts moving waste collection to a utility. Any bill
generated for the waste utility could also be utilized for the storm utility, as they are both
property based assessments. Since the storm water utility is charged on the water bill as a matter
of convenience, it could be transferred to a combined utility bill. Residential property users
would receive the combined utility bill, while commercial and industrial property owners would
only be charged for the storm water utility. As both utilities progress over time, these charges
can be altered as necessary through this new single utility billing system.

Phase-in Period

A phase-in period of seven years is recommended to allow property owners to adjust to the new
system. It is also recommended that the new utility rate structure begin on January 1, 2012, and
that at the beginning of the utility's seventh year (January 1, 2018) the utility be fully
implemented. Any length of time may be chosen as a phase-in period, or the phase-in period
may be eliminated altogether.
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Rate Capping

Rate capping reduces the impact of the new fee structure for the owners of large properties. The
recommended capping strategy is shown in Table 3 below. Groups may be shifted from one
category to another and minimum charges, starting caps and maximum caps may be altered.

Table 3: Recommended Storm Water Utility Rate Capping Sirategy

LAND USE ESTIMATED SITES Minimum Charge __ Startingcap Maximum Cap
Single Residential 57,000 Exactly 1 ERU NA NA
Multi-Residential 910 2 ERUs No cap No cap
Condominium Sites 270 2ERUs No cap No cap
Commercial 5,000 2ERUs 10 ERUs 100 ERUs
Industrial 1,200 2ERUs 10 ERUs 100 ERUs

1t is recommended that multi-residential and condominiurn sites not be subjected to a cap for two
reasons:

1) Not capping the sites provides a measure of equality with single residential
property owners; and
2) Because the area and composition of these sites are not among the largest

impervious properties in the city, only a low cap would impact them.

A "Revenue Neutral” or Re-Adjustment Period

A "Revenue Neutral" or readjustment period of one year is recommended to demonstrate the

realignment of the utility from a flat fee to a user-pay strategy without adding the confusion
caused by extra revenue generation.

The disadvantage of a "Revenue Neutral" period is that rate increases are necessary to bring the
ERU rate back to the funding level required to generate an additional $3.1 million in revenue.

Although manipulating the four variables listed above could produce many possible alternatives,
three obvious options could be implemented:

Option 1 — Re-Adjustment with Rising cap and Rate Increases
Option 2 — Re-Adjustment with a Steady 100 ERU cap and Rate Increases
Option 3 — No Re-Adjustment with a Rising cap and No Rate Increases
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It would be appropriate to use any option that provides additional revenue of $3.1 million to fund
large scale asset preservation programs and large scale capital projects designed to reduce the
risk of surface flooding from severe rain storms. The three options listed above are outlined in
Attachment 1. The Administration is recommending that Rate Strategy Option 1 — Re-
Adjustment with Rising Cap and Rate Increases be implemented. This option is revenue neutral
in the first year of implementation. The additional revenue the utility will generate through
future rate increases will be directed towards asset preservation, adherence to future provincial

environmental regulations, and projects designed to reduce the risk of surface flooding from
severe storm events.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

The new proposed rate structure fundamentally changes the storm water utility levy collection
system from a monthly flat fee water meter based payment, to a payment based on how much
estimated “load” a property owner places on the storm sewer system through runoff generated
from their property. To a large extent, property owners rather than water users will now pay the
levy. The levy will no longer be a flat fee with the very large group of single detached
homeowners subsidizing the relatively smaller group of properties with large impervious areas.

By basing the levy on estimated impervious area, each property owner will pay proportionally
for the runoff they contribute.

The proposed new rate structure requires the creation of a new billing system for properties
without water meters and requires that these property owners receive a new utility bill separate
from the property tax bill.

FINANCTAL IMPLICATIONS

Any additional revenue generated by the proposed storm utility rate structure would be used to
fund storm sewer projects. Administration costs such as communication and recalculation
inspection costs are relatively minor. Implementation of a new billing system will have a one-
time formation cost estimated at $200,000 and a continuing operating cost estimated at $30,000
annually. These costs will be paid by the storm water utility.

PUBLIC COMMUNICATIONS PLAN

A communications plan will be developed to smoothly transition all property owners that receive
the new storm utility bill. The Infrastructure Services Department will also work with individual

commercial and industrial properties that have large impervious areas to help with the transition
to the new rate structure system.
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Key messages would include a description of how the additional revenue generated through the
storm water utility funding will be directed, in part, to projects designed to reduce the risk of
surface flooding during severe storm events and would list the locations which have been
identified for projects, where property damage has occurred in the past during severe rain events.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

The proposed new rate structure would have a positive environmental impact to the city and the
watershed as it would encourage the detention and treatment (through settling) of storm water
before it is discharged into the river as many of the capital improvements funded by the
additional revenue received will be for storage infrastructure (i.e. ponds) that capture and detain
runoff. This will eliminate silt and debris that would otherwise flow into the river.

In addition, rate recalculations for private property owners for the construction of private storage
ponds or tanks, or “green” storm water improvements such as bio-swales, green roofs, permeable
paving, rain gardens or other “soft” landscaping will encourage the detention of storm water.

Most new environmental regulations in jurisdictions outside of Saskatchewan emphasize
detention and settling as the main aspects of improving storm water quality. Encouraging these

features through the storm water rate structure will place the City of Saskatoon ahead of any
future regulations.

PUBLIC NOTICE

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

ATTACHMENT

1. Details of the Three Rate Options for the Storm Water Utility



Section F — UTILITY SERVICES

F1) Recycling Request For Proposals
(Files: CK. 7830-5 and WT 7832-19)

RECOMMENDATION: 1) that the Draft Recycling Request for Proposals (RFP)
document attached to this report be finalized by
Administration and then issued through the City of Saskatoon
Purchasing Department in accordance with the identified
time-lines; and,

2) that the Evaluation Committee report back to City Council
with a recommendation related to award of contract.

BACKGROUND

At its meeting of January 17, 2011, Council instructed Administration to develop a Request for

Proposal for a comprehensive, city-wide, curbside collection service of recyclables from one-unit
dwellings.

At the June 13, 2011 meeting of City Council, the following RFP Fundamentals were adopted:

1) That the Request for Proposals for a comprehensive, city-wide recycling
program be developed based on the principals of {flexibility and
performance outcomes as described in the report (of May 9, 2011);

2) That the Request for Proposals be based on a city-wide concept;

3) That the evaluation of proposals submitted under the Recycling RFP be

based on complete proposals including both collections and processing
components;

4) That the Recycling RFP allow proposals that identify single-stream,
multiple-stream, or modified versions of any method of recyclable
material collections, and that no glass be collected; and

5) That the proposed RFP be brought forward to City Council for final
approval prior to issuance.

REPORT

A Draft Recycling Request for Proposals (RFP) is included with this report as Attachment 1. An
evaluation process, which aligns with the RFP Fundamentals outlined in May, is included to
highlight the prioritization of factors considered important to the development of a successful
single-family curbside recycling program for Saskatoon.
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Administration has considered the importance of transparency and fairmess through the
Competitive Selection Process. Composition of the Evaluation Committee is proposed as
follows:

Jeff Jorgenson - General Manager, Utility Services Department

Brenda Wallace - Manager, Environmental Services Branch

Representative to Be Determined, Finance Branch, Corporate Services Department

One Representative from the City’s Internal Auditor, Garman, Weimer & Associates Ltd.
One Representative from exp Services Inc., Consultant

The Evaluation Committee will consider whether a Proposal substantially satisfies the requirements of
the RFP and demonstrates that the Proponent is capable of performing and will perform the obligations

and responsibilities of an Agreement. A three-envelope system will form the basis of the evaluation
process.

The first sealed envelope will contain the Mandatory Requirements: the Submission must be received at
the Delivery Address no later than the Closing Time; and the Proponent must include an executed

Consent of Surety from the Proponent’s surety. This package will be reviewed prior to consideration of
the Technical Submission.

The second sealed envelope will contain the Technical Proposal Requirements. These include the various
performance-based objectives for which points are awarded (to a maximum of 70) based on the quality of
the Submission. This package will be reviewed prior to consideration of the Financial Submission.

The third sealed envelope will contain the Financial Proposal Requirements. A maximum of 30 points
may be awarded. For the purposes of comparing Submissions, the Evaluation Committee will use a net
present value approach to the pricing provided for each year of the seven year term.

The Evaluation Committee anticipates selecting as Preferred Proponent the Proponent submitting the
Proposal achieving the highest score based on a detailed evaluation. The following table summarizes the
maximum points available through evaluation.
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Evaluation Criteria Maximum

Available Points
EFFICIENCY: Management and Track Record 10 points
EFFICIENCY: Quality Control 10 points
EFFICIENCY: Reporting 5 points
SUSTAINABILITY: Economic Viability 20 points
SUSTAINABILITY: Environmental Impact 2 points
CONVENIENCE TO RESIDENTS: Ease of Participation 10 points
CONVENIENCE TO RESIDENTS: Implementation Plan 2 points
DIVERSION OF MATERIALS: Range of Materials 2 points
DIVERSION OF MATERIALS: Material Capture 3 points
DIVERSION OF MATERIALS: Material Recycling and Re-Use 3 points
Pricing For Provision of Unsorted Fibre For Delivery To Cosmopolitan Industries 3 points
Financial Submission (Package 3) 30 points
TOTAL 100 points

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

There are no policy implications.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The financial implications have been provided in previous reports.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

Environmental impacts will be reported on in subsequent reports outlining program specifics

derived from the highest scoring Proposal.

PUBLIC NOTICE

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

ATTACHMENT

1. Draft Request for Proposals for a Single-Family Residential Curbside Recycling Program
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Respectfully submitted,

Paul Gauthier, General Manager
Community Services Department

Brian Bentley, General Manager
Fire & Protective Services Department

Marlys Bilanski, General Manager
Corporate Services Department

Jeif Jorgenson, General Manager
Utility Services Department

Mike Gutek, General Manager
Infrastructure Services Department
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ATTACHMENT 1

78 Shdioon w

« Talk to a locksmith about extra door security davicas that are available
for your protection, such as:
+ a triangular doorstop
» asimple door bar

- apropthatfits underthe docrkncb such as a"Bronx Bar}'Master
Lock” or“Door Club”
» for sliding glass doors avallable options are: an *anti-lift” device,
auxiliary lock, or bar or screws in the track
« On little used doors, consider a 2 x 4" wood or steal bar across the
entrance that slips into metal holders on either side of the door.

» Always change the locks when you move into a new home,

- The door leading to the house from your garage should be as solid as all
other exterior entrancas and equipped with the same type of safety lock.

» The garage door must always be kept dosed. If you are away for a long
time, consider padlocking the track.

AROUND YOUR HOUSE
» Make sure your house number is visible both day and night. Brass house
* numbers are difficult to see at night, consider purchasing reflective or lit
numbers instead. House numbers should also appear in the laneway if
you have cne, placad either on the fence or garge.

« Trim shrubs and treas to eliminate hiding places around the house perimatar.
- Lock up ladders lying around the yard which can be easily used to breakin.
: Gardan huse holders thatarﬂ att ched to the house €an be used by mtruders_




SOCTAL SERVICES
SERVICE AGREEMENT

THIS AGREEMENT MADE IN duplicate the day of , 2011,

BETWEEN:

1.0

1.1

2.0

2.1

3.0

31

32

HER MAJESTY THE QUEEN in Right of the Province of Saskatchewan as represented by the
Minister of the Ministry of Social Services (hereinafter referred to as the "Ministry")
_and -

CITY OF SASKATOON, a municipal corporation continued pursuant to The Cities Act

(hereinafter referred to as the Municipality)
THE PARTIES AGREE as follows:

TERM

The Municipality shall provide service in accordance with the provisions of this Agreement during
the term commencing on April 1, 2011 and terminating on March 31, 2012.

PAYMIENT

The Ministry agrees to pay the Municipality to a maximum of the amount set forth in the attached
Appendix A. All payments to the Municipality made pursuant to this Agreement are subject to
appropriation of funds by the Legislature of Saskatchewan.

SERVICES

The Municipality agrees to provide the services described in each Appendix B in accordance with
the terms of this Agreement. Any amendments to the services described in each Appendix B shall
be agreed upon between the Ministry and the Municipality. All amendments must be in writing and
signed by the Municipality and the Ministry. '

The Municipality shall deliver a monthly composite report to Social Services, summarizing and
reporting on all inspections conducted during the prior calendar month, in such form as Social
Service may reasonably require,

1of 8




4.0

4.1

4.2

4.3

44

4.5

5.0

5.1

5.3

5.4

TERMINATION OF THE AGREEMENT

On the ocewrrence of one of the following events:

a) the Municipality failing to comply with the terms of this Agreement;

b) the Municipality failing to comply with any legislative requirements relevant to the
fulfilment of the services described in Appendix “B";

the Ministry may terminate this agreement immediately by notice in writing to the Mumcnpahty

If the Municipality fails to obtain the Police Record Checks on the individuals as deseribed in
paragraph 5.0, the Ministry may allow 30 days to remedy the issue. If at the end of 30 days the
Municipality has failed to obtain the Police Record Checks the Ministry may terminate this
agreement immediately by notice in writing to the Muaicipality. '

If the Municipality fails to duly perform and carry out any of its obligations in accordance with the
requirement of this Agreement, the Ministry may give written notice (the “Notice of Complaint™) to
the Municipality specifying in reasonable details the matter complained of. If within 10 days of
receiving a Notice of Complaint the Municipality fails to remedy the matter complained of in a
reasonable manner, or fails to take reasonable steps to so remedy and give reasonable assurances to
the Ministry that such matter will be remedied or rectified within a reasonable period of time, the
Ministry may, notwithstanding any other provision of this Agreement, immediately terminate this
Agreement, by giving written notice to the Municipality to that effect.

Without limiting the generality of paragraph 4.2 to 4.3, either party may terminate this Agreement at
any time without cause, by giving at least 90 days prior writien notice to that effect to the other
party.

In the event of termination of this Agreement pursuant to sections 4.2 to 4.4, the Ministry shall pay
the Municipality any amounts which may be properly owing pursuant to the Appendlx A for
inspections completed prior to the date of such termination.

POLICE RECORD CHECKS

Before any person provides the services described in Appendix B, the Municipality shall ensure that
person has provided the Municipality with a Police Record Check, completed by a municipal police
force or the Royal Canadian Mounted Police, with respect to all criminal convictions and
outstandmg criminal charges. This section does not apply to anyone employed by the Municipality
prior to April 1, 1997,

The Municipality shall review the completed Police Record Check and shall record whether the
Police Record Check indicates that the applicant has a criminal record and why the application was
accepted or denied. The Municipality shall return the Police Record Check to the applicant and
shall not make a copy. The Police Record Check is the property of the applicant.

The Municipality shall maintain confidentiality with respect to the information obtained from the
Police Record Check. The Municipality shall only use the mformatlon to assess the applicant’s
ability to provide the services described in Appendix B.

The Ministry is not responsible for any costs associated with obtaining the Police Record Check.
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6.0

6.1

7.0

7.1

7.3

7.4

7.5

7.6

7.7

8.0

8.1

8.2

9.0

9.1

ADMINISTRATION
The Municipality shall upon the request of the Ministry, provide such information, including

financial and statistical staiements, as may reasonably be necessary to determine whether the
Municipality is complying with the terms and conditions of this Agreement.

CONFIDENTTATITY

The Municipality agrees that its employees shall treat as confidential any information recewed with
respect to any client of the Ministry.

The Municipality shall use the information provided by the Ministry only as necessary to fulfil the
obligations of the agreement and shall not use the information for any other purpose.

Where personal information is provided by the Ministry, the Municipality shall have in place and
shall follow reasonable security policies and procedures to protect and safeguard the personal

information. Specific requirements are outlined in Appendix C to this agreement.

The Municipality shall not disclose any information teo third parties, except where specifically
authorized by this agreement or where approved by the Ministry,

The Municipality shall only provide the information to those individuals within the organization
whao need to know the information to perform the obligations under this agreement.

The Municipality will retain the records it creates for a period of not less than seven years (or longer '
when specified), after which time they will be securely destroyed.

Clauses 7.1 to 7.6 of this agreement shall survive the expiration or termination of this agreement.

INDEMNIFICATION

Social Services agrees to indemnify the Municipality and its officers, servants, and employees from
and against all claims, demands, loss, costs, damages, actions, suits or other proceedings brought or
prosecuted in any manner based upon, or occasioned by injury or death of any person, damage or
loss or destruction of property, economic loss or any infringement of rights caused by or arising
directly or indirectly from any inspections conducted pursuant to this Agreement, except for those
arising from willful misconduct or gross negligence by the Municipality or its employees, officers,
or servants.

- Clause 8.1 of this agreement shall survive the expiration or termination of this agreement.

ASSIGNMENT AND SUBCONTRACTING

Without the prior written consent of the Ministry, the Municipality shall not:

a) assign, either directly or indirectly, this Agreement or any right under this Agreement; or
b) subcontract any obligations of the Municipality under this Agreement.
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10.0 GENERAL
10.1  This agreement contains all terms agreed to by the parties.

10.2  Any notice pursuant to this Agreement shall be given by registered mail addressed to:

Ministry of Social Services
Executive Director,

Income Assistance Service Delivery
1920 Broad Street
REGINA SK S4P3Ve

AND

City of Saskatoon
. Fire and Protective Services
125 Idylwyld Drive South
Saskatoon, Saskatchewan S7M 114
Attention: Brian Bentley, General Manager/Fire Chief

WHEREAS the parties hereto have executed this Agreement on the day and year first above written.

SIGNED, SEALED AND DELIVERED in the presence of}

(Seal) or Witness Signature City of Saslcatoon.— Signature

Witness Name (Print) City of Saskatoon Official’s Name (Print)
Witness Signature Ministry Signature

Witness Name (Print) Ministry Name (Print)
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APPENDIX A

All payments made to the Municipality pursuant to this Agreement are sub}ect to appropriation of funds by
the Legislature of Saskatchewan.

Fixed Fee

The Ministry agrees to pay the Municipality a fixed fee of $83,200.00, payable in monthly or quarterly
instalments. This fee is compensation for all inspection services to be performed by the Municipality during
the term of this Agreement, up to a maximum of 1,040 inspections. Without limiting the generality of the
foregoing, the parties acknowledge that the fixed fee has been calenlated based on an average of 20
inspections per week at a cost of $80.00 per inspection file.

Additional Inspeections

For each inspection performed by the Municipality during the term of this agreement in excess of 1,040, the
Ministry shall pay the Municipality an additional fee of $80.00 per inspection during the peried of April 1,
2011 to March 31, 2012,

Fxpenses

The fees set forth above are inclusive of all out-of-pocket expenses which the Municipality may incur in
performing its services under this Agreement.

Taxes

The Ministry represents and warrants that it is exempt from the payment of federal good and services tax or
provincial sales tax and its GST exemption number is 107864258.

Invoices

The Municipality shall invoice the Ministry for services provided pursuant to this Agreement on a monthly

or quarterly basis. The Ministry shall pay all properly invoiced amounts within 30 days of receiving the
Municipality’s invoice.
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APPENDIX B

Inspection Services

The Municipality agrees to perform inspections of residential housing units as requested from time to time
by the Ministry. The Municipality agrees to perform its inspection services in a diligent, lawful and
professional manner and in the best interests of the Ministry, in accordance with the terms and conditions of
this Agreement,

1. Inspection Services may be required to inspect selected rental units to:
a) Verify health, safety indicator questions related to the Saskatchewan Rental Housing
Supplement;
b) Look for conditions that would pose a health and safety risk to occupants (i.€. conditions

such as filth, drog activities, over-crowding, or other building deficiencies); and

c) In some cases, verify the presence of disability features in the unit (i.e. units where
applicants have applied for the Disability Housing Supplement).

2. The Municipality agrees to perform the inspection services as outlined and required on the

Saskatchewan Rental Housing Supplement Inspection Report appended hereto.

3. The inspection process shall be as outlined below:

a) The Ministry Inspection Co-ordinator shall E-mail a list of properties requiring inspection
on a weekly basis to the Municipal Co-ordinator. The Ministry will also include a copy of
the quality questions for each unit requiring an inspection. A two (2) week turnaround
period is required for each property/file.

b) i) The Municipal Inspector contacts the applicant/client to set up appointment,
it) If the Ministry Inspection Co-ordinator does not receive a file response within two

(2) weeks, a follow-up notice will be forwarded to the Municipal Co-ordinator

i) Two (2) failed attemipts to schedule an appointment or conduct the inspection will
be considered a failed inspection and a report is returned o the Ministry as failed.
A minimum of two (2) phone attempts are required.

If no phone contact is made, a card shall be delivered to the applicant’s residence,
requesting the client contact the Municipal Inspector to set up an appointment. If
there is no response after two (2) weeks and/or two (2) attemnpts or cancellations
have been encountered, the inspection report shall be returned to the Ministry
Inspection Co-ordinator as incomplete.

iv) The clhient or the client’s spouse must be present at the time of the inspection. If no
one suitable is available, or if it does not appear safe to conduct the inspection, the
Municipal Inspector shall leave a card requesting that the client reschedule the
inspection within the next two (2) weeks.

If the client or spouse fails to make the inspection date, or if it does not appear safe
to conduct the inspection for a second time, the file shall be returned to the Ministry
Inspection Co-ordinator as incomplete,

4. The Ministry shall provide the Municipality with blank inspection reports, information cards and

picture identification cards as required for use by the Municipality’s inspectors.
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3. The Municipal Inspectors shall not discuss program requirements or provide program related
direction to the clients, nor shall they discuss the overall condition of the residence. All enquiries
shall be directed to the Ministry Call Centre,

b. The delivery Municipality/municipality shall verify that the Municipality staff responsible for
carrying out the technical functions of program delivery (Inspectors) meet the minimum technical
qualifications as follows:

a) Completion of an architectural technology or civil engineering technology diploma and
several years of project management and building construction experience; or

b) An equivalent combination of education and experience in the construction or inspection or
bylaw enforcement fields.

7. The delivery Municipality staff shall be responsible for carrying out the technical functions of
- program delivery (Inspectors) and shall demonstrate the following technical competencies:

a) Ability to perform inspections, recognize, record and analyze deficiencies and architectural,
structural, mechanical, and electrical fauits. It is acknowledged and apgreed by the parties
that the inspectors, in conducting such inspections, will perform the inspections to the
standard of a reasonable property standards inspector and not to the standard of a
professional architect, engineer or electrician.

b) Ability to assess the condition of the property and identify acceptable or unacceptable
standards based on program requirements.

c) Ability to write clearly and accurately.

8. The Ministry agrees to provide the Municipality, upon request, with the addresses of properties that
do not meet the minimum health and safety standards for the Saskatchewan Rental Housing
Supplement Program. The provisions of non-qualifying property lists will not constitute a request
for the inspection of these properties or for remuneration related to the inspection of these properties.

9. The Ministry will inform participants of the program that Municipal inspectors may be inspecting
the premises not only on behalf of the Rental Housing Supplement Program, but also on behalf of
the Municipality.

Training

The Municipality shall ensure that any of its employees or agents performing inspection services pursuant to
this Agreement will attend a program orientation with officials from the Ministry.
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APPENDIX C
Confidential Information

This disclosure of Saskatchewan Rental Housing Supplement client names and addresses to the Municipality
is authorized pursuant to clause 29(2)(h) of The Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act.

All data and information generated or collected by or for the Municipality in connection with the inspection
services performed pursuant to this Agreement (collectively, the “Confidential Information™) shall at all
times be the property of the Ministry. The Municipality shall keep the Confidential Information in strict
confidence at all times and shall take such measures in connection with its operations and internal security
as shall be reasonably necessary to protect and maintain the corfidential nature of the information.

The Municipality shall only use the Confidential Information for the performance of its inspection services
under this Agreement and for the purpose of administering or enforcing any municipal bylaw or carrying out
a lawful investigation. The Municipality shall not disclose the Confidential Information to any other party

except where the disclosure is necessary to carry out the obligations of this agreement or with the written
consent of the Ministry.
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Option 1 — Re-Adjustment with Rising Cap and Rate Increases

Alttachmenic |\

2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018
Monthly Charge per Water Meter 3 440 NA NA, NA NA NA NA NA
Water Meters Charged 64,398 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
Propertias Charged - 64,876 | 64,6876 | 64,876 | 64,876 | G4,B8Y6| 64876 64,876
Monthly Charge per ERU NA $3.16 {$3.36 | $3.56 | $3.76 | $3.96 | 54.16 | $4.40
Single Residential & Agricultural 58,082 | 58982 | 58982 | 58982 | 58982 | 58982 58,882 | 58982
Properties
Single Residential & Agricultural
Annual Revenue {,000) F31M0({% 22305 23705 2510({% 26601% 2800|5 2,940 | 5 3,110
CAP (ERUs) NA 10 20 30 40 50 70 100
Multi Residential, Commercial, & 5894 | 5804 5894| 5894| s5894| 5804 5894 589
Industrial Properties
Multi-Res, Comm, & Ind Properties
OVER CAP NA 1,569 794 489 347 258 166 g1
Multi-Res, Comm, & Ind Properiies
UNDER CAP NA 4,325 5,100 5,405 5,547 5,636 5,728 5803
Multi-Res, Comm, & Ind Properties
UNDER GAP - Avg ERUs NA 367 5.35 6.45 718 7.78 8.58 9.55
Multi-Res, Comm, & Ind Annual
Revenue {,000) § 310|135 1190 |85 1,740 | % 21105 2420 |5 2690 | % 3,030 | § 3,400
Total Annual Revenue {,000) 534205 34205 4,110 |5 4620 |5 5080(% 5490 (% 5970| % 6,510
Revenue Increase from
2011 (,000) 5 - 5 - 5 690 |% 1,200{% 1,660 |% 2070| & 2550 | % 3,090




Option 2 — Re-Adjustment with a Steady 100 ERU Cap and Rate Increases

2011 2012 2013 | 2014 | 2015 | 2016 2017 2018
Monthly Charge per Water Meter 5 440 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
Water Msters Charged 64,398 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
Properties Charged - 64,878 | 64,876 | 64,876 | 64,876 | 64,876| 64,876 | 64,876
Monthly Charge per ERU NA [$232:5$266|%$3.00]$3.34;%3.68|54.02|%4.40
Single Residential & Agricultural 58982 | 58,982 | 58982 | s8982| seoe2| ssgs2| sso82| 56982
Properties
Single Residentiat & Agricultuzal
Anrual Revenue {,000) 531105 16301% 1880 |5 2,120| % 2,360 | % 2,600 % 2,840 (5 3,110
CAP (ERUs) NA 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Muiti Residential, Commercial, &
Industrial Properties 5,884 5,894 5,854 5,894 5,894 5,854 5,804 5,884
Muiti-Res, Comm, & Ind Properties
OVER CAP NA 91 91 o1 91 a1 91 ot
Multi-Res, Comm, & Ind Properties
UNDER CAP NA 5,803 5,803 5,803 5,803 5,803 5,803 5,803
Multi-Res, Comm, & Ind Properties
UNDER GAP - Avg ERUs NA 9.55 9.55 9.55 9,55 9,55 9.55 9.55
Multi-Res, Comm, & Ind Annual
Revenue {,000) $ 3101%1,700|% 2050|% 2320 % 2580 | % 28405 3,110 § 3,400
Total Annual Revenue (,000) $ 3420 |5 3420 | % 3930 |% 4440 | % 4,940 | § 5,440 |5 5950 § 6,510
Revenue Increase from $ - |s - |s s0|s1020]|s 15205 20205 25305 3,000

2011 (,000)




Option 3 — No Re-Adjustment with a Rising Cap and No Rate Increases

2011 2012 2013 | 2014 | 2015 | 2016 2017 | 2018

Monthly Charge per Water Meter 3 440 NA MNA NA NA, NA MA NA

Water Meters Charged 54,398 NA NA NA NA NA NA, NA

Properties Charged - 64,876 64,876 | 64,876 | 64,876| 64,876| 64,876 | 64,876

Monthly Charge per ERU NA $440[ 5440|5440 $440| $4.40{ $4.40 | $4.40

Single Residential & Agricuftural

Properties 58,982 58,082 | 58,982 58,982 | 58,882 58,082 | 58982} 58,982

Single Residential & Agricultural

Annual Revenue {,000) 53110|% 311015 311015 31105 3110{ &% 3,110 % 3,110 % 3,110

CAP {(ERUs) NA 10 20 30 40 50 70 100

Multi Residential, Commercial, &

Industrial Properties 5804 | 58094| 5894 5894| 5804 5884| 5804 5894

Multi-Res, Comm, & Ind Properties

OVER CAP NA 1,569 794 489 347 258 166 91

Mutlti-Res, Comm, & Ind Properties

UNDER CAP NA 4,325 5,100 5,405 5,547 5,636 5,728 5,803

Multi-Res, Comm, & Ind Properties

UNDER CAP - Avg ERUs NA 3.67 h.35 6.45 7.18 7.78 B.58 9.55
" |Mult-Res, Gomm, & Ind Annual

Revenue (,000) S 305166015 227015 26190 % 2830 |% 29980 % 3,200 % 3,400

Total Annual Revenue (,000) $3420|% 4770 (% 5380}% 57205 594015 6100 | % 6,310 % 6,510

Revenue Increase from § - % 13505 1,950 % 2,300 | § 2,520 | § 2,680 | § 2,890 | § 3,090

2011 (,000)




DRAFT — July 6, 2011
Request For Proposals
for a
Single-Family Residential Curbside Recycling Program

Closing Time:
Delivery Address:
330 - 350 3 Ave. North

Saskatoon, Sk.
S7K 6G7

Contact Person: Kelly G. Goyer

E-mail address: kelly.gover(@msaskatoon.ca
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1 INTRODUCTION
1.1 Purpose of this Request for Proposal

The purpose of this Request for Proposals (RFP) is to invite interested Proponents to prepare and submit
competitive Proposals for the collection and processing of common recyclable materials for all single-
family dwellings as well as townhouses or other buildings currently receiving individual solid waste
coilection services.

1.2 Eligibility to Participate in this RFP

Any interested party or parties, may submit a Proposal to this RFP. Proponents may be corporations,
cooperatives, joint ventures, partnerships, associations, sole proprietorships, or any other legal entity
eligible to conduct business within the Province of Saskatchewan.

2 THE PROJECT
2.1 Scope of the Successful Proponent’s Responsibility

This RFP and the Proposal submitted by the Successful Proponent will be combined with any subsequent
negotiated items between the two parties to form the basis for an Agreement between the City and the
Successful Proponent. The basic responsibilities of the Proponent are outlined in Appendix B, and are
summarized as follows:

s Provide, deliver, and maintain for the duration of the Agreement suitable Recycling Container(s) for
all serviced units. ‘

e Provide collection service to all identified residential properties including approximately 66,000
residences, primarily consisting of single family dwellings but also includes townhouses or other
buildings currently receiving individual solid waste collection services within the City of Saskatoon.
Collection to occur on a minimum semi-monthly basis and be appropriately coordinated with garbage
collection days.

« Provide all aspects of processing, sorting, marketing, and delivery of collected recyclables to market.

» Undertake regular monitoring and reporting to the City.

® Provide ongoing customer service to residents as the main point of contact for customers utilizing the
city-wide curbside recycling service.

o Fducate and provide outreach services in collaboration with the City.

» Provide quantities, on a regular basis and during normal business hours, of unsorted fibre in good
condition to Cosmopolitan Industries in approximately the following proportions: 76% ONP, 16%
OCC, 8% Mixed Waste Fibre. Quantities would be established annually by the City of Saskatoon.

2.2 Additional Services

In order to determine future interest for private sector provision of recyclables collection and processing
for multi-family dwellings, Proponents may include these additional services in their proposal, but are not
required to do so for successful submission.

PLEASE NOTE: no additional points will be awarded for proposals that include additional services, and

any costs submitied will not form part of the cost evaluation process. The City may, at it sole discretion,
further discuss and enter into an agreement with any Proponent for the provision of multi-family solutions
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whether or not the Proponent was the Successful Proponent for single-family curbside recycling services.

e Provide, deliver, and maintain for the duration of the Agreement suitable Recycling Container(s) for
all identified serviced units.

¢ Provide collection service to all identified multi-unit residential properties including approximately
22,000 multi-family dwellings.

» Provide all aspects of processing, sorting, marketing, and delivery of collected recyclables to market.

e Undertake regular monitoring and reporting as defined in the Proposal Requirements outlined in
Appendix B.

¢ Provide customer service to residents. _
Educate and provide outreach services in collaboration with the City.

2.3 Agreement
The City and the Successful Proponent will enter into an Agreement for the provision of the single-family
curbside recycling program which will set out the terms and conditions applicable to the Project. The

following are some of the key commercial terms that the City anticipates will be included in the
Agreement:

Term: The term of the Agreement will be for seven (7) years commencing on the first day of provision of
© services.

Payment: Payment shall be made monthly based on the provision of required reports and an invoice.
Insurance: Contractor to provide $5 million commercial general liability insurance and $5 million
automobile liability insurance for the Term of the Agreement.

3 PROCUREMENT PROCESS

3.1 Estimated Timeline

The following is the City’s estimated timeline for the Project:

Aetivity 0 0 0 [ Timeline

RFP Issued August 12, 2011

Introductory Project Meeting - August 18, 2011

RFP Closing Time 4:00 p.m. {CST), October 7, 2011
Selection of Preferred Proponent November 10, 2011 '
Contract Award December 21, 2011

This estimated timeline is subject to change at the sole discretion of the City

3.2 Introductory Project Meeting

The City intends to hold an Introductory Project Meeting to introduce the Project to Proponents, who
have completed, signed and delivered the Proponent Registration Form referenced as Appendix C.
Attendance will not be mandatory. Minutes will not be prepared or circulated.

- Any issues arising that require clarification will be included in this RFP by way of Addendum.
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Any statements made by the City or any of their respective advisors or representatives at the Introductory
Project Meeting shall not and will not be relied upon in any way by the Proponents, except as included in
this RFP by way of Addendum.

3.3 Inquiries

All Inquiries and communications regarding any aspect of this RFP should be directed to the Contact
Person by emaii and the following applies to any Inquiry:

a) responses to an Inguiry will be in writing;

b) all Inquiries, and all responses to Inquiries from the Contact Person, will be recorded by the City;

c) the City is not required to provide a response to any Inquiry;

d) a Proponent may request that a response to an Inquiry be kept confidential by clearly marking the
Inquiry “Commercial in Confidence™ if the Proponent considers the Inquiry to be a matter of
proprietary commercial interest;

e) if the City decides that an Inquiry marked “Commercial in Confidence”, or the City’s response to
such an Inquiry, must be distributed to all Proponents, then the City will permit the inquirer to
withdraw the Inquiry rather than receive a response and if the Proponent does not withdraw the
Inquiry, then the City may provide its response to all Proponents;

) notwithstanding Section 3.3(d} and 3.3(¢):

o if one or more other Proponents submits an Inquiry on the same or similar topic to an
Inquiry previously submitted by another Proponent as “Commercial in Confidence”, the
City may provide a response to such Inquiry to all Proponents; and
ii. if the City determines there is any matter which should be brought to the attention of all
Proponents, whether or not such matter was the subject of an Inquiry, including an Inquiry
marked “Commercial in Confidence”, the City may, in its discretion, distribute the Inquiry,
response or information with respect to such matter to all Proponents,

Information offered from sources other than the Contact Person with regard to this RFP is not official,
may be inaccurate, and should not be relied on in any way, by any person for any purpose.

3.4 Addenda

The City may, in its absolute discretion through the Contact Person, amend this RFP at any time by
issuing a written Addendum. Written Addenda are the only means of amending or clarifying this RFP,
and no other form of communication whether written or oral, including written responses to Inquiries as
provided by Section 3.3, will be included in, or in any way amend, this RFP. Only the Contact Person is
authorized to amend or clarify this RFP by issuing an Addendum. No other employee or agent of the City
is authorized to amend or clarify this RFP. The City will provide a copy of all Addenda to all Proponents,
who have completed, signed and delivered the Proponent Registration Form referenced as Appendix C.

3.5 Website Provision of Information

The City has established a website to be used for accessing electronic data in the possession of the City.
The City does not make any representation as to the relevance, accuracy or completeness of any of the
information available via the website except as the City may advise with respect to a specific document.
The City will grant Proponents access to the website when Appendix C is completed, signed and
delivered to the Contact Person.
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The information on the website may be supplemented or updated from time to time. Although the City
- will attempt to notify Proponents of all updates, Proponents are solely responsible for ensuring they chéck
the website frequently for updates and to ensure the information used by the Proponents is the most
current, updated information.

4 FINANCIAL REQUIREMENTS
4,1 Affordability Ceiling

The City has identified an Affordability Ceiling of $27,407,140 in as spent dollars for the collection,
processing and marketing of recyclable materials for all single-family dwellings as well as townhouses or
other buildings currently receiving individual solid waste collection services within the City of Saskatoon.
Project approvals will be based on the Affordability Ceiling.

Affordability Ceiling
Year 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018
Annual Total Cost $3,800,000 |$3,820,816 [$4,021,059/$4,209.964 | $4,408,390 | $4,616,817 | $4,835,751

The Evaluation Committee will evaluate and select the highest scoring Proposal in the manner set out in
Appendix A. If the annual cost to the City provided by the Preferred Proponent is equal to or lower than
each and every annual cost shown above, the Evaluation Committee will recommend to City Council
award of the Contract. :

If the highest scoring Proposal costs more than any annual amount above, the results will be presented to
City Council for a decision on whether or not to award,

The Evaluation Committee reserves the right to consider only those Proposals that are under the
Affordability Ceiling.

4.2 Performance Bnnding
Under the Contract, the successful Proponent will be required to provide the City with a 50%
performance bond issued by a surety company acceptable to the Owner and authorized to transact the

business of suretyship in Saskatchewan. Each Proponent must provide with the Proposal a Consent of
Surety executed by the Proponent’s surety.

5 PROPOSAL REQUIREMENTS

5.1 Proponent Registration Form

As a condition of participating in this RFP each Proponent must complete, sign and deliver to the Contact
Person, the Proponent Registration Form, substantially in the form attached as Appendix C. Proponents
will not be provided with access to the website, receive Addenda, be invited to participate in the
Introductory Project Meeting, or participate further in the Competitive Selection Process unless and until
they have completed, signed and delivered Appendix C as required by this Section.

5.2 Proposal Format and Content

Proposals should be in the format and include the content described in Appendices A and B.
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6 SUBMISSION INSTRUCTIONS

6.1 Closing Time and Delivery Address

Proposals must be received at the Delivery Address before the Closing Time. Proposals received after the
Closing Time will not be considered and will be returned unopened.

6.2 Number of Copies

A Proponent should submit Proposals as described in Appendix A — Proposal Guidelines and Evaluation.
The electronic copy should be on CD, with a label on each CD describing its contents.

6.3 No Fax or Email Submission
Proposals submitted by fax or email will not be accepted.
6.4 Language of Proposals

Proposals should be in English. Any poition of a Proposal not in English may not be evaluated.

6.5 Receipt of Complete RFP

Proponents are responsible to ensure that they have received the complete RFP, as listed in the table of
contents of this RFP, plus any Addenda. A submitted Proposal will be deemed to have been prepared on
the basis of the entire RFP issued prior to the Closing Time. The City accepts no responsibility for any
Proponent lacking any portion of this RFP.

6.6 Electronic Communication

Proponents should not communicate with the Contact Person by fax. The Contact Person will not respond
to any communications sent by fax. The following provisions will apply to any email communications
with the Contact Person, or the delivery of documents to the Contact Person by email where such email
communications or deliveries are permitted by the terms of this RFP.

The City does not assume any risk or responsibility or liability whatsoever to any Proponent:
a) for ensuring that any electronic email system being operated for the City is in good working
order, able to receive transmissions, or not engaged in receiving other transmissions such that
a Proponent’s transmission cannot be received; or

b) if a permitted email communication or delivery is not received by the City or, or received in
less than its entirety, within any time limit specified by this RFP; and
c) all permitted email communications with, or delivery of documents by email to, the Contact

Person will be deemed as having been received by the Contact Person on the dates and times
indicated on the Contact Person’s electronic equipment.

6.7 Inconsistency between Paper and Electronic Form
If there is any inconsistency between the paper form of a document issued by or on behalf of the City to

Proponents and the digital, electronic or other computer readable form, the paper form of the document
will prevail.
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6.8 Amendments to Proposal

A Proponent may amend any aspect of its Proposal at any time prior to the Closing Time by delivering
written notice, or written amendments, to the Delivery Address prior to the Closing Time.

6.9 Revisions Prior to the Closing Time

A Proponent may amend or withdraw its Proposal at any time prior to the Closing Time by delivering
written notice to the Contact Person at the Delivery Address prior to the Closing Time.

6.10 Validity of Proposals

By submitting a Proposal, each Proponent agrees that its Proposal, including all prices, will remain fixed
and irrevocable from the Closing Time until midnight at the end of the 90th day following the Closing
Time (the Proposal Validity Period).

6.11 Material Change after RFTF Closing Time

A Proponent will give immediate notice to the City of any material change that occurs to a.Proponent
after the Closing Time, including a change to its membership or a change to financial capability.

7 EVALUATION

7.1 Mandatory Requirements

The City will review Proposals on a preliminary basis to determine whether they comply with the
Mandatory Requirements. Proposals which do not comply with the Mandatory Requirements will be
rejected and not considered further in the evaluation process.

The City has determined that the following are Mandatory Requirements:

a) the Submission must be received at the Delivery Address no later than the Closing Time; and
b) the Proponent must include an executed Consent of Surety from the Proponent’s surety.

The other requirements of‘this RFP, even if stated in mandatory terms, are not included in the Mandatory
Regquirements.

7.2 Evaluation Committee
The City will appoint a committee (Evaluation Committee) to evaluate Proposals and identify the
Preferred Proponent. The Evaluation Committee may be assisted by other persons as the Evaluation

Committee may decide it requires, including technical, financial, legal and other advisers or employees of
the City.

7.3 Evaluation of Proposals

The Evaluation Committee will evaluate Proposals in the manner set out in Appendix A and may consider
any criteria it considers relevant.

The Evaluation Committee may, in its sole and absolute discretion, but is not required to:
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a) conduct reference checks relevant to the Project with any or all of the references cited in a Proposal,
or with any other person not listed in a Proposal, to verify any and all information regarding a
Praponent, including its directors, officers and the Key Individual;

b) conduct any background investigations that it considers necessary in the course of the Competitive
Selection Process;

c) seek clarification or rectification of a Proposal or supplementary information from any or all
Proponents;

d) request interviews or presentations with any, all or none of the Proponents to clarify any questions or
considerations based on the information included in Proposals during the evaluation process, with
such interviews or presentations conducted in the discretion of the City, including the time, location,
length and agenda for such interviews or presentations; and

e) the Evaluation Commifttee may in its sole and absolute discretion rely on and consider any
information received as a result of such reference checks, background investigations, requests for
clarification or supplementary information and interviews/presentations in the evaluation of
Proposals.

The Evaluation Committee may decide not to complete a detailed evaluation of a Proposal if the
Evaluation Committee concludes having undertaken a preliminary review of the Proposal as compared to
other Proposals, the Proponent of the Proposal is not in contention to be selected as the Preferred
Proponent.

8 SELECTION OF PREFERRED PROPONENT AND AWARD

8.1 Selection and Award

If the City selects a Preferred Proponent, the City will invite the Preferred Proponent to enter into

discussions o settle all terms of the Agreement, based on the Preferred Proponent’s Proposal, including

any clarifications that the Preferred Proponent may have provided during the evaluation of Proposals.

The City also reserves the right to negotiate changes to the Proposal.

If for any reason the City determines that it is unlikely to reach final agreement with the Preferred

Proponent, then the City may terminate the discussions with the Preferred Proponent and proceed in any

manner that the City may decide, in consideration of its own best interests, including:

a) terminating the procurement process entirely and proceeding with some or ali of the Project in some
other manner, including using other contractors; or

b) inviting one of the other Proponents to enter into discussions to reach final agreement for completing

the Project.

Final approval of City Council will be a condition precedent to the final execution or commencement of
the Contract.

8.2 No Partial Compensation for Participation in this RFP

The City will not provide any compensation to Proponents for participating in this RFP Competitive
Selection Process.
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8.3 Debriefs

The City will, following Contract Award, upon request from an unsuccessful Proponent, conduct a
debriefing for that Proponent. In a debriefing the City may discuss the relative strengths and weaknesses
of that Proponent’s Proposal, but the Ctty will not disclose or discuss any Confidential Information of
another Proponent.

9 CONFLICT OF INTEREST AND RELATIONSHIP DISCLOSURE

9.1 Reservation of Rights

The City reserves the right to disqualify any Proponent that in the City’s opinion has a conflict of

interest or an unfair advantage (including access to any Confidential Information not available to all
Proponents), whether real, perceived, existing now or likely to arise in the future, or may permit the
Proponent to continue and impose such conditions as the City may consider to be in the public interest or
otherwise required by the City.

9.2 Conflict of Interest Declaration

Each Proponent should ﬁ.llly disclose all relationships they may have with the City or any other person
pmwdmg advice or services to the City with respect to the Pl‘D_]E:Gt or any other matter that gives rise, or
might give rise, to an unfair advantage:
a) by submission of the completed Conflict of Interest Decla,ratlon with its Proposal; and
b) thereafter during the Competitive Selection Process by written notice addressed to the Contact
Person promptly after becoming aware of any such relationship.

At the time of such disclosure, the Proponent will include sufficient information and documentation to
demonstrate that appropriate measures have been, or will be, implemented to mitigate, minimize or
eliminate the actual, perceived or potential conflict of interest or unfair advantage, as applicable. The
Proponent will provide such additional information and documentation and implement such additional
measures as the City may require in its discretion in connection with the City’s consideration of the
disclosed relationship and proposed measures.

10 RFP TERMS AND CONDITIONS

10.1 No Obligation to Proceed

This REP does not commit the City to select a Preferred Proponent or enter into an Agreement and the
City reserves the complete right to at any time reject all Proposals, or to otherwise terminate this RFP and
the Competitive Selection Process and proceed with the Project in some other manner.

Further, Project approvals will be based on the Affordability Ceiling as set out in Section 4.1.

10.2 No Contract

This RFP is not an agreement between the City and any Propenent nor is this RFP an offer or an

agreement to purchase work, goods ar services. No contract of any kind for work, goods or services
whatsoever is formed under, or arises from this RFP, or as a result of, or in connection with, the
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submission of a Proposal, unless the City and the Preferred Proponent execute an Agreement, and then
only to the extent expressly set out in the Agreement.

10.3 Confidentiality

All documents and other records in the custody of, or under the control of, the City are subject to the
Local Authority Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act (LAFOIP) and other applicable
legislation. Except as expressly stated in this RFP, and subject to LAFOIP or other applicable legislation,
all documents and other records submitted in response to this RFP will be considered confidential. The
City will keep all documents and other records submitted in response to this RFP strictly confidential and
will not disclose or allow any of its representatives to disclose, in any case whatsoever, in whole or in
part, or use, or all allow any of it representatives to use, directly or indirectly, any documents and other
records submitted in response to this RFP, subject to the provisions of LAFOIP.

10.4 Cost of Preparing the Proposal

Subject to Section 8.2, each Proponent is solely responsible for all costs it incurs in the preparation of its
Proposal, including all costs of providing information requested by the City, attending meetings and
conducting due diligence.

10.5 Reservation of Rights
The City reserves the right, in its discretion, to:

a) amend the scope of the Project, modify, cancel or suspend the Competitive Selection Process at any
time for any reason;

b) accept or reject any Proposal based on the Evalnation Committee’s evaluation of the Proposals in
accordance with Appendlx A, and in particular the City is not obliged to select the Proposal with the
lowest contract price;

c) waive a defect or irregularity in a Proposal and accept that Proposal;

d) reject, disqualify or not accept any or all Proposals without any obligation, compensation or
reimbursement to any Proponent or any of its team members;

e) re-advertise for new Proposals, call for tenders, or enter into negotiations for th]s Project or for work
of a similar nature;

f) make any changes to the terms of the business opportumty described in this RFP;

g) negotiate any aspects of a Preferred Proponent’s Proposal; and

h) extend, from time to time, any date, time period or deadline provided in this RFP, upon written notice
to all Proponents who have completed, signed and delivered Appendix C.

10.6 No Collusion

Proponents will not discuss or communicate, directly or indirectly, with any other Proponent or any
director, officer, employee, consultant, adviser, agent or representative of any other Proponent regarding
the preparation, content or representation of their Proposals. Nothing in this section will prevent any
interested party from talking to other interested parfies for the purpose of forming a team to submit a
Proposal to this RFP.

10.7 No Lobbying

Proponents, Proponent Tearn members and the Key Individual, and their respective directors, officers,
employees, consultants, agents, advisers or any other representatives will not engage in any form of
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political or other lobbying whatsoever in relation to the Project, this RFP, or the Competitive Selection
Process, including for the purpose of influencing the outcome of the Competitive Selection Process. The
use of the media for these purposes is also prohibited. Further, no such person (other than as expressly
contemplated by this RFP) will attempt to communicate in relation to the Project, this RFP, or the
Competitive Selection Process, directly or indirectly, with any representative of the City (including any
member of the Council), or any employee of City, any Restricted Parties, or any director, officer,
employee, agent, adviser, consultant or representative of any of the foregoing, or the media, as applicable,
for any purpose whatsoever, including for purposes of:

a) commenting on or attempting to influence views on the merits of the Proponent’s Proposal, or in
relation to Proposals of other Proponents;

b) influencing, or attempting to influence, the evaluation, scoring and ranking of Proposals, the selection
of the Preferred Proponent, or any negotiations with the Preferred Proponent;

¢) promoting the Proponent or its interests in the Project, including in preference to that of other
Proponents; and

d) criticizing the Proposals of other Proponents.

In the event of any lobbying or communication in contravention of this Section, the City in its
discretion may at any time, but will not be required to, reject any and all Proposals submitted by that
Proponent without further consideration.

10.8 Ownership of Proposal

All Proposals submitted to the City become the property of the City and will be received and held in
confidence by the City, subject to the provisions of LAFOIP and this RFP.

10.9 Limitation of Damages

Each Proponent on its own behalf and on behalf of the Proponent Team and any member of a Proponent
Team:

a) agrees not to bring any Claim against the City or any of its employees, advisers or representatives for
damages in excess of an amount equivalent to the reasonable costs incurred by the Proponent in
preparing its Proposal for any matter in respect of this RFP or Competitive Selection Process,
mcluclmg
i. if the City accepts a non-compliant proposal or otherwise breaches (including breach of material
terms) the terms of this RFP or the Competitive Selection Process; or

ii. if the Project or Competitive Selection Process is modified, suspended or cancelled for any reason
(including modification of the scope of the Project or modification of this RFP or both) or the
City exercises any rights under this RFP; and

b) waives any and all Claims against the City or any of its employees, advisers or representatives for
loss of anticipated profits or loss of opportunity if no agreement is made between the City and the
Proponent for any reason, including:

i. if the City accepts a non-compliant proposal or otherwise breaches {including breach of material
terms) the terms of this RFP or the Competitive Selection Process; or

ii. if the Project or Competitive Selection Process is modified, suspended or cancelled for any reason
(including modification of the scope of the Project or modification of this RFP or both) or the
City exercises any rights under this RFP.
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11 INTERPRETATION

11.1 Definitions

In this RFP:

Addendum means an addendum to this RFP issued by the Contact Person as described in Section 3.4;
Affbrdability Ceiling has the meaning set out in Section 4.1;

Claim means any claim, demand, suit, action, or cause of action, whether arising in contract, tort or
otherwise, and all costs and expenses relating thereto;

Closed Loop means the process whereby recyclable materials are made into new goods or products that
can themselves be readily recycled at their end of life, creating an ongoing process/feedstock “loop’.

Closing Time means the time indicated as such on the cover page of this RFP,

Competitive Selection Process means the overall process for the selection of a Preferred Proponent for
the Project including, but not limited to, this RFP stage;

Contact Person means the person identified as such on the cover page of this RFP;

Contract Award means the time when the Agreement related to the Project has been executed and
delivered and all conditions to the effectiveness of the Agreement have been satisfied;

Contractor means the entity that enters into the Agreement with the City;
Delivery Address means the delivery address identified as such on the cover page of this RFP;

GST/HST at any given time means the tax imposed at that time pursuant to Section IX of the Excise Tax
Act (Canada);

Inquiry has the meaning set out in Section 3.3;
Introductory Project Meeting has the meaning as set out in Section 3.2;
Evaluation Committee has the meaning set out in Section 7.2;

Financial Submission means the documentation and information as described in the Financial
Submission section of Appendix B.

LATOIP has the meaning set out in Section 10.3;

Key Individual of a Proponent means the specific firm and person, exclusive to the Proponent, filling
the following roles (or equivalent) in the Proponent’s Proposal:

* Contractor’s Project Director;

Mandatory Requirements means the Proposal requirements described in Section 7.1;
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Multi-family Dwelling means a residential building housing greater than four attached units;

Preferred Proponent means the Proponent selected pursuant to this RFP to enter into negotiations with
the City '

Project means the provision of collection, processing and marketing recycling services to single-family
residences (as defined in section 1.1) for the City of Saskatoon;

Proponent means the party that submits a Proposal;
Proponent Registration Form means the form attached as Appendix C to this RFP;

Proponent’s Representative means identified below is an officer of the company and is fully authorized
to represent the Proponent in any and all matters related to its Proposal.

Proponent Team means a Proponent and Key Individual;

Proposal means a proposal submitted in response to this RFP,

Proposal Requirements means the requirements described in Appendix B;
Proposal Validity Period has the meaning set out in Section 6.10;

Recyclables or Recyclable Materials means materials such as aluminium and tin cans; corrugated
cardboard; mixed paper; newspaper; polycoat, fine paper, magazines, boxboard; recyclable plastic #1-7
containers that have contained non-hazardous products; plastic film; all provincially legislated beverage
containers excluding glass; milk cartons/jugs. Both household glass and legislated glass beverage
containers are excluded from this RFP.

Recycling Container means any container provided or designated by the City or Proponent for the
collection of Recyclables, which includes, but may not be limited to, wheeled carts, blue boxes, clear bags
or-tote bags. Qualifying containers must have sufficient volume, ability to address issues such as
windblown material and seasonal fluctuations in weather (e.g. rain, snow, freezing temperatures), and
provide convenience for a variety of residential property configurations.

Remanufacture means the process whereby recyclable materials are made into usable feedstocks for new
goods or products, not necessarily with the original function of the source commodity.

RFP means this request for proposals;
Serviced Units means all identified residential properties including approximately 66,000 single family
dwellings including townhouses or other buildings currently receiving individual solid waste collection

services within the City of Saskatoon;

Technical Submission means the documentation and information as described in the Technical
Submission section of Appendix B.




11.2 Interpretation
In this RFP:

a) the use of headings are for convenience only and are not to be used in the interpretation of this
Agreement;

b) a reference to a Section or Appendix, unless otherwise indicated, is a reference to a Section of or
Appendix to this RFP;

c) words imputing any gender include all genders, as the context requires, and words in the singular
include the plural and vice versa;

d) the word “including” when used in this RFP is not to be read as limiting; and

e) each Appendix attached to this RFP is an integral part of this RFP as if set out at length in the body of
this RFP. '
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APPENDIX A
PROPOSAL GUIDELINES AND EVALUATION

The Evaluation Committee will evaluate the Proposal submissions in accordance with this Appendix A.

Al PROPOSAL GUIDELINES

Proposals should: :
a)} Include all of the information requested in this Appendix A;
b) Be submitted as follows:

Package Content Number of Copies
Package 1 1. Transmittal Letter One

(sealed envelope #1 includes :

Mandatory Requirements) 2. Consent of Surety One

3. Conflict of Interest
Declaration (see Appendix D
of the RFP) signed by the One

Proponent
Package 2 Technical Submission excluding | One unbound copy marked
(sealed envelope #2 includes the Financial Information “Technical Proposal - Master”,
Technical Proposal provided in Package 3. and 4 bound copies and one
Requirements) electronic copy.

1. Propenents must submit to
the Delivery Address by the
Closing Time the technical
portion of the Proposal,
which should be made up of
the following:

(a) the cover letter (and all
attachments) to the Technical
Submission as described at
the beginning of the
Technical submission section
of Appendix B; and

{b) the portion of the Proposal
Requirements described as
the Technical Submission in
Appendix B.
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Package Conient Number of Copies

Package 3 Financial Submission One unbound copy marked
(sealed envelope #3 includes 1. Proponents must submit to “Financial Proposal - Master”,
Finaricial Proposal the Delivery Address by the | and 4 bound copies and one
Requirements) " Closing Time the financial electronic copy.

portion of the Proposal,
which should be made up of
the following;:

{a) the cover letter (and all
attachments} to the Financial
Submission as described at
the beginning of the
Financial Submission section
of Appendix B;

{b) the portion of the Proposal
Requirements described as
the Financial Submission in
Appendix B; and

(c) the completed Pricing Madel
as described in Appendix B.

Package 4 Optional Technical Submission | One
(sealed envelope) for provision of service to multi-
family residential properties.

(¢) Be clearly marked with the words, “City of Saskatoon Request For Proposals for Residential
Curbside Recycling, Processing and Marketing” to the Delivery Address.

' A2 EVALUATION PROCESS
A2.1 Evaluation By Committee

Subject to the terms of this RFP, the evaluation will consider whether the Proposal substantially satisfies
the requirements of this RFP, including the requirements set out in Appendix B and demonstrates to the
satisfaction of the City, that the Proponent is capable of performing and will perform the obligations and
responsibilities of the Agreement and that the Proponent has a good understanding of the Project
referenced in Section 1.1 and the Scope of the Contractor’s Responsibility as referenced in Section 2.1.

Mandatory Requirements (Package 1) will be reviewed prior to consideration of Technical Submissions
(Package 2). Technical Submissions (Package 2) will be evaluated prior to consideration of Financial
Submissions (Package 3).

The Evalnation Committee anticipates se]ectiﬁg as Preferred Proponent the Proponent submitting the

Proposal achieving the highest score based on detailed evaluation in the manner set out in Appendix B.

" A2|Page




The Evaluation Committee reserves the right to consider only those Proposals that are under the
Affordability Ceiling. '

~ A2.2 Technical Submission

Subject to the terms of this RFP, the Technical Submission evaluation will consider whether the
Technical Submission substantially satisfies the requirements of this RFP, including the requirements set
out in Appendix B. -

If the Evaluation Committee determines that the Technical Submission does not substantially satisfy the
above requirements, the Evaluation Committee may decide not to complete a detailed evaluation of the

Proposal.
A2.3 Financial Submission

Proposals will be examined to determine whether the Financial Submission substantially satisfies the
requirements of this RFP including the requirements set out in Appendix B.

If the Evaluation Commtittee determines that the Financial Submission does not substantially satisfy the
above requirements, the Evaluation Committee may decide not 1o complete a detailed evaluation of the
Proposal.

A2 .4 Disqualification of Proposals

Without limitation, the City may, in its sole discretion, disqualify a Proposal if:

a)} Background investigations reveal any criminal affiliations or activities by the Proponent or a member
of the Proponent Team and such affiliations or activities would, in the sole opinion of the City,
interfgre with the integrity of the Competitive Selection Pracess; or

b) Itincludes a false or misleading statement, claim or information; or

¢) An unbalanced bid price has been submitted.

Proponents and Project Teams may be required to undertake a criminal records check in order to
participate in the Project.
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APPENDIX B
PROPOSAL REQUIREMENTS

Technical Submission

The Technical Submission is to be submitted in a separate sealed envelope as per Appendix A Package 2.
The Technical Submission is the Proponent’s opportunity to thoroughly describe their comprehensive
approach to the provision of recycling services for the City. The Proposal will be evaiuated as described
in the following sections of this Appendix.

Bl EFFICIENCY

B1.1 Management and Track Record (10 points)

a) Provide a corporate resume and the resumes of Key Individuals, including all sub-contractors the
Proponent plans to use on the Project along with details of the role each sub-contractor will have
on the Project. Emphasize demonstrated experience in the provision of same or similar services.

b) mede Proponent and sub-contractor qualifications mcludmg client references related to the
provision of expected services.

¢) Provide Financial References.

B1.2 Quality Control (10 points)

a) Provide Recyclables Contamination Reduction Plan. Identify measures to minimize residuals
from the recycling program (including litter/unacceptable items during collections, and waste
after processing). Residual rates (waste after processing) between 3-3% are desired. In addition
to this, demonstrated commitment to quality assurance including certifications (i.e. ISO or other).

b) Provide details on how inappropriate materials such as Waste Electronics, Household Hazardous
Waste, or other materials will be handled. Include a management plan to address such items
received incidentally through the comprehensive curbside recycling program.

c) Provide details on how the quantities for payment under the Agreement will be assured,

B1.3 Reporting (5 points)

a) Proponents shail provide a plan specifying how it will meet the minimum requirements for ad
hoc, monthly and annual reporting, including but not limited to reports on:

i.
ii,
i,
iv.
V.

Vi
vii.

viii.

Customer satisfaction

Set-out rates

Participation rates

Complaints and resolutions

Apporticning method to determine City program proportion of recyclable materials at
MRF

Quantities of Recyclables, per commodity, collected within the City program only
Contamination of Recyclables collected within the City program only

Residuals characterization audit

Recyclables collections characterization audit (curbside audits)
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X Education and promotion activities and evaluation

xi. Contract performance review

X1, Compliance with Delivery of Unsorted Fibre Matenal to Cosmopolitan Industries on a
regular and ongoing basis.

B2 SUSTAINABILITY

B2.1 Economic Viability (20 points)

a)

b)

c)

d)

Provide a detailed outline of the proposed approach to the provision of expected services:

e Provide, deliver, and maintain for the duration of the Agreement suitable Recycling
Container{s) for all serviced units.

* Provide collection service to all identified residential properties including approximately
66,000 dwellings including single family dwellings and townhouses or other buildings
currently receiving individual solid waste collection services within the City of Saskatoon on
a minimum bi-weekly basis.

» Provide all aspects of processing, sorting, marketing, and delivery of collected recyclables to
market.

Undertake regular monitoring and reporting as defined in the Proposal Requirements.

¢ Provide ongoing customer service to residents and to the City throughout the duration of the
Contract.

o Educate and provide outreach services in collaboration with the City.

Provide quantities of unsorted fibre in good condition to Cosmopolitan Industries, on a
regular and ongoing basts, in approximately the following proportions: 76% ONP, 16% OCC,
8% Mixed Waste Fibre. Quantities would be established annually by the City of Saskatoon.

Provide technical specifications for all equipment and assets to be used for the provision of
expected services.

Provide a detailed list of staffing allocations and training to be provided in the provision of
expected services.

Provide a detailed list of efficiency measures (ie. standard operating procedures) to be adhered to
in the provision of expected services.

B2.2 Environmental Impact (2 points)

a)

b)

d)

Provide plans and Corporate policies that address fleet emissions, facility process energy
consumption, or other resource consumption associated with the provision of services as outlined
in this RFP.

Provide any Alternative Fuels/Green Fleet Initiative(s) to be used in the provision of services as
outlined in this RFP,

Spill Response Plan to address mechanical failures (e.g. hydraulic) and any liquids escaping
containment area of collection vehicles.

Provide details on local market uptake of commodities.
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B3 CONVENIENCE TO RESIDENTS
B3.1 Ease of Participation (10 points)

a) Provide details on the proposed program’s level of accessibility for a broad range of participant
physical abilities, property configurations, and distance to sei-out location.

b) Provide details on the proposed program’s ability to address a broad range of participant physical
abilities and property configurations.

¢) Provide details on the proposed program’s ability to integrate with existing City waste
collections. -

d) Provide details on recycling container(s) sufficient volume, ability to address issues such as
windblown material and seasonal fluctuations in weather (e.g. rain, snow, freezing temperatures),
and provide convenience for a variety of residential property configurations.

e) Provide a detailed outline of the anticipated role of the Contractor in information dissemination
and promotional material development to encourage participation by residents. The Proponent
will be the main point of contact for customers utilizing the city-wide curbside recycling service.

B3.2 Implementation Plan (2 points)

a) Provide a detailed implementation plan specifying schedules and tasks including:
» Equipment acquisition
» Recycling container(s) roll-out

e  Start-up for collection services
» Education and promotion plans as required

B4 DIVERSION OF MATERIALS

B4.1 Range of Materials (2 points)

a) Range of materials collected, processed, and marketed for remanufacture to include, but is not
limited to:

i.  aluminium and tin cans; corrugated cardboard; mixed paper; newspaper; polycoat, fine paper,
magazines, boxboard; recyclable plastic #1-7 containers that have contained non-hazardous
products; plastic film; all provincially legislated beverage containers excluding glass; milk
cartons/jugs. :

b) Items accepted as Recyclables will be determined when contract is awarded.
¢) Both household glass and legislated glass beverage containers are excluded from this RFP.
B4.2 Material Capture (3 points)
a) Provide a plan outlining the approach to monitor and achieve high participation rates among

customers.

- | 5 ag .




b) Provide details for achieving high rates of material capture per commodity outlined in this RFP.
B4.3 Material Recycling and Re-Use (3 points)

a) Provide a strategy for selling the recyclable materials to market where the materials will be
processed for re-use or remanufacturing.

b) Where no market exists for a material, provide options for creative use of materials (preferably
with an emphasis on local use).

B5S PRICING FOR PROVISION OF UNSORTED FIBRE FOR DELIVERY TO
COSMOPOLITAN INDUSTRIES (3 points)

The City will continue to supply unsorted fibre to Cosmopolitan Industries on a regular basis. Because
the volume of fibre collected at the existing depots is expected to decrease with the implementation of a
curbside recycling program, the City will need to divert some paper from the Successful Proponent to
Cosmopolitan Industries, which may be up to 4,000 tonnes per year. As part of the financial evaluation,
the City is requesting a price per tonne for unsorted fibre in good condition delivered to Cosmopolitan
Industries. The fibre mmst be in approximately the following proportions: 76% ONP, 16% OCC, 8%
Mixed Waste Fibre.

a) Provide details on the method(s) for providing unsorted fibre for delivery to Cosmopolitan
Industries located at 28 Thirty-Fourth Street East, Saskatoon, Saskatchewan, Canada S7TK 3Y2.

b) - Provide pricing in the Financial Submission submitted in a separate sealed envelope as per
Appendix A Package 3.

‘The City may, in its sole discretion, disqualify a Proposal if a price per tonne for unsorted fibre in good
condition delivered to Cosmopolitan Industries is not provided.

B6 EVALUATION POINTS SUMMARY

Evaluation Criteria ‘ Maximum

Available Points
EFFICIENCY: Management and Track Record 10 points
EFFICIENCY : Quality Control 10 points
EFFICIENCY: Reporting 5 points
SUSTAINABILITY: Economic Viability : 20 points
SUSTAINABILITY: Environmental Impact 2 points
CONVENIENCE TO RESIDENTS: Ease of Participation 10 points
CONVENIENCE TO RESIDENTS: Implementation Plan : 2 points
DIVERSION OF MATERIALS: Range of Materials 2 points
DIVERSION OF MATERIALS: Material Capture 3 points
DIVERSION OF MATERIALS: Material Recycling and Re-Use 3 points
Pricing For Provision of Unsorted Fibre For Delivery To Cosmopolitan Industries 3 points
Financial Submission (Package 3) 30 points
TOTAL 100 points
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Financial Submission (30 points)

The Financial Proposal must be submitted in a separate sealed envelope as per Appendix A Package 3.

Price will be assigned 2 maximum of 30 evaluation points. The lowest cost acceptable proposal will be
given 30 points, with lesser points awarded to mare expensive proposals on a proportional basis.

Example: Consider two proposals; A and B. Proposal A has the lowest price of $100,000. Proposal B’s
price is $125,000. Proposal A, having the lowest price will be awarded the full 30 points, while points

earned by proposal B will be calculated based on this formula:

Example: Earned Points = 30—[30(125,000-100,000);’ 100,000] =30-75=22.5

For the purposes of evaluating proposals, the annual tonnage used will be 26,000 tonnes for 2012

increasing incrementally by 3% each subsequent year.

YEAR ONE
Ttem Pricing
Collection of Recyclables from Serviced Units
O . B /tonne recycled
(minimum semi-menthly)
b /tonne recycled
Processing of collected Recyclables
b /tonne recycled
Public Education & Promotion
' $ /tonne recycled
Customer Call Centre & Customer Service
TOTAL 3 /tonne recycled
Provision of unsorted fibre to Cosmopolitan Industries i) /tonne provided
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YEAR TWO

Item Pricing
Collection of Recyclables from Serviced Units $ /tonne recycled
{minimum semi-monthly)

3 /tonne recycled
Processing of collected Recyclables

$ ftonne recycled
Public Education & Promotion

$ ftonne recycled
Customer Call Centre & Customer Service
TOTAL ‘ ¥ /tonne recycled
Provision of unsorted fibre to Cosmopolitan Industries $ /tonne provided

YEAR THREL

Item Pricing
Collection of Recyclables from Serviced Units $ /tonne recycled
(minimum semi-monthiy)

5 /tonne recycled
Processing of collected Recyclables

§ _ /tonne recycled
Public Education & Promotion

$ /tonne recycled
Customer Call Centre & Customer Service
TOTAL 3 /tonne recycled
Provision of unsorted fibre to Cosmopolitan Industries $ /tonne provided
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YEAR FOUR

Ttem Pricing
Collection of Recyclables from Serviced Units
. . ‘ A /tonne recycled

(minimum semi-monthly)

$ /tonne recycled
Processing of collected Recyclables

$ /tonne recycled
Public Education & Promotion

b /tonne recycled
Customer Call Centre & Customer Service
TOTAL hJ /tonne recycled
Provision of unsoried fibre to Cosmopolitan Indusiries $ /tonne provided

YEAR FIVE

Ttem ' _ Pricing
Collection of Recyclables from Serviced Units $ /tonne recycled
(minimum semi-monthly)

$ /tonne recycled
Processing of collected Recyclables

$ /tonne recycled
Public Education & Promotion

by /tonne recycled
Customer Call Centre & Customer Service
TOTAL - b /tonne recycled
Provision of unsorted fibre to Cosmopolitan Industries 5 /tonne provided
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YEAR SIX

Item Pricing
Collection of Recyclables from Serviced Units
. : $ {tonne recycled
{minimum semi-monthly)
$ Htonne recycled
Processing of collected Recyclables
h /tonne recycled
Public Education & Promotion
h) /tonne recycled
Customer Call Centre & Customer Service
TOTAL S ftonne recycled
Provision of unsorted fibre to Cosmopolitan Industries 8 {tonne provided
YEAR SEVEN
Ttem Pricing
Collection of Recyclables from Serviced Units $ /ronne recycled
(minimum semi-monthly)
' $ /tonne recycled
Processing of collected Recyclables
$ /tonne recycled
Public Education & Promotion
$ /tonne recycled
Customer Call Centre & Customer Service
TOTAL 5 /tonne recycled
Provision of unsorted fibre to Cosmopelitan Industries NS /tonne provided

NOTE: The Evaluation Committee will calculate the total bid price using a Net Present Value for
each of the annual prices provided over the seven year term of the Project. A discount rate of five

percent (5%) will be used to calculate this Value.
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OPTIONAL Item Pricing
Collection of Recyclables from Multi-Unit Dwellings $
Processing of collected Recyclables b
TOTAL §
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, APPENDIX C
PROPONENT REGISTRATION FORM

(To be submitted by the Authorized Representative of the Proponent)
REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS
Submission Time: 4:00 p.m. (CST), October 7, 2011

To receive any further distributed information about this Request for Proposals, and to apply for access to
the electronic Data Room of the Project, please return this completed form, as soon as possible, to:

Contact Person : Kelly Goyer
Email: kelly.goyer@saskatoon.ca

PROPONENT CONTACT INFORMATION

NAME OF PROPONENT:

STREET ADDRESS:

CITY POSTAL CODE:

CITY:

MAILING ADDRESS, IF DIFFERENT:

FAX: ( )

TELEPHONE: ( )

CONTACT PERSON:

E-MAIL ADDRESS:
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In consideration of the City’s agreement to allow the undersigned (Proponent) to participate in the
Request for Proposal (RFP), issued August 12, 2011, the Proponent hereby agrees that:

1. Understanding of Proposal Call Process

The Proponent acknowledges and agrees:

a)

b)

c)
d)

This is not a tender process. An RFP has been issued seeking Proposals from Proponents. The
Preferred Proponent will be selected based on a number of mandatory and non-mandatory criteria
detailed in the RFP;

The proposal call process will include opportunities to discuss aspects of the Proponent’s proposal
with project management representatives that are either employed, or appointed, by the City;

That it will commit to providing a Proposal which includes the full scope of services required for this
Project as indicated in the RFP; and

That it will comply with the procedures and process detailed in the RFP.

2. Limitation of Damages

The Proponent:

a)

b)

agrees not to bring any Claim against the City or any of its employees, Advisers or representatives for
damages in excess of an amount equivalent to the reasonable costs incurred by the Proponent in
preparing its Proposal for any matter in respect of this RFP or Competitive Selection Process,
including:

i. if the City accepts a non-compliant proposal or otherwise breaches (including breach of
material terms) the terms of this RFP or the Competitive Selection Process; or
ii. if the Project or Competitive Selection Process is modified, suspended or cancelled for any

reason (including modification of the scope of the Project or modification of this RFP or
both) or the City exercises any rights under this RFP; and
waives any and all Claims against the City or any of its employees, advisers or representatives for
loss of anticipated profits or loss of opportunity if no agreement is made between the City and the
Proponent for any reason, including:

i. if the City accepts a non-compliant proposal or otherwise breaches (including breach of
material terms) the terms of this RFP or the Competitive Selection Process; or
il. if the Project or Competitive Selection Process is modified, suspended or cancelled for any

reason (including modification of the scope of the Project or modification of this RFP or
both) or the City exercises any rights under this RFP.

3. Proponent’s Representative

The Proponent’s Representative identified below is an officer of the company and is fully authorized to
represent the Proponent in any and all matters related to its Proposal.

PROPONENT PROPONENT REPRESENTATIVE
Name of Firm Name
Address E-mail Address
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APPENDIX D
CONFLICT OF INTEREST DECLARATION FORM

|RFP Proponent’s Letterhead]
To: [Insert client and submission location]

Attention: [Insert contact person]

In consideration of the City’s agreement to consider our Proposal in accordance with the terms of the
RFP, the Proponent acknowledges that:
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REPORT NO. 15-2011 Saskatoon, Saskatchewan

Wednesday, August 17, 2011

His Worship the Mayor and City Council
The City of Saskatoon

ADMINISTRATIVE REPORTS

Section A — COMMUNITY SERVICES

Al) Land-Use Applications Received by the Community Services Department
For the Period Between June 30, 2011 to August 2, 2011
(For Information Only)
(Files CK. 4000-5, PL. 4355-D and PL.. 4300)

RECOMMENDATION: that the information be received.

The following applications have been received and are being processed:

Discretionary Use

Application No. D7/11:

Applicant:
Legal Description:

1515 Edward Avenue
Lorraine Sadler
Lots 45 and 46, Block 1, Plan G107

Current Zoning;: R2

Proposed Use: Bed and Breakfast

Neighbourhood: North Park

Date Received; Tune 30, 2011
Subdivision

Application No. 44/11:

2514/2518 Kelvin Avenue

Applicant: Larson Surveys Ltd. for New Look Renovations and
Bellevue Construction

Legal Description: Lots 11, 12, and 13, Block 17, Plan G234

Current Zoning;: R2

Neighbourhood: Avalon

Date Received:

Application No. 45/11:

July 14, 2011

209 3" Street East

Applicant: Larson Surveys Ltd. for Prime Developments Ltd.
Legal Description: Lots 35, 36, and 37, Block 21, Plan G229

Current Zoning: R2

Neighbourhood: Buena Vista

Date Received: July 14, 2011
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Subdivision

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

Application No. 46/11:

Applicant:

Lepal Description:
Current Zoning:
Neighbourhood:
Date Received:

Application No. 47/11:

Applicant:

Legal Description:
Current Zoning:
Neighbourhood:
Date Received:

Application No. 48/11:

Applicant:

Legal Description:
Current Zoning:
Neighbourhood:
Date Received:

Application No. 49/11;

Applicant:
Legal Description:

Current Zoning:
Neighbourhood:
Date Received:

Application No. 50/11:

Applicant:

Legal Description:
Current Zoning;
Neighbourhood:
Date Received:

357 LaRonge Road

Webb Surveys for 101000639 Sask. Ltd.
Lot 10, Block 662, Plan 77525116

R2

River Heights

July 13, 2011

3403, 3415 and 3427 Faithfull Avenue
Webb Surveys for West Corr Holdings Ltd.
Lots 1, 2, and 3, Block 869, Plan 01SA25986
IL1

Hudson Bay Park

July 13, 2011

419 Brand Road

Webb Surveys for Vaughn Wyant Investments Ltd.
Part of Lot 2, Block 427, Plan 00SA01739

AM

CN Industrial

July 21, 2011

Maclnnes Street/Cornish Road/Lewin Crescent
Webster Surveys for Dundee Realty Corp.

Part S.E. % Sec. 15-36-5-W3M and

Part N.E. Y% Sec, 10-36-5-W3M

RI1A

Stonebridge

July 29, 2011

2008 Coy Avenue

Altus Geomatics for 101054472 Sask. Ltd.
Lots 37, 38, and 39, Block 20, Plan H4128
R2

Exhibition

July 29, 2011

There are no environmental and/or greenhouse gas implications.
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PUBLIC NOTICE

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

ATTACHMENTS

Plan of Proposed Discretionary Use No. D7/11
Plan of Proposed Subdivision No. 44/11
Plan of Proposed Subdivision No. 45/11
Plan of Proposed Subdivision No. 46/11
Plan of Proposed Subdivision No. 47/11
Plan of Proposed Subdivision No. 48/11
Plan of Proposed Subdivision No. 49/11
Plan of Proposed Subdivision No. 50/11

0N L AW

A2) Application to Amend DCD1 District — Victory Majors Investments Corporation
(Files CK. 4350-011-3 and PL. 4350-Z7/11)

RECOMMENDATION: that the information be received.

REPORT

Victory Majors Investments Corporation has submitted a revised development proposal with respect
to Parcel YY. This revised proposal includes an office building which includes retail space at grade,
a residential tower, and a hotel. The proposal also includes a large plaza, which fronts onto Spadina
Crescent. All parking is proposed to be provided underground. Please refer to Attachment 1 —
Proposed Building Elevations and Site Plan — 200 Spadina Crescent East.

In order to facilitate this proposed development, Victory Majors Investments Corporation has
submitted an application to amend the following provisions of the DCD1 District:

1) Section 13.1.3.1 a) Offices — Increase the maximum gross floor area of offices from
30 percent up to a maximum of 100,000 square feet to 40 percent up to a maximum
of 250,000 square feet per site;

2) Section 13.1.3.3 a) Maximum Building Height — Increase the maximum building
height on Parcel Y'Y from 68 metres to 95 metres;

3) Section 13.1.3.3 b) Building Setbacks — Provide the flexibility to reduce or eliminate
building setbacks based on the merit and intent to the overall urban design, wind
mitigation, accessibility, and at-grade openness; and
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4) Section 13.1.3.3 ¢) Maximum Floor Space Ratio — Increase the maximum floor
space ratio on Parcel YY from 4:1 to 6:1.

The Community Services Department will be arranging a community engagement process to
provide the opportunity for public input regarding these proposed amendments. This consultation
process will take place in September. It is anticipated that City Council will consider these
proposed amendments in November or December of this year. Should these amendments be

approved, the application for a Development Permit for this development will be brought forward
for City Council’s consideration early in the new year.

It should be noted that your Administration is also considering several other amendments to the
DCD1 regulations that would apply to sites in the area. It is anticipated that these amendments will

be considered in a separate, but parallel, track to the Victory Majors Investment Corporation’s
application.

PUBLIC NOTICE

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

ATTACHMENT

1. Proposed Building Elevations and Site Plan — 200 Spadina Crescent East




Section B - CORPORATE SERVICES

B1) Incentive Application
Yanke Group of Companies
(Files CK. 3500-13 and CS. 3500-1)

RECOMMENDATION: 1) that the application from Yanke Group of Companies for a
five-year tax abatement on the incremental portion of taxes
at 1359 Fletcher Avenue, be approved as follows:

100% in Year 1
80% in Year 2
70% in Year 3
60% in Year 4
50% in Year 5; and,

2) that the City Solicitor be instructed to prepare the
appropriate agreement.

REPORT

Attached is a report from Bryan Leverick, Chair, Saskatoon Regional Economic Development
Authority Inc. (SREDA) Board of Directors. The report is self-explanatory and provides the
required information for City Council to consider the request by Yanke Group of Companies for
a five-year tax abatement.

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.

ATTACHMENT

1. Report — Chair, SREDA Board of Directors

B2) Communications to Council
From: Henry Dayday
Date: May 10, 2011
Subject: Civic Spending
(Files CKK. 1500-1 and CS. 1500-1)

RECOMMENDATION: that the information be received.
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At its meeting held on May 24, 2011, City Council considered the above-noted letter
(Attachment 1) with respect to civic spending. Council passed a motion that the letter be
referred to the Administration to respond to the writer.

Your Administration has responded to Mr. Dayday and is attaching a copy of that letter
(Attachment 2) for Council’s information.

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. Letter dated May 10, 2011 from Henry Dayday
2. Letter dated August 8, 2011 from Marlys Bilanski to Henry Dayday




Section D - HUMAN RESOURCES

D1) 2010 Contract Negotiations
Canadian Union of Public Employees Local No. 859
(File No. CK. 4720-6)

RECOMMENDATION: 1) that City Council approve the proposed changes set out in
the attached report dated July 15, 2011, with respect to the
2010 - 2012 contract with the Canadian Union of Public
Employees Local No. 859; and,

2) that City Council authorize completion of the revised
contract incorporating all the changes for execution by His
Worship the Mayor and the City Clerk under the Corporate
Seal.
REPORT

Attached is a report dated July 15, 2011, detailing conditions agreed upon by the bargaining team
of the City and the Canadian Union of Public Employees Local No. 859.

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.
ATTACHMENT

1. Report dated July 15, 2011



Section E — INFRASTRUCTURE SERVICES

E1) Post Budget Increase

Capital Project 625 — McOrmond Drive Sanitary & Storm Sewer Trunks
Award of Owner’s Engineering Services
(Files CK. 7820-2 and IS. 7820-71)

RECOMMENDATION: 1) that a post budget increased from $175,000 to $650,000 be
approved for Capital Project 625 - McOrmond Drive
Sanitary and Storm Sewer Trunks;

2) that the post budget increase of $475,000 be funded from
the Trunk Sewer Reserve;

3) that the proposal submitted by CH2M Hill Canada Ltd. for
Owner’s Engineer Services for the McOrmond Drive
Sanitary & Storrn Sewer Trunks, on a time and expense
basis, at an estimated total cost of $637,732 (including
G.S.T. and applicable P.S.T.) be accepted; and

4) that the City Solicitor be instructed to prepare the necessary
Engineering Services Agreement for execution by His

Worship the Mayor and the City Clerk under the Corporate
Seal.

REPORT

Capital Project 625 - Trunk Sewer — North East Sector, includes approved funding in the amount
of $175,000.

In order to develop the east sector of Saskatoon, sanitary and storm sewer trunk servicing is
required in the area. These trunks will be located under McOrmond Drive, beginning at
Highway 5 and connecting with the existing trunks at Attridge Dr. The overall project will

consist of two large diameter sewer pipes, each 1.5 kilometres in length. The estimated cost of
construction is $30,000,000.

Due to the complex nature of such a construction project in a developed neighbourhood, the

Administration has determined that the project would best be delivered through a design-build
approach.

A request for proposal (RFP) for Owner’s Engineering Services to provide design-build support
and construction services for the sanitary and storm sewer trunks closed on July 7, 2011. Four
proposals were received as follows:
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AECOM Canada Ltd.;
Associated Engineering Ltd.;
CH2M Hill Canada Ltd.; and
Stantec Consulting Ltd.

® & o o

After a thorough evaluation of the submissions, the Administration is recommending that the
proposal submitted by CH2M Hill Canada Ltd. be accepted, at a total cost, on a time and expense
basis, estimated at $637,732 (including G.S.T, and applicable P.S.T.).

Timely initiation of this project by CH2M Hill Canada Lid. will allow for the selection of a
design build team by March 31, 2012, with construction of the trunk sewers to be completed to
provide service for the east sector developments in late 2014.

FINANCIAL IMPACT

The estimated net cost to the City for the proposal from CH2M Hill Canada Ltd. is as follows:

Estimated Cost $598,800.00
P.S.T. (5% of 30%) § 8,982.00
G.S.T. § 29,940.00
Total Fees $637,732.00
G.S.T. Rebate $(29,940.00)
Total $607,782.00

There is funding available within Capital Project 625 - Trunk Sewer — North East Sector in the
amount of $175,000. It is recommended that a post budget increase in the amount of $475,000,
to be funded from the Trunk Sewer Reserve, be approved to cover the shortfall of $462,732 for

the Owner’s Engineering Services, as well as $12,268 for additional administrative in-house
expenses.

PUBLIC NOTICE

Public Notice pursuant to Section 3 of Policy No. C01-021, Public Notice Policy, is not required.
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E2) Proposed Amendments to
Speed Limit Changes
(File No. CK. 6320-1)

Bylaw 7200, The Traffic Bylaw

RECOMMENDATION: that the City Solicitor be instructed to amend Bylaw 7200 — The
Traffic Bylaw, Schedule 4 — Maximum Speeds to reflect the
following:

a)
b)
c)
d)
€)
f)

g)

h)

i)

k)

D

BACKGROUND

60 km/hr —~Lowe Road from a point 600 metres north of
Nelson Road to a point 200 meters south of Atton Crescent;
80 km/hr - Lowe Road from Agra Road to the North City
Limit;

80 kmv/h - McOrmond Drive from 8% Street East to College
Drive/Highway 5;

80 km/hr — Zimmerman Road from College Drive/Highway 5
to the South City Limit;

80 km/hr —Blackley Road from Highway 41 to the North City
Limit;

80km/hr — Fleury Road from Range Road 3045 to the East
City Limit;

80 km/hr — Central Avenue from Agra Road to the North
City Limit;

100 km/hr —Highway 41 from Highway 5 to the East City
Limit;

60 km/hr — Atiridge Drive from Circle Drive to McOrmond
Drive;

90km/hr —College Drive/Highway 5 from a point 450 metres
east of Central Avenue to a point 1,617 metres east of Central
Avenue,

100 km/hr — College Drive/Highway 5 from a point 1,617
metres east of Central Avenue to the East City Limit; and

80 km/hr — Millar Avenue from 71 Street to the North City
Limit.

The City of Saskatoon recently annexed roadways which fell under provincial traffic bylaws and
must now be included in the Traffic Bylaw, 7200.
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The recommended maximum allowable speeds for new and/or modified roadways are based on
road classification, adjacent land use, driver behaviour and familiarity, and/or safety concerns.
The goal is to establish a reasonable and safe speed limit that is appropriate for a particular
roadway based on its design and classification. The posted speed limit should also ensure
continuity and reflect the behaviour of the majority of drivers under favourable conditions.

REPORT

The speed limits of roadways outside of city limits are governed by The Traffic Safety Act, which
states that the speed limit on any provincial roadway that lacks speed limit signage is 80 km/hr.
In order to maintain driver familiarity and ensure safe driving conditions, the Administration is
recommending that the speed limit on the following roadways be maintained when included in

Bylaw 7200, since no significant changes to adjacent land use have been made since the
annexation:

Lowe Road from Agra Road to the North City Limit (80 km/hr);

McOrmond Drive from 8™ Street East to College Drive/Highway 5 (80 km/hr);

Zimmerman Road from Highway 5 to the South City Limit (80 km/hr);

Blackley Road from Highway 41 to the North City Limit {80 km/hr);

Fleury Road from Range Road 3045 to the East City Limit (80 km/hr);

Central Avenue from Agra Road to the North City Limit (80 km/hr);

Highway 41 from Highway 5 to the East City Limit (100 km/hr);

College Drive/Highway 5 from a point 450 metres east of Central Avenue to a point

1,617 metres east of Central Avenue (90 km/hr);

s College Drive/Highway 5 from a point 1,617 east of Central Avenue to the East City
Limit (100 km/hr); and

e Millar Avenue from 71% Street to the North City Limit (80 km/hr).

It 1s recommended that the following .changcs to speed limits be applied to the following
roadways:

Lowe Road and Central Avenue, north of Agra Road to a point 1,617 metres north of Apgra Road
(from 60km/hr to 80 km/hr)

Currently, the speed limit on Lowe Road and Central Avenue, north of Agra Road to a point
1,617 meires north of Agra Road (i.e. the old City Limits), is posted at 60 km/hr. In order to
remain consistent with all other grid roads, the Administration is recommending that the speed
limits on these sections of Lowe Road and Central Avenue be increased to 80 km/hr, since no
development has yet occurred in these areas.
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Lowe Road from a point 200 metres south of Atton Crescent to Agra Road (60 km/hr to 50
km/hr)

Given the roadway’s future use as a route to the new Evergreen neighbourhood, the
Administration is recommending that the posted speed limit of 60 km/hr be reduced to 50 km/hr

at the neighbourhood entrance. The speed limit on Lowe Road will resume at 80 km/hr at Agra
Road to the North City Limit.

Attridge Drive from Circle Drive to Rever Road (70 km/hr to 60 km/hr)

The Administration is recommending that the current posted speed limit of 70 km/hr be reduced
to 60 km/hr to ensure consistency with Attridge Drive from Rever Road to McOrmond Drive, as
well as to improve safety of left turns at the Circle Drive overpass and at the intersection of
Attridge Drive and Central Avenue.

Speed limits in the annexed land and surrounding areas are illustrated in Attachment 1.

OPTIONS
No other options were considered.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

There are no policy implications.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

Implementation costs are nominal and are provided for in the existing Operating Budget.

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. Annexed Land and Surrounding Area Speed Limits
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E3)  School Signing Revisions
(File No. CK. 5200-5)

RECOMMENDATION: that the school signing revisions, as set out in the following report,
be approved.

REPORT

Infrastructure Services has received a request to expand the school speed zone at Princess
Alexandra School.

Avenue G is located at the rear of Princess Alexandra School, and is a secondary access for

pedestrians. Reducing the speed on this street during school hours will enhance the safety of
pedestrians along this roadway.

The Administration is recommending that a school speed zone be installed on Avenue G,
adjacent to the Princess Alexandra School playground located between 20™ Street and 21 Street,
as shown on Plan 212-0042-001r-004 (Attachment 1).

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

The proposed location of this school speed zone complies with Policy C07-015 - Reduced Speed
Zone for Schools.

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

[.  Plan 212-0042-001r004
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E4) Proposed Bylaw No. 8954
Closure of Right-of-Way

Walkway adjacent to 67 and 71 Bence Crescent
(File CK., 6295-1)

RECOMMENDATION: that Council consider Bylaw No 8954, The Street Closing Bylaw,
2011 No. 7).

REPORT

City Council, at is meeting held on March 14, 2011, during consideration of Matters Requiring
Public Notice, considered a request for closure of the walkway adjacent to 67 and 71 Bence
Crescent and resolved:

“1)  that the walkway adjacent to 67 and 71 Bence Crescent 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 walkway, the land be sold to Gerald and Cindy Hubic of
71 Bence Crescent, for $1,000.”

The Administration has received the Plan of Proposed Subdivision, prepared by Webb Surveys,
dated April 28, 2011. SaskPower has advised that they have existing facilities with easements
within the area and approve the proposed closure. The Administration is, therefore,
recommending that Bylaw 8954, The Street Closing Bylaw, 2011 (No. 7) be approved.

PUBLIC NOTICE

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

ATTACHMENT

1. Proposed Bylaw 8954, The Street Closing Bylaw, 2011 (No. 7)
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ES) 2011 Connection Rehabilitation
(File No. CK-7780-1)

RECOMMENDATION: 1) that the proposal submitted by Brunner’s Construction for
the 2011 Connection Rehabilitation, at a total estimated
cost of $1,178,698.50, be accepted; and

2) that His Worship the Mayor and the City Clerk be
authorized to execute the contract documents, as prepared
by the City Solicitor, under the corporate seal.

REPORT

The repair and replacement of water and sewer connections to residences in Saskatoon 1s
contracted annually.

On July 13, 2011, a Request for Proposals (RFP) for the replacement of failed water and sewer
connections was issued. This contract is to run from July 25, 2011 to April 30, 2012.

One proposal was received from Brunner’s Construction, which after review was determined to
be acceptable.

The Administration is recommending that the proposal submitted by Brunner’s Construction for

the 2011 Connection Rehabilitation contract, at a total estimated cost of $1,178,698.50, be
approved.

FINANCIAL IMPACT

The net cost to the City for the proposal submitted by Brunner’s Construction is as follows:

Base Fee $1,122,570.00
G.S.T. $ 56,128.50
Total Fees $1,178,698.50
Less Home Owner Cost ($ 361,600.00)
Less Home Owner G.S.T. ($ 18,080.00)
Less G.5.T. Rebate (5__38.048,50)

Net Cost to City $ 760,970.00
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In this contract, the City is to pay 60% of the cost of the rehabilitation to a home, and the
homeowner is to pay 40%, to the maximum of $2,250. The homeowner has the option to pay
Brunner’s Construction directly, or have the amount added to their property taxes.

There are sufficient funds within the Operating Budget and Capital Project 1615 — Water
Distribution.

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.

E6) Post Budget Increase
Capital Project — 1417 — Trunk Sewer — Blairmore
Award of Tender — Contract 11-0042 - Blairmore Sewage Pumping Station
(Files CK. 7820-4 and IS. 4111-47-5)

RECOMMENDATION: 1) that a post budget increase of $1,881,000 to Capital Project
1417 — Trunk Sewer — Blairmore be approved;

2) that $790,000 of the post budget increase be funded from
the Lift Station Reserve and $1,091,000 be funded from the
Prepaid Service Reserve;

3) that the tender submitted by Saskcon Repair Services Ltd.
for Contract 11-0042 - Blairmore Sewage Pumping Station,
Option #2, at a total tender cost of $10,379,250 (including
P.S.T. and G.S.T.) be accepted; and

4) that His Worship the Mayor and the City Clerk be
authorized to execute the contract documents, as prepared
by the City Solicitor, under the corporate seal.

REPORT

Capital Project 1417 — Trunk Sewers — Blairmore and Capital Project 1678 — Wet Weather
Systems - Wet Weather Inflow Remediation include funding in the amount of $7,522,000 and
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$1,282,000 respectively, for a total of 8,804,000, for the construction of the Blairmore Sewage
Pumping Station. This project will provide sanitary trunk sewer servicing for the future
Kensington neighbourhood and the future Blairmore 2 neighbourhood. It will also provide flood
protection for the Confederation neighbourhood and the area west of 33™ Street. In addition, by
re-routing sanitary sewage loadings from the Confederation neighbourhood, the main sewage
interceptor will be relieved to allow for future downtown development.

Tenders were opened publicly on July 12, 2011 for Contract 11-0042 — Blairmore Sewage
Pumping Station. Four tenders were received and the results are listed below:

Option #1 Option #2
BIDDER TOTAL TENDER TOTAL TENDER
PRICE PRICE
Saskcon Repair Services Ltd. $10,316,250 $10,379,250
Saskatoon, SK
Ledcor Construction Ltd. $11,466,934 $11,537,000
Saskatoon, SK
Graham Construction ' $13,020,000 $13,079,827
Saskatoon, SK
Allan Construction $13,356,000 $13,415,850

Saskatoon, SK

Two options were tendered using different pump systems. Both systems can handle the needs of
the facility; however, they have different requirements for cooling which requires different sizes
of ventilation equipment. Option #1 just meets the capacity requirements of the design flows,
while Option #2 comfortably exceeds the capacity requirements and will reduce maintenance and
increase the reliability of the facility. Option #2 may also extend the time until another lift

station will be required to service the City’s long-term sewage needs for the west side of
Saskatoon.

1t is the Administration’s opinion that the long term value, which has been deemed sufficiently
greater for Option #2, justifies the slightly greater cost.

It is recommended that the low bid for Option #2, from Saskcon Repair Services Ltd., in the
amount of $10,379,250 (including G.S.T. and P.S.T.) be accepted. Saskcon Repair Services Ltd.
has performed similar work for the City in the past and has provided the required bid bond and
consent of surety.
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The engineer’s final estimate of the total tender price was $9,610,000 (including G.S.T.).
FINANCIAL IMPACT

The net cost to the City for the low bid submitted by Saskcon Repair Services Ltd. for Option #2
is as follows:

Base Tender Amount $9,885,000
G.8.T. 494,250
Total Tender Price $10,379,250
Less G.S.T. Rebate to City  { 494,250)
Net Cost to City $9,885,000

The construction costs for the project as identified in the low bid submitted by Saskcon Repair
Services Ltd. are $9,885,000. When consulting fees and project administration costs are
included with the construction costs, the total estimated project costs are expected to be
$1,881,000 higher than the $8,804,000 originally budgeted. A post-budget increase to Capital
Project 1417 — Trunk Sewer — Blairmore, from $8,804,000 to $10,685,000 is, therefore, being
requested, with $790,000 to be funded from the Lift Station Reserve and $1,091,000 to be
funded from the Prepaid Service Reserve.

There are sufficient funds within the Lift Station Reserve and Prepaid Service Reserve.

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.

E7) Request for Change Order
Contract 11-0041 - Blairmore Storm Pond #1
{Files CK. 292-011-27 and IS, 4111-47-5)

RECOMMENDATION: that a Change Order in the amount of $543,460 for Contract No.
11-0041, Blairmore Storm Pond #1, be approved.
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REPORT

On May 2, 2011, the tender from Lux Construction Ltd., for Contract 11-0041 — Blairmore
Storm Pond #1, was awarded, at a total net cost of $1,597,092.10 {excluding G.5.T.). The
project is to be funded from Capital Project 1417 — Trunk Sewers — Blairmore.

The original tender specified that material excavated from the storm pond be stockpiled at a
designated location. It has now been identified that it would be more efficient to use this
material to fill in low areas surrounding the pond, which will need to be filled for future
neighbourhood development in the area. By filling in these low areas now, the City would save

on the cost by not having to handle the material twice, as well as save on any increased costs to
do the work in the future.

As the area to be filled is not scheduled for development for approximately five years, it will be
seeded to reduce weed growth and dust during that time.

The proposed estimated work to be included in the change order is as follows:
e 28,500 m? of additional topsoil stripping;

¢ 100,400 m’ of excavation to embankment; and
e 35.2 acres of grass seeding.

The cost of the additional work, as outlined above, totals $563,460, which is greater than 25% of
the tendered contract price. '

FINANCIAL IMPACT

There are sufficient funds within approved Capital Project 1417 — Trunk Sewers — Blairmore.

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.
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E8) Proposed Land Exchange Agreement
Between the City of Saskatoon and the Saskatoon Regional Health Authority
Part of Parcel X, Plan 02SA 04690 (City of Saskatoon) and

Part of Parcel A, Plan 89503644 (Saskatoon Regional Health Authority)
(Files CK. 4020-1 and LA. 4020-53)

RECOMMENDATION: 1) that City Council approve an exchange of lands between
the City of Saskatoon and the Saskatoon Regional Health
Authority, as shown on Schedule A entitled, “Land
Exchange: City of Saskatoon and Saskatoon Regional
Health Authority (SHR)” (Attachment 1); and

2) that the City Solicitor be requested to prepare the necessary
agreements for execution by His Worship the Mayor and
City Clerk under the corporate seal.

BACKGROUND

At its meeting held May 25, 2010, City Council considered Clause E4, Report No. 9-2010 of the
Infrastructure Services Department, regarding a post budget adjustment for the 25 Street
Extension, and adopted, in part, that $1,118,000 of the post budget adjustment be funded from
the Dedicated Roadway Reserve. The report indicated that a portion of the post budget
adjustment to be funded from the Dedicated Roadway Reserve was required for the replacement
of the Saskatoon Health Region (SHR) lands.

REPORT

The Corporate Project Team, in conjunction with the City Solicitor, has negotiated a Land
Exchange Agreement with the SHR, subject to Council approval, whereby two parcels of land
(shown as “(3)” and “(4)” on Attachment 1), will be provided to SHR in exchange for the lands
required for the 25™ Street Extension (shown as “(1)” and “(2)” on Attachment 1).

In addition to the exchange of land, the City will also compensate the SHR for the foliowing:

1. Loss of Parking Stalls
The sum of $60,000 will be paid to the SHR. This value represents compensation

for the loss of six parking stalls ($10,000 per stall) as a result of the land
exchange.
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2. Loss of Revenue from Billboard Lease
The City shall compensate the SHR for its loss of gross revenue from the
billboard lease in the amount of $10,000 per year remaining in the term of the
lease between the SHR and the billboard company. Compensation for the year
2011 shall be prorated from the date of the lease termination. Approximately five
years are remaining on the term of the lease.

3. Angle Parking Along Rear of SHR Site

To allow for improved traffic flow on Wall Street north of 24" Street, the parking
stalls behind the SHR building will be converted to angle parking. As a result of
the existing nose-in parking stalls being converted to angle parking, the City will
compensate the SHR for the loss of one parking stall due to the conversion at a
rate of $10,000 per stall.

Attachment 1 illustrates the land exchange details between the City of Saskatoon and the SHR.
Also attached is the Plan of Proposed Subdivision (Attachment 2).

Significant terms and conditions of the Land Exchange Agreement are as follows:

1. Closing Date
Will be the earlier of: that date which is 5 business days following notification from the
City to the SHR that titles to the lands exchanged have been raised as a result of the
subdivision process; or January 16, 2012,

2, Temporary Parking
The City shall construct a temporary parking facility on City lands shown as *(3)” on
Attachment 1, and as Parcel H on Attachment 2. This temporary parking facility will
accommodate the SHR site parking that will be displaced by the extension of 25™ Street
and the requirement of the SHR land for the 25 Street roadway.

3. Permanent Parking
The City shall construct a permanent paved and electrified parking facility on the City
lands shown as *“(3)” on Attachment 1. Upon completion of this permanent parking
facility, the SHR shall relocate its displaced parking to this permanent parking facility.

4, Possession Date
The City shall be entitled to possession of the SHR lands shown as “(1)” on Attachment 1

on the date which is two business days following notice to the SHR that the temporary
parking facility is ready for occupation.
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The SHR shall be entitled to possession of the City lands shown as “(3)” on Attachment 1
two business days following notice to the SHR that the permanent parking facility is
ready for occupancy.

The SHR shall be entfitled to possession of the City lands shown as “{4)" on Attachment 1
on the closing date of the Agreement.

5. Option to Re-Purchase
In the event that the SHR no longer requires Parcel H as shown on Attachment 2 for

parking purposes, the City shall have the option to re-purchase the land for the sum of
$350,000.

6. Alternate Configuration of Parcel H
The City may, at its sole option, designate an alternative configuration for Parcel H as
shown on Attachment 3. This optional configuration of Parcel H allows for an alternative

building access strategy and parking configuration in and around Wall Street and Pacific
Avenue.

7. Other Terms

(1)  The City shall be responsible for all survey, subdivision and land registry fees in
respect of this land exchange.

(2)  The lands being exchanged are being transferred on an “as is, where is” basis.
(3)  Each party shall be responsible for its own legal costs.

The total estimated cost of all conditions is $245,000.
OPTIONS
There are no options.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

There are no policy implications.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

As approved by City Council in May 2010, the acquisition costs and related expenses will be
funded from the Dedicated Roadway Reserve.
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STAKEHOLDER INVOLVEMENT

A public open house was held in September 2010. This open house provided details of the project
to the public and allowed for feedback on the proposed 25™ Street Extension.

In addition to an open house, various parking and building access concems that were expressed by
adjacent property owners have also been addressed and accommodated. The City has received
confirmation frorn both adjacent property owners indicating that they acknowledge and agree with a
proposal to close and sell certain portions of Wall Street, the lane currently connecting Wall Street
and Pacific Avenue, and the lane running north/south between Wall Street and Pacific Avenue.
This new proposal is illustrated on Attachment 3 and includes the alternative configuration of Parcel
H as set out in the Land Exchange Agreement with the SHR. The closing and selling of the above
mentioned lanes and street would all be subject to a public hearing. This public hearing is
scheduled to occur at the September 12, 2011 meeting of City Council.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS
There are no environmental implications.

PUBLIC NOTICE

Public Notice pursuant to Section 3 of Policy C01-021, Public Notice Policy, 1s not required.

ATTACHMENTS

I. Land Exchange: City of Saskatoon and Saskatoon Regional Health Authority (SHR)
2, Plan of Proposed Subdivision for the 25" Street Extension (Revision 5 — June 21, 2011)
3. Plan of Proposed Subdivision for the 25" Street Extension (Revision 7 — August 3, 2011)




Section I — UTILITY SERVICES

F1)  Saskatoon Regional Waste Management Centre
Surface Water Management
Engineering Services - Contract Approval
(Files CK. 7500-1 and WT. 7970-62)

RECOMMENDATION: 1) that the revised proposal for providing engineering services for
the development of a Surface Water Management Plan for the
Regional Waste Management Centre from XCG Consultants
Ltd., for a total upset fee of $106,415.87 (including G.S.T. and
P.S.T.) be accepted; and,

2) that the City Solicitor be instructed to prepare the necessary
Engineering Services Agreement for execution by His Worship
the Mayor and the City Clerk under the Corporate Seal.

BACKGROUND

Every spring and following significant rainfall events, the Saskatoon Regional Waste Management
Centre (Landfill Facility) experiences flooding in service areas and operational challenges to
accommeodate waste filling areas that are too wet for equipment. Erosion causes existing surface
water management infrastructure to quickly become clogged, with site resources being insufficient
to keep up with the required cleaning and maintenance.

The need for improved surface water management is one of the issues addressed in the May 16,
2011 Landfill Optimization report received by the Administration and Finance Committee at its
May 30, 2011 meeting. The report, originally to be presented by the Administration and Finance
Committee to Council on July 13, 2011, has been deferred to Council’s August 17, 2011 meeting.

Capital funding identified in the Landfill Optimization report, provides funding for a Surface
Water Management plan.

REPORT

A Terms of Reference was drafted outlining the requirements for the development of a Surface
Water Management plan. Consulting engineering firms were invited to submit proposals regarding
the provision of engineering services including the creation of a priority list of recommendations
for drainage improvements, design, tendering, and construction management for the most urgently
required infrastructure, and a plan outlining surface water management infrastructure requirements
through all stages of the Landfill development as per the Integrated Landfill Management Plan.
Responses were received from the following firms:

AMEC Earth & Environment
Klohn Crippen Berger Ltd.

MDH Engineered Solutions Corp.
XCG Consultants Ltd.

e o & @
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Following a rated criteria avaluation by Environmental Services Branch project management
engineers, the proposal submitted by XCG Consultants Ltd. was rated as most favourable for the
project.

OPTIONS

Administration could cancel the RFP and re-issue. However, the XCG proposal meets the
requirements of the City and was deemed most favourable.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

There are no policy implications.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The upset fee for engineering services for the project, and the net cost to the City would be as
follows:

Basic Upset Fee $80,591.00
Disbursements 19.330.00
Subtotal $99,921.00
P.S.T. (on 30% of design ($22,280)) 1,498.82
G.S.T. @ 5% | 4,996.05
Total Upset Fee $106,415.87
G.S.T. Rebate @ 5% {4.996.05)
Net Cost to the City $101,419.82

Sufficient funding has been identified in the Landfill Optimization report to cover the costs for
the engineering services for the development of a Landfill Facility Surface Water Management

Plan as well as the design, tender, and construction management of the high-priority
infrastructure requirements,

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

Proper surface water management is an environmental requirement under the Landfill Permit to
Operate issued by the Saskatchewan Ministry of Environment. If storm water contacts waste, it
becomes leachate, which can contaminate groundwater and adjacent water bodies (South
Saskatchewan River) if not contained and handled appropriately. Surface water management

improvements are required to properly direct storm water and to ensure leachate does not drain
off of the Landfill Facility.
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PUBLIC NOTICE

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

F2)  Saskatoon Tranmsit

Sole Source Purchase Over $100,000 — Mid-Size Low-Floor Bus
(File No. CK. 1402-1)

RECOMMENDATION: 1) that Administration be granted approval to purchase two (2)
mid-size low-floor buses from Crestline Coach Ltd., at an
estimated total cost of $137,436.36 each plus taxes; and,

2) that the Corporate Services Department, Purchasing
Services Branch be authorized to issue the Purchase Order
to Crestline Coach Ltd.

BACKGROUND

During its 2011 Capital Budget review process, City Council adopted Capital Project #0584 —
Transit-Additional Buses including the purchase of two mid-size, low-floor buses. Smaller, less
expensive buses are better suited to serve some of Transit’s neighbourhood collector routes.

REPORT

Transit has primarily been utilizing the four mid-size buses purchased in 2010 to support peak-
heavy routes and routes with low ridership such as routes 40, 25 and 28. Transit is working
towards identifying neighbourhoods that can be changed to a local route by summer of 2012. A
local route would service a group of neighbourhoods with one bus then return to a designated
transfer area or bus terminal to transfer passengers onto a DART bus. Montgomery (route 3) is a
prime example, whereby, it is currently interlined with the route 4 on the east side of the city and
runs through both the Confederation Terminal and the Downtown Terminal requiring up to ten
buses to maintain a consistent daily service.

Crestline’s Arboc Spirity of Mobility mid-size bus is currently the only available rear wheel
drive, low-floor bus with a full OEM (original equipment manufactured) suspension available
with a diesel engine. The Duramax engine has proven to be durable and is the same unit as the
newer Access Transit buses and the last four mid-sized Arboc buses purchased. As well, Transit
has purchased shop equipment specifically for service of these engines. Transit’s Maintenance
shop is not equipped or tooled to maintain gas powered vehicles. The Arboc does not have any
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stairs which makes it a true low-floor bus. Instead, a full-size, fold-out wheelchair ramp is used
as required, which is expected to be very customer-friendly for Transit customers with mobility
challenges. There are no other bus companies that build a product similar in mechanical design.

These buses will be purchased with an ‘extreme cold weather package’ with extra heating and
insulation, and have a seating capacity between 20 and 28 passengers with two wheelchair spots.
Administration estimates the purchase price to be $137,436.36 per bus, plus taxes. For
comparison, a traditional bus costs approximately $450,000.

The purchase of mid-size buses, combined with Transit’s replacement and refurbishment
strategy, will enable Transit to provide a fit-for-purpose fleet in the long term.

OPTIONS

As an alternative, Transit could develop tender specifications or a Request for Proposal for this
purchase. There are no other bus companies that currently build a mid-size bus that offers rear
wheel drive, full OEM suspension, a standard low floor bus with no stairs, a full-size wheelchair
ramp and a diesel engine. The Administration believes that until other bus companies begin
building a product similar in mechanical design, the purchase of Crestline’s Arboc mid-size bus
will accomplish the most favourable result for both Transit and its customers.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

There are no policy implications with respect to this purchase.

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.
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F3) Post-Budget Adjustments
Saskatoon Light & Power
Capital Projects 736, 1282, 1305, 1308, and 1342
(Files CK. 1703-ED and WT. 1703-01)

RECOMMENDATION: 1) that post-budget adjustments be approved for Saskatoon
Light & Power Capital Projects as follows:

a) additional funding of $200,000 for Project 1308-02;

b) additional funding of $225,000 for Project 0736-01;

¢} additional funding of $528,000 for Project 1305-05;

d) additional funding of $109,000 for Project 0736-03;

e) additional funding of $130,000 for Project 1342-01;

f) additional funding of $341,000 for Project 1282-01;
and,

2) that the total adjustment of $1,533,000 be funded as
follows:

a) $203,000 from the Electrical Distribution Extension
Reserve; and,

b) $1,330,000 from the Electrical Distribution
Replacement Reserve.

BACKGROUND

The purpose of this report is to request post-budget approvals for six capital projects. Three of
these projects relate to increased activity as a result of customer requests. The other three

projects relate to increased work quantities necessary to replace aging infrastructure within the
existing electrical distribution system.

In accordance with City Council Policy C03-001 (The Budget Process), City Council approval is
required for all capital projects with significant changes in scope as well as for projects requiring
additional funding or those with over-expenditures exceeding $100,000.

A significant portion of Saskatoon Light & Power’s (SL&P) capital spending is related to
providing upgraded electrical services to our customers. This is typically the result of capital
improvements made by our customers to their existing buildings, or new buildings being
constructed with increased density and therefore an increased electrical load.
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It is often difficult to predict when and where our customers will require our services throughout
the year. Post-budget adjustments are therefore required periodically in order to continue to
meet the customer’s changing needs during the year.

Other programs undertaken by SL&P have resulted in additional work being required in order to
maintain the integrity of the electrical distribution system and to deal with pressing infrastructure

issues. Post-budget adjustments are being requested for projects that will exceed the existing
allocated funding.

The funding source for these post-budget requests will come from a combination of the Electrical
Distribution Extension Reserve (EDER) and the Electrical Distribution Replacement Reserve
(EDRR). These reserves are funded by the Utility through provisions in the Operating Budget.
There are sufficient funds within these two reserves for these projects.

REPORT

The following summarizes the existing funding for each project as well as the amount of funding
now being requested and the corresponding totals.

1. Capital Project 1308-02 — Elecirical Feeders — Conversion of Intermediate Substation —
14th Street — 4.16/14.4 KV Conversion

This project is a result of increased redevelopment activity occurring within the Varsity View
Neighbourhood. In order to meet the electrical distribution needs within this neighbourhood,
an upgrade to the existing 4.16 kV primary distribution will be required. The current system
does not have adequate capacity to meet the upcoming demand for power from new customer
loads. The particular issue requiring an advance of funding from 2012 to 2011 is aresult of a
new multi-story residential complex on College Drive between Munroe Avenue and Clarence

Avenue. This building replaces single-family homes in this area that had significantly lower
electrical requirements.

The present Capital Budget and Plan shows this work starting in 2012. Occupation of these
residential complexes is expected to start in the latter part of 2011, It is therefore proposed
that new overhead primary conductors be installed in 2011 to handle the initial power
demand utilizing the present 4.16 kV system. Conversion of the distribution system from
4.16 kV to 14.4 kV has been ongoing in this neighbourhood for a number of years.

Additional funding in the amount of $200,000 is required for this project.
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2. Capital Project 0736-01 — Electrical Distribution Services — Extension/Replacement —
Electrical Residential/Industrial/Commercial/Institutional — 2009

This project provides new and/or upgraded electrical services to customers. The budgetary
amount for this annual project is based on experience from prior years and information
received from customers through the development process. However, changes in

development phasing or increased activity in development can have a significant impact from
yedr to year.

The work completed under this project is the result of requests from developers or the
electrical customer in 2009. Some of the work contained within this project was undertaken
in 2009 and some was not completed until the early part of 2010. The funding for this work

includes cost recovery from the developer or customer as well as funding from SL&P’s two
TESEerves.

The actual demand for new and upgraded services was above the prior year’s expectation.
The total over expenditure that requires funding is $225,000.

3. Capital Project 0736-03 — Electrical Distribution Services — Extension/Replacement —
Network Services — 2008

This project provides service connections for customers in the downtown area to connect to
the underground network distribution system. The network system is offered to customers
within the area roughly bounded by the river, 25" Street and Idylwyld Drive.

The budget estimate for this annual project was based on historical electrical service requests.
New services as well as upgrades of overhead services to underground connections were
charged to this project. These requests were made in 2008 with work completed in 2008 and
the early part of 2009. The funding for this work included cost recovery from the developer
or customer as well as funding from SL&P’s two reserves.

The actual demand for new and upgraded services to the underground network was above the
prior year’s expectation. The total over expenditure that requires funding is $109,000.

4, Capital Project 1342-01 — Electrical Network Primary Protection — Eleetrical Network
14.4 kV Primary Protection

This ongoing project was originally initiated in 2002. The objective of the project was to
replace the existing primary protection system for the underground network in the downtown
area. The reason for replacement was that the equipment installed was no longer available as
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the original manufacturer was taken over by another company who did not continue that
product. A significant number of the existing protective equipment components had failed as

a result of flooding in the underground vaults and water leaking into controls and high
voltage cabinets.

City Council, at its meeting held on September 18, 2006, approved additional funding for this
project along with approval of a sole source contract for the replacement of network
interrupters and controllers. The protection equipment was subsequently purchased and
charged to this project. The system has been installed and is now operating at three vaulits,
with work partially completed at an additional three locations.

This project is now complete with an over expenditure of $130,000 (which was a result of
difficulty encountered with the installation process and a longer construction time).

Completion of the equipment installation will be funded within other existing capital
projects.

5. Capital Project 1282-01 — SL&P — Street Lights — Steel Pole Mitigation

This ongoing project was originally initiated in 2004. The purpose was to inspect all steel
street light poles to determine their current condition and to undertake maintenance, repair, or
replacement of the poles as necessary.

Current specifications now require replacement poles to be hot dip galvanized and no longer
rely on paint to protect the steel from rusting. A serious form of structural damage on the
existing poles is rusting at the weld between the pole shaft and base. The failure of that weld
causes the pole to fall. Another form of structural damage on the poles is caused by
collisions with vehicles.

The work under this project was completed in 2010. Pole inspections were scheduled over a
number of years with the intent that pole replacement in the year of inspection would only be
done where the condition of the pole was bad enough to warrant immediate action. The

remaining poles were to be scheduled into the future year’s maintenance or replacement
program.

The total over expenditure that requires funding is $341,000.
6. Capital Project 1305-05 — Electrical Feeder — Upgrade/Replacement

This project allows for the repair and upgrade of the electrical distribution system following
annual inspections. In 2009, it was found that a significantly large number of wood
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distribution poles had deteriorated to the point where immediate replacement was necessary.
The budget had been based on prior year’s experience and was therefore not sufficient to
complete all of the work necessary. The excessive number of poles was the result of a
concentrated effort to complete pole inspections in 2009 that would normally have been
completed in prior years. This work became a priority where poles fell or were discovered to
be on the verge of falling.

SL&P has approximately 30,220 wooden poles. Poles purchased prior to approximately
1975 had a limited application of wood preservative with many having no preservative at all.
This resulted in a shorter life expectation. Approximately 17,087 poles (57% of all wooden
poles) were installed prior to 1975. Consequently, it was not unreasonable to find that a large
number of poles were found in a very poor condition. The poles that were replaced were
deemed to be in need of immediate replacement for public safety and to maintain a
reasonable assurance of system reliability.

The total over expenditure that requires funding is $528,000.

OPTIONS

There were no viable options in order to meet customer needs and to maintain a safe and reliable
electrical distribution system.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

There are no policy implications.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

Sufficient funds are available from the Electrical Distribution Extension Reserve and Electrical
Distribution Replacement Reserve. The net draw from these reserves is $1,533,000 with
$203,000 from the Extension Reserve and $1,330,000 from the Replacement Reserve.

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.
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Respectiully submitted,

Paul Gauthier, General Manager
Community Services Department

Marlys Bilanski, General Manager
Corporate Services Department

Judy Schlechte, Director
Human Resources Department

Jeff Jorgenson, General Manager
Uttlity Services Department

Mike Gutek, General Manager
Infrastructure Services Department
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Attachment 1.

RECEIVED

CITY OF SASKATOON
JUL 25 2011

GENERAL MANAGER
ORATE SERVICES

MEMO
TO: Marlys Bilanski, General Manager, Corporate Services Depa :
City of Saskatoon :
FROM: Bryan Leverick, Chair
SREDA Board of Directors
RE: Incentive Application Review
DATE: July 21, 2011

Bl

The Saskatoon Regional Economic Development Authority’s Board of Directors reviewed a tax
abatement application from Yanke Group of Companies and has determined that it meets the
eligibility requirements of the City of Saskatoon Business Development Incentives Policy, C09-

014.

Yanke Group of Companies will renovate and expand their transportation and logistics
operations located at 1359 Fletcher Avenue. The company expects to invest 55,859,331 on
their expansion project and meets the minimum eligibility requirement for an existing business
-of five new full time or full-time equivalent positions will be created as a result of this

expansion.

The Saskatoon Regional Economic Development Authority’s Board of Directors approved the

following resolution on July 21, 2011:

Recommendation

THAT Yanke Group of Compahies be approved for a five-year tax abatement on the incremental
portion of taxes at 1359 Fletcher Avenue as a result of their expansion in 2011 and that the tax
abatement be calculated at the rate of 100% in year 1, 80% in year 2, 70% in year 3, 60% in year

4, and 50% in year 5.

The Board’s recommendations are to be forwarded to City Council for further consideration and
approval. A summary of the tax abatement application from Yanke Group of Companies is

attached for your reference.

Bryan Leverick, Chair




CITY OF SASKATOON
BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT INCENTIVE APPLICATION

COMPANY: Yanke Group of Companies

JOBS CREATED: Meets minimum of 5 new full time or FTE positions
INVESTMENT: $5,859,331

COMPANY BACKGROUND:

N Yanke Transfer was established in 1968 by Norman Yanke and was purchased in 1980 by
Marcoux Brothers Trucking. In 1999, N. Yanke Transfer Ltd. changed its name to the Yanke
Group of Companies. The company provides transportation, distribution and international
freight forwarding. They are located at 1359 Fletcher Road in Saskatoon, SK. The company
anticipates a phase 2 expansion in the near future at another of their locations in Saskatoon.

Yanke Group of Companies intends to grow their international freight forwarding and
import/export management through its Global Logistics Services division. The goal is to assist
Saskatchewan producers and consumers in securing access to critical markets.

EXPANSION PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

Yanke Group of Companies recently acquired 1359 Fletcher Avenue and is proposing to
renovate and expand this location. The company needs to relocate their operations due to the
new south bridge expansion and will streamline their businesses to become more efficient to
meet growing demand for their Global Logistics Services with plans to service the India and
China needs.

Yanke Group of Companies expects to commence with construction by early summer of 2011
and to be completed by January of 2012,

ELIGIBILITY:

The company meets all of the eligibility requirements of the City of Saskatoon’s Business
Development Incentives Policy C09-014.

ESTIMATED VALUE OF TAX ABATEMENT:

Total estimated increase in property taxes as a result of the expansion project is $40,110. Total
estimated value of 5-year tax abatement is $144,396.00 calculated at the following rate:

Year 1 @ 100% - 540,110
Year2  80%-$32,088
Year3  70%- 528,077
Year4  60% - $24,066




Year 5 50% - 520,055

RECOMMENDATION:

THAT Yanke Group of Companies be approved for a 5-year tax abatement on the incremental
portion of taxes at 3315 Miners Avenue as a result of their expansion in 2011 and that the tax
abatement be calculated at the rate of 100% in year 1, 80% in year 2, 70% in year 3, 60% in year
4, and 50% in year 5.
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Henry Dayday

354 Coldspring Cres. ,
Saskatoon, SK S7J 3N1

May 10, 2011

I
e

City Clerk's Office City Hall
2272 - 3% Avenue North
Saskatoon, SK S7K 0J5
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To Your Worship and Members of City Council:

Please accept this letier as a concern that a number of taxpayers have related to me as a former Mayor
of the city. The city has been experiencing a boom period, but as in the past we know that times
change. The concern is due to the large amount of money that is being spent on new projects without a
clear plan for financing and paying for these projects. To date, many of these projects have been built
with financing that uses borrowed money, or financing that will reduce the revenues to the city for
operations in the future, or will reduce the amount of money available through reserves.

The city, to date, needs $12M to service ifs present projected debt of $175M. The city has also agreed
to use money from new developed areas of the city to finance capital projects such as the Clarence
Street overpass, which is in addition to the one third that already goes from increased taxation in new
development areas for capital projects. Some reserves that are in deficit have already received approval
as exemptions from the normal requirement to be funded. There is also a conversion of one half
million dollars that the Art Gallery received from assessment growth that goes as a capital contribution
and will now be diverted to debt repayment. This means that the city now needs to find an additional
one half million dollars to fund the already deficient reserves. In addition, City Council adopted a
policy in March of 2008 that transfers annually a portion of the accumulated return on investment of
approximately $5M from the land development activities to general revenne, which is in addition to the
existing transfer of over $1M.

The city has now approved a proposed new police station that is estimated to cost the taxpayers $131M
with $9M as a down payment in 2011. Each year, hence until 2016, the city will raise taxes by
$850,000.. By the year 2016, the taxpayers will have had a tax hike of approximately 5.8%. Then once
the §7.5M repayment of the loan begins, the tax hike will be another 5.8% for a total tax increase of
11.6%. Furthermore, in 2016 the total cash paid is $38M leaving a loan of $93M. Ata 7% interest
rate, which appears to be the rate that is being paid on the present $175M debt, this requires that the
taxpayer will need approximately $98M over 30 years for inierest including the $131M as the principal
cost for a total cost to the taxpayers of $229M. This is in addition to many other projects such as a new
traffic bridge, the Mendel Art Gallery, the new transit headquarters and the relocation of the city yards,
Jjust to mention a few where there is no funding in place.

During my years as the Mayor, the administration and I negotiated an agreement with the Provincial
Government to transfer City Hospital for a large tract of land in the north east sector of the city. This
land proved to be very beneficial to the city and is meant to help the taxpayers by reducing tax

increases in the fufure. Another objective is that the land sales are to be used not only for development, -
but also to replace the sold land through new land acquisitions. My concern is with the policy of




March, 2008 where Council is drawing approximately $5M from the reserve annually. At this rate, that
could deplete the reserve when sales slow down as well as not replace the land for future development
whereby fitture taxpayers would not get the benefit that the land was intended to provide.

To my knowledge, the city has been required fo have an actuarial review done on all its pension plans
every three years. It is also my understanding that these reviews have been deferred. The taxpayers
would be interested in knowing the status of these pension funds.

Every time the city changes a policy of transferring money from one account to another to finance a
project and then does not replace the money or draws more money from an account, so that the account
will not be sufficientty fimded in the future, is another form of borrowing against the future.

The purpose of this letter is to answer the concerns that the taxpayers have raised. How do we pay for
this spending and how will it impact on future tax increases?

To date, we have a borrowing limit of $400M with $175M already borrowed. We have a projected
unfunded liability to the end of 2015 for reserves of $144M. We the have a number of expensive
projects that are already started with funds committed such as the $131M police station, the $67M Art
Gallery, the $26M traffic bridge and a $200M approved financing plan for a new transit headquarters
and the relocation of the city yards without knowing the funding sources. These commitments already
appear to exceed the borrowing limit. In the past, major expenditures by the city, such as Credit Union
Centre, had a financial plan in place as to how the project would be financed before we proceeded with
any construction. As was the case with Credit Union Centre, the taxpayers voted twice as to the
location of the facility and then on the approval of the $10M expenditure. If mny memory serves me
correctly, the cost for each household was approximately $15.00 annually for ten years. After ten
years, City Council decided what to do with the extra $1M plus that was no longer required to fund the
debt. To date, we have not seen any financial plans as to the impact all these major expenditures will
have on the taxpayer in the future.

Since my research on these costs and expenditures is limited, there may be some inaccuracies and I
would be interested in the accurate information as would the taxpayers. Since it is my understanding
that there are no public disclosures of the funding and repayment plans for many of these major
projects, with the exception of a partial outline for the funding of the police station, I would
respectfully request the following:

1. The administration provide a report to City Council on the financial plans for the following
projects: the police station, the new transit headquarters and the relocation of the city yards, the
new traffic bridge, the Mendel Art Gallery and any other major projects that are not presently
funded and will impact on tax increases in the future. )

=3

That the report includes a summary (assuming there is no further increases in Federal or
Provincial funding} that shows the cost of the project, the sowrces of funds, the cost of
borrowing (assuming the present interest rates), total borrowing required, the length of time for
repayment and the impact on the taxpayers on future tax mcreases.



3. That the administration report on the impact on the taxpayer to fund the unfunded liability in the
reserves.

4, That the administration report on any other deficiency that will impact on the taxpayer.

I thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Sincerely,

H#g sty

Henry Dayday

cc: Saskatoon Chamber of Commerce
North Saskatoon Business Association
The Partnership '
Riversdale Business Improvement District
Broadway Business Improvement District
Sutherfand Business Association
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Mr. Henry Dayday
354 Coldspring Crescent
Saskatoon SK S7J 3N1

Dear Mr. Dayday:
Re:  Response to your Letter to City Council

I am writing to you today in response to your letter dated May 10, 2011, addressed to City
Council. In that letter you raise several concerns about the City of Saskatoon’s financial
management practices and, in particular, the City’s recent investments in some much needed
capital projects. In addition o these concemns, you also make the request for more detailed
information on the financial plans for the City’s major capital projects, the status of the City’s
reserves and any other financial deficiency that may impact taxpayers.

Given your concerns, the purpose of this letter is to not only address the 1ssues you raise in your
letter, but also to clarify the key assumptions you make respecting the City’s financial
management practices. My response will start by providing an overview of the City’s approach
to financial management. It will then proceed to address the concerns you raise regarding the
City’s investments in some of the major capital projects and their impact on the City’s long term
debt. My response will conclude by addressing some of the emerging financial issues that you
allude to in your letter.

The City’s Approach to Financial Management:

The City’s approach to financial management has been recognized by a variety of external
sources, whether it be our bond rating agency, Standard & Poors or Maclean’s magazine naming
Saskatoon among the best two run cities in Canada' (Saskatoon was rated #1 among the 22
largest cities in Canada). The City works closely with its bond rating agency to ensure all future
borrowing plans are taken into account when they determine the annual rating. The City has
maintained a Triple A credit rating for over 19 years. They have acknowledged the City’s
phased-in funding plans have assisted in maintaining that rating. The City continues to be in a
secure financial position and will keep its rating agency informed of future borrowing plans.

! Saskatoon was named Canada’s 2™ best run city by Maclean’s Magazine in July 2009. Maclean’s compared 31 of
Canada's biggest cities, and Saskatoon was secand to Burnaby, B.C. as the best run city in the country. The survey
company for Maclean's gathered and compared information into seven broad categories: government and finance;
taxation; safety and protection; transportation; environmental health; economic development; and recreation and
culture. They measured efficiency and effectiveness. Saskatoon was listed with others as providing “great service
at a good price.”

City Hall e Saskatoon, Saskatchewan S7IC 015 « Phone (306) 975-3206 « Fax (306)975-3073
www.saskatoon.ca
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The City also annually prepares a Municipal Services Benchmarl Report which identifies and
quantifies, in detail, the factors contributing to different property tax rates between Saskatoon
and the cities of Regina, Winnipeg, Edmonton and Calgary. The research in the 2010 report
indicates that Saskatoon’s financial resources are well managed and that Saskatoon is a good
place for businesses to set up operations and make investments.” Saskatoon’s property taxes
(municipal and library) per capita are $658.03. This compares to the cities of Regina at $739.13,
Winnipeg at $571.32, Edmonton at $1,043.26 and Calgary at $882.49.

The City of Saskatoon’s system of financial control includes a rigorous requirement that every
capital project, before it can proceed, must have a detailed funding plan in place and that plan
must be approved by City Council. The objective of this clear and thorough requirement is to
achieve maximum value for Saskatoon taxpayers.

Funding plans identify the optimum combination of city dollars and money available from other
sources to pay for the capital needs of a growing city. When money is available from senior
governments to build major community facilities, for example, it is incorporated into the funding
plan to build projects such as the Art Gallery of Saskatchewan or to make major roadway
improvements, such as the Circle Drive South Project. Similarly, when one-time stimulus
funding is available, as it was during the recent recession, it is taken advantage of in the funding
plan to reduce the backlog of fransportation and water main/sanitary sewer main rehabilitation
projects. And even when no external money is available, the funding plan identifies how City
finances can be mobilized to pay for long-overdue facilities, such as a new home for Saskatoon’s
police service.

All funding plans are developed taking all funding options into account. In some cases, the use
of reserves is appropriate as that is the purpose of “reserving” the funds. There are annual
reserve contributions from the City’s operating budget, based on policy, to ensure the reserves
continue to serve their purposes. It is recognized, however, that some reserves are currently
underfunded and this issue will be addressed in a later point about infrastructure deficit.

The City has always had a “pay as you go” funding philosophy whereby day-to-day operations
and routine capital projects are funded using reserves governed by bylaws/policies that
specifically outline the eligible use of those reserve funds. The City has a long-standing
financial policy of borrowing for large projects that benefit future generations. Many of the
services and facilities which today, make Saskatoon a better place to live, such as the wastewater
treatment plant, neighbourhood recreation centres and Credit Union Centre were made passible
with borrowed funds. During high interest rate years, the City made a conscious effort to pay off
its debt and limit itself to the use of reserves. However, during this recent period of record low

% The 2010 Municipal Services Benchmark Report was tabled with City Council on April 18, 2011 and identified the
following comparisons: Saskatoon relied the least on taxation to fund its 2010 operating budget; budgeted for
breakeven operations; budgeted for the second lowest property tax revenue per capita; had the second lowest
average assessed property value; had the highest budgeted contributions to reserves; had the second lowest budgeted
withdrawals from reserves; and had the lowest utility-supported debt levels per capita and the lowest total debt
levels per capita.
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interest rates, prudent financial management dictates that the cumrent borrowing climate is
conducive to funding large projects at low interest costs.
Partnerships with Other Orders of Government:

As noted earlier, the City of Saskatoon attempts to minimize its financial contributions to capital
projects by partnering financially with the federal and provincial orders of government, through
various capital grant programs. However, to take advantage of many federal and provincial
capital grants, it 1s important to note that matching civic funds are almost always required. In
other words, the City is required to put money on the table in order to receive matching dollars
from federal and provincial governments. This is the new political and fiscal reality and failure
to understand it could mean that Saskatoon loses out on major funding opportunities from other
orders of government. In order to be prepared for these situations, soine reserves were
established for this very purpose (Transportation Expansion Infrastructure Reserve, Traffic Noise
Attenuation Reserve).

In the past few years, both federal and provincial govemments have provided 33 cent, 50 cent
and 66 cent dollars on eligible projects. Some targeted the construction of new facilities (the Art
Gallery of Saskatchewan, expanded water reservoirs), while others (such as the Infrastructure
Stimulus Fund) targeted construction upgrades (roads, sanitary sewer mains). In order to
contribute the City’s share, the City can either use existing qualifying capital reserve funds or
advance from future provisions to qualifying capital reserves (short term internal borrowing).
The City also has the option of borrowing funds. This is the case for the Art Gallery of -
Saskatchewan as well as for two major water projects. Borrowing funds sometimes provides
leveraging opportunities. The Art Gallery of Saskatchewan is a §70.7M project, of which the
City’s share is only $20.9M. For every dollar the City contributing to the project, $2.37 is
coming from other orders of government governments and private donors.

Investments in Major Capital Projects:

In your letter, you mention $500,000 of incremental tax revenues from assessment growth is
being targeted, in part, to the Art Gallery of Saskatchewan. At the same time that the federal gas
tax funding was introduced, providing an opportunity to move forward on large capital projects
using a combination of cash and borrowing {gas tax funds pay the debt servicing costs), a similar
plan was established for major recreational and cultural facilities whereby $500,000 of new
revenue resulting from increased assessment growth would be targeted to provide a base of cash
and debt servicing costs for River Landing (both phases), the majority of the Shaw Centre, and
the Art Gallery of Saskatchewan. The funding was previously targeted as an annual cash
coniribution towards the City’s discretionary capital reserve (the Reserve for Capital
Expenditures). City Council made the decision to temporarily divert these annual incremental
funds towards a funding plan that would allow major unfunded recreational and cultural projects
to move forward. It is anticipated that this plan will be complete in 2014, providing the City
with the opportunity to redirect any incremental new revenue resulting from assessment growth.

You also note that City Council approved a §5 million allocation to general revenues from the
Neighbourhood Land Development profits. This was a one-time allocation distributed as
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follows: $1.5 million in 2008, $1.25 million in 2009, $1 million in 2010, $750,000 in 2011, and
$500,000 in 2012. In addition, $1 million was allocated to the Reserve for Capital Expenditures
in each of 2009 through 2013. This provides Saskatoon taxpayers with a share of the success of
the City’s land development program.

In terms of the new Police Headquarters, this project has been postponed for a significant
number of years. As a result of this delay, the cost of the project has increased from $42 million
in 2002 to $122.1 million in 2011. Every year that passed with no decision cost taxpayers more.
Crowded and cramped conditions got worse with a building designed to accommodate 300 staff,
now housing double that.

In addition, the Police Service is currently spending approximately $1 million every year to rent
12 locations dispersed around the city. Lease payments are anticipated to increase to $1.5
million annually by the time the new building is open. A new headquarters will bring all those
operations under one roof, improving efficiency and redirecting rent payments towards paying
for a building that taxpayers own, creating a value added asset for the citizens of Saskatoon.

With respect to the Traffic Bridge, the work will not be tendered until a complete funding plan is
in place. This is consistent with all projects ~ they need to be funded, or require a funding plan
prior to any work being tendered.

The funding plan for the Police Building, the use of the Gas Tax funds, the funding plan for the
Major Recreational and Cultural Facilities and the preliminary funding plan for the Civic
Facilities Addition/Replacement/Expansion (which includes the relocation of the Transit and
City Yards Facilities) have all been approved in principle by City Council. Once a project is
ready to move forward, the actual funding for that specific project is approved. If borrowing is
required, a public hearing is held. Prior to completing any external borrowing, interest rates and
terms are provided to City Couneil for approval.

Debt Servicing:

It is anticipated that $107 million will be borrowed for the Police Headquarters, which will result
in $7.6 million in annual debt servicing costs for approximately 30 years. This will be partially
offset by approximately $1 million which is the savings based on the elimination of the existing
lease payments. The final borrowing amount will be determined when the City actually borrows
the money, and when the final construction cost is known. The $6.6 million in base funding
required to service the debt (all borrowing is expected to be complete by 2015) represents an
approximate increase of 4.8% based on 2011 property taxes, which will decline to a lesser
percentage when the borrowing is completed in 2015. 1 do not understand your reference to an
11.6% increase; once the $6.6 million has been raised, it will transfer from cash used for the
project, to a source of funding for the annual debt servicing costs. There is no 11.6% increase in
taxation as you suggest, only the 4.8% as stated above.

The City’s current outstanding long-term debt is $145.5 million. This results in total debt
servicing of approximately $16.4 million. The Federal Gas Tax contributed $4.98 million of the
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debt servicing costs; the Water and Wastewater Utilities, $6.5 million; with the remainder funded
by the mill rate. There are no plans to borrow in 2011.

The City projects its anticipated debt based on planned projects out to 2025 (which includes the
Police Headquarters, additional borrowing for the Cirele Drive South Project, the Art Gallery of
Saskatchewan, plus various utility projects) and it is expected {o cap out at an estimated $300
million. This also takes into account potential borrowing for the relocation of the Transit and
City Yards facilities. At this time, the relocation of these two facilities is subject to discussions
with the Federal Government on a P3 funding model. Once this discussion is finalized, a final
funding plan on this project will be completed. Saskatoon’s tax supported debt per capita is
$292.21 (adjusted for federal gas tax supported debt). This compares to the cities of Regina at
$167.63, Winnipeg at $289.57, Edmonton at $1,108.48 and Calgary at $710.06.

The Sufficiency of the Cily’s Reserves:

With respect to the City’s reserves, the unfunded liability reflects a portion of the City’s
infrastructure deficit. In the past this has been ignored; however the City of Saskatoon together
with most other major cities, has recently begun to quantify it. Federal programs such as the
Infrastructure Stimulus Fund assisted the City in reducing it.  Federal and provincial
governments are considering future infrastructure programs to help cities and communities in
Saskatchewan, and across Canada, to continue to provide the infrasiructure and amenities that
their residents need.

Finally, all the city pension plans have had a valuation completed as of December 31, 2009 and
none reflected a going concern deficiency; however, all reflected a solvency deficiency. This
information has been presented to City Council for information and is public record.

In summary, the City of Saskatoon continues-to be in a strong financial position and also
continues to be committed towards clarity and transparency to the public on its financial matters.

I trust that the information provided in this letter sufficiently addresses the issues and concerns
you raise.

Respectfully Yours,

//ﬂ?ﬁbzma

£

Marlys Bilanski
General Manager, Corporate Services

:mjb

copy: His Worship the Mayor and Members of City Council
Murray Totland, City Manager
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The Canadian Union of Public Employees Local No. 859
Revision to the Collective Agreement

Bargaining between the City and the Canadian Union of Public Employees Local No. 859
started on January 12, 2010. A Memorandum of Agreement was reached on July 6, 2011.
The Union ratified the terms of the Memorandum of Agreement on July 14, 2011. The
contract is for a three year term from January 1, 2010 to December 31, 2012.

1. Wages

January 1, 2010 — 2% increase
January 1, 2011 — 2% increase
January 1, 2012 — 3% increase

2. Other Collective Agreement Changes

Article 34. Retirement
Article 36. No Discrimination .
Amended Articles to reflect the elimination of mandatory retirement at age 65.

Article 27. Differential Pay
Effective date of City Council ratification, an increase from 0.90¢ to $1.00 for shift differential.

Housekeeping
Housekeeping changes were negotiated to clarify contract language.

Report Submitted by,

q
AL fatd

jﬂi’fi Chelsey Samborski
- Lahour Relations Officer

July 15,2011
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BYLAW NO. 8954
The Street Closing Bylaw, 2011 (No. 7)

The Council of The City of Saskatoon enacts:

Short Title

1. This Bylaw may be cited as The Street Closing Bylaw, 2011 (No. D.

Purpose

2. The purpose of this Bylaw is to close a walkway adjacent to 67 and 71 Bence Crescent,
‘Saskatoon, Saskatchewan,

Closure of Walloway

3. All that walkway adjacent to 67 and 71 Bence Crescent more particularly described as all
that portion of Lane 29 lying adjacent to and between Lots 46 & 47 in Block 459,
Registered Plan No. 61817572, as shown on a Plan of Proposed Surface Subdivision by
T.R. Webb B.L'S. dated April 28, 2011 and attached as Schedule “A” to this Bylaw is
closed.

Coming into Force

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

Read a first time this day of , 2011,
Read a second time this day of , 2011,
Read a third time and passed this day of , 2011,

Mayor City Clerk
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Schedule “A”

23

22

LANE 29

7w

4m
Reg, No,

459

8I1SIF5732
47

459

48

BENCE

PLAN OF PROPOSED
SURFACE SUBDIVISION OF
LOT 46, BI.OCK 459
REGD PLAN NO. 61517572 & -
PART OF LANE 29

- REG'D PLAN NO. 61517572

- 71 BENCE CRESCENT

- SASKATOON, SASKATCHEWAN
BY T.R. WEBB, S.I..S.
SCALE 1:400

Dimensiong shown are In matres ond docimols thereof.

Parllen of thiz plan te be opproved l= oullined In
red wilh & befd, doshad line and contolrs 0,08% ha
{0.19% ac.}.

Distances shown are opproximate ond may vary
From the final plan of Survey by £ 0.5 m
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/Saskulchewan Lond -Survayer Seal

Approved under the provisions of
Bylaw Ne. ES37 of tha
Cily af Scskatoon

Prepored by
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- Cﬂé’a%lv S Durvay.

Communlly Services Department 11-230805 WLH
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SHR Land to City of Saskatoon (COS)

Exchange: City of Saskatoon and

\_””_—_________—-—"—

25th St E
/ (1) 14,737 f2

|

=
"IQ PIAMIAPT ‘“#2

Saskatoon Health Region

1S 1B/

(2) 20 ft2

24th St E

(

City of Saskatoon (COS) Land to SHR

. u
w%a 25th St E
. (3) 12,705 fi2
i O
=
=
=
a
U JI Saskatoon Health Region I
? 'L (4) 096 fi2 ' 5
v
24th St E

Attachmemnt 1

Exchange Lands

SHR Land o COS:

(1) Portion of Parcel A- - 14,737 ft2

(2) Portion of Parcel A - 20 ft2
Total . 14,757 ft2

COS Land to SHR:

(3) Portion of Parcel X - 12,705 ft2
(4) Portion of Lots 8-11 - 996 fi2

Total S IB0IRE

| Exchange Lands Summary

SHR to COS - 14,757 ft2
COSto SHR - 13,701 ft2
Difference 1,056 ft2

Total SHR Parcel Size

. Existing SHR Parcel 75,784 ft?

New SHR Parcel 74,728 f2

| Difference ;

Community Services - Land Branch June 2011

The Land Branch daes nol guaranies the oceurncy af this plan. To arsura
accuracy, please refer to ha Ragisterad Plan of Survey. This plan s not (o
stale. Dislanicas ora In maires unless shown olherwise. This Is not o legal
plan. Lot dimarsiang and the location of clher features are compllad frem
avallabla informatian and are subjecl to change withoul notlca. For
veriflcalion please chetk with the eppropriste acthorlly. Park design and
municipa buffer iandseaping Is not finallzed and s:biect 1o chenga.
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ADDENDUM TO REPORT NO. 15-2011 Saskatoon, Saskatchewan
Wednesday, August 17, 2011

His Worship the Mayor and City Council
The City of Saskatoon

ADMINISTRATIVE REPORTS

Section F—UTILITY SERVICES

F4)  Capital Project #2193 - WTP —High Lift Pump Station Upgrade
Contract No. 11-0425 WTP Avenue H Reservoir Expansion Project — Pumping
Equipment Supply — Award of Tender
(File No. CK. 7920-1 and WT 7960-96-4-2)

RECOMMENDATION: 1) that the tender submitted by Power and Mine Supply Co.
Ltd. for the Water Treatment Plant Avenue H Reservoir
Expansion Project - Pumping Equipment Supply, Contract
No. 11-0425, at a total estimated cost of $3,060,200.00
including GST and PST be accepted; and,

2) that the Purchasing Services Branch be instructed to send a
Letter of Intent to the Supplier stating that, following award
of the construction and installation contract, the General
Contractor will issue a Purchase Order to the supplier
(Power and Mine Supply Co. Ltd.) for the selected
equipment.

BACKGROUND

Capital Project #2193 - WTP - High Lift Pump Station Upgrade provides funding for the design
and construction of a new distribution pumping station at the Water Treatment Plant. The
project has a total of $5,100,000 of approved funding in the 2007, 2008, and 2010 Capita
Budgets.

Capital Project #2195 - WTP - Enhanced Disinfection System provides funding for the design
and construction of an ultraviolet disinfection system. The project has $290,000 of approved
funding in the 2006 Capital Budget and proposed funding of $9,160,000 on the 2012 Capital
Plan.

Capital Project #2198 - WTP - Reservoir Capacity Expansion provides funding for construction
of additional capacity at the Avenue H and 42" Street locations and reconfiguration of the
distribution system to provide transferability between reservoirs. Sub Project #2, Avenue H
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Reservoir Expansion, has $14,850,000 of approved funding in the 2009 and 2010 Capital
Budgets.

CH2M HILL Canada Limited prepared a Long Term Capital Development and Expansion Plan
(LTCDP) for the Water Treatment Plant (WTP) in 2009 and a mgjor recommendation was the
construction of a combined storage reservoir/chlorine and ultraviolet disinfection/high lift
pumping facility located adjacent to the existing Avenue H Reservoir. At its meeting held on
April 26, 2010, Council approved the award of engineering services for the combined facility to
Associated Engineering (Sask.) Ltd., teamed with CH2M HILL Canada Limited for the design
and construction engineering.

REPORT

The Avenue H Expansion Project is presently at the final stage of the detail design with
construction planned to start in spring 2012.

The tendering process for this project is handled in two phases. The first one involves pre-
selection of the maor facility equipment, followed by the tendering for construction of the
facility and equipment installation. The pre-selection of the equipment will secure timely supply
of this equipment and allow completion of the detail design stage.

This process includes tendering and issuing a Letter of Intent to the selected supplier which
constitutes a bid approval. Additionally, a Purchase Order for 5% of the total bid value will be
sent to the supplier for the submission of the equipment shop drawings needed to compl ete detail
design. The selected equipment and its price will be identified in the contract tender documents
for the construction of the proposed facility scheduled for October 2011. As a consequence to
the award of the construction contract, the General Contractor will become responsible for the
execution of the equipment supply and installation. This process has been successfully utilized
for the New Intake Facility.

The consultant’ s opinion of probable cost prior to tendering was $4,000,000.

Tenders were opened publicly on June 22, 2011. Three tenders were received and are listed
below:

Bidder Total Tender Price
ITT Water & Wastewater (Saskatoon, SK) $2,993,104.40
National Process Equipment (Saskatoon, SK) $3,004,663.20

Power and Mine Supply Co. Ltd. (Winnipeg, MB) $3,060,200.00
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The tender documents required each tender to be accompanied by a certified cheque or a bank
letter of credit in an amount equal to ten (10) percent of the Total Tender Price as bid security.
Both ITT Water & Wastewater and National Process Equipment provided a bank letter of credit
which was for less than ten percent of their Total Tender Price. Their bids were considered non-
compliant and rejected.

ITT Water & Wastewater and National Process Equipment have been notified that each one’s bid
could not be accepted. As aresult, Power and Mine Supply Co. Ltd. is considered the apparent
low bidder.

Associated Engineering (Sask.) Ltd., teamed with CH2M HILL Canada Limited, performed a
technical bid evaluation. The equipment offered by Power and Mine Supply Co. Ltd. met al the
efficiency requirements specified in the tender documents and award was recommended.

OPTIONS

Options include award to the lowest compliant bidder, as recommended in this report, or award
to either of the non-compliant bidders and deal with a possible challenge to the award. Not
awarding to any of the bidders and re-tendering is not an option as a compliant bid was received
and the net cost to the City was below the consultant’s estimate and the amount of the contract
does not exceed the approved project budget.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

There are no policy implications.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The net cost to the City for the only compliant bid submitted by Power and Mine Supply Co. Ltd.
would be asfollows:

Base Tender Amount $2,782,000.00
P.ST. 139,100.00
G.ST. 139,100.00
Total Tender Price $3,060,200.00
Less G.S.T. Rebate to City (139,100.00)
Net Cost to the City $2,921,100.00

The approved funding in Capital Project #2193 - WTP - High Lift Pump Station Upgrade is
sufficient for this purchase.
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

The pumping equipment specifications included minimum efficiency parameters and an analysis
of long term operating costs to ensure pumping from the new facility and the resultant energy
consumption is the smallest amount.

PUBLIC NOTICE

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

F5) Capital Project #2193 - WTP —High Lift Pump Station Upgrade
Contract No. 11-0575 WTP Avenue H Reservoir Expansion Project —Variable
Frequency Drive Supply — Award of Tender
(File No. CK. 7920-1 and WT 7960-96-4-3)

RECOMMENDATION: 1) that the tender submitted by KVA Dynamo Inc. for the
Water Treatment Plant Avenue H Reservoir Expansion
Project — Variable Frequency Drive Supply, Contract No.
11-0575, at atotal estimated cost of $870,887.60 including
GST and PST be accepted; and,

2) that the Purchasing Services Branch be instructed to send a
Letter of Intent to the Supplier stating that, following award
of the construction and installation contract, the Generd
Contractor will issue a Purchase Order to the supplier
(KVA Dynamo Inc.) for the selected equipment.

BACKGROUND

Capital Project #2193 - WTP - High Lift Pump Station Upgrade provides funding for the design
and construction of a new distribution pumping station at the Water Treatment Plant. The
project has a total of $5,100,000 of approved funding in the 2007, 2008, and 2010 Capita
Budgets.

Capital Project #2195 - WTP - Enhanced Disinfection System provides funding for the design
and construction of an ultraviolet disinfection system. The project has $290,000 of approved
funding in the 2006 Capital Budget and proposed funding of $9,160,000 on the 2012 Capital
Plan.
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Capital Project #2198 - WTP - Reservoir Capacity Expansion provides funding for construction
of additional capacity at the Avenue H and 42" Street locations and reconfiguration of the
distribution system to provide transferability between reservoirs. Sub Project #2, Avenue H
Reservoir Expansion, has $14,850,000 of approved funding in the 2009 and 2010 Capital
Budgets.

CH2M HILL Canada Limited prepared a Long Term Capital Development and Expansion Plan
(LTCDP) for the Water Treatment Plant (WTP) in 2009 and a magjor recommendation was the
construction of a combined storage reservoir/chlorine and ultraviolet disinfection/high lift
pumping facility located adjacent to the existing Avenue H Reservoir. At its meeting held on
April 26, 2010, Council approved the award of engineering services for the combined facility to
Associated Engineering (Sask.) Ltd., teamed with CH2M HILL Canada Limited for the design
and construction engineering.

REPORT

The Avenue H Expansion Project is presently at the final stage of the detail design with
construction planned to start in spring 2012.

The tendering process for this project is handled in two phases. The first one involves pre-
selection of the mgjor facility equipment, followed by the tendering for construction of the
facility and equipment installation. The pre-selection of the equipment will secure timely supply
of this equipment and allow completion of the detail design stage. Variable frequency drives are
used to control the two large pumping unitsin the high lift pumping station.

This process includes tendering and issuing a Letter of Intent to the selected supplier which
constitutes a bid approval. Additionally, a Purchase Order for 5% of the total bid value will be
sent to the supplier for the submission of the equipment shop drawings needed to compl ete detail
design. The selected equipment and its price will be identified in the contract tender documents
for the construction of the proposed facility scheduled for October 2011. As a consequence to
the award of the construction contract, the General Contractor will become responsible for the
execution of the equipment supply and installation. This process has been successfully utilized
for the New Intake Facility.

The consultant’ s opinion of probable cost prior to tendering was $1,000,000.
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Tenders were opened publicly on July 19, 2011. Two tenders were received and are listed
below:

Bidder Total Tender Price
Siemens Canada Ltd. (Edmonton, AB) $865,205.00
KVA Dynamo Inc. (Saskatoon, SK) $870,887.00

The tender documents required each tender to be accompanied by a certified cheque or a bank
letter of credit in an amount equal to ten (10) percent of the Total Tender Price as bid security.
The bank letter of credit provided by Siemens Canada Ltd. was for less than ten percent of their
Total Tender Price. In addition, one of the required schedules in the bid documents was not
completed. The bid from Siemens Canada Ltd. was considered non-compliant and rejected.

Associated Engineering (Sask.) Ltd., teamed with CH2M HILL Canada Limited, performed a
technical bid evaluation of the single compliant bid. The equipment offered by KVA Dynamo
Inc. met al the efficiency requirements specified in the tender documents and award was
recommended.

OPTIONS

Options include award to the lowest compliant bidder, as recommended in this report, or award
to the non-compliant bidders and deal with a possible challenge to the award. Not awarding to
any of the bidders and re-tendering is not an option as a compliant bid was received and the net
cost to the City was below the consultant’s estimate and the amount of the contract does not
exceed the approved project budget.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

There are no policy implications.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The net cost to the City for the only compliant bid submitted by KVA Dynamo Inc. would be as
follows:

Base Tender Amount $791,716.00
P.ST. 39,585.80
G.ST. 39,585.80
Total Tender Price $870,887.60

Less G.S.T. Rebate to City (39,585.80)
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Net Cost to the City $831,301.80
The approved funding in Capital Project #2193 - WTP - High Lift Pump Station Upgrade is
sufficient for this purchase.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

The pumping variable frequency drive specifications included minimum efficiency parameters
and an analysis of long term operating costs (20 years) to ensure the most efficient energy
consumption.

PUBLIC NOTICE

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

F6) Capital Project #2195 - WTP — Enhanced Disinfection System
Contract No. 11-0383 WTP Avenue H Reservoir Expansion Project —
UV Equipment Supply — Award of Tender
(File No. CK. 7920-1 and WT 7960-96-4-1

RECOMMENDATION: 1) that the tender submitted by Trojan Technologies for the
Water Treatment Plant Avenue H Reservoir Expansion
Project - UV Equipment Supply, Contract No. 11-0383, at a
total estimated cost of $995,940.00 including GST and PST
be accepted; and,

2) that the Purchasing Services Branch be instructed to send a
Letter of Intent to the Supplier stating that, following award
of the construction and installation contract, the Generd
Contractor will issue a Purchase Order to the supplier
(Trojan Technologies) for the selected equipment.

BACKGROUND

Capital Project #2193 - WTP - High Lift Pump Station Upgrade provides funding for the design
and construction of a new distribution pumping station at the Water Treatment Plant. The
project has a total of $5,100,000 of approved funding in the 2007, 2008, and 2010 Capita
Budgets.
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Capital Project #2195 - WTP - Enhanced Disinfection System provides funding for the design
and construction of an ultraviolet disinfection system. The project has $290,000 of approved
funding in the 2006 Capital Budget and proposed funding of $9,160,000 on the 2012 Capital
Plan.

Capital Project #2198 - WTP - Reservoir Capacity Expansion provides funding for construction
of additional capacity at the Avenue H and 42" Street locations and reconfiguration of the
distribution system to provide transferability between reservoirs. Sub Project #2, Avenue H
Reservoir Expansion, has $14,850,000 of approved funding in the 2009 and 2010 Capital
Budgets.

CH2M HILL Canada Limited prepared a Long Term Capital Development and Expansion Plan
(LTCDP) for the Water Treatment Plant (WTP) in 2009 and a magjor recommendation was the
construction of a combined storage reservoir/chlorine and ultraviolet disinfection/high lift
pumping facility located adjacent to the existing Avenue H Reservoir. At its meeting held on
April 26, 2010, Council approved the award of engineering services for the combined facility to
Associated Engineering (Sask.) Ltd., teamed with CH2M HILL Canada Limited for the design
and construction engineering.

REPORT

The Avenue H Expansion Project is presently at the final stage of the detail design with
construction planned to start in spring 2012.

The tendering process for this project is handled in two phases. The first phase involves pre-
selection of the major facility equipment through a competitive bidding process while the second
phase is competitive bidding by general contractors for the construction of the facility and
instalation of the pre-selected equipment. The pre-selection of the equipment secures timely
supply of this equipment and allows completion of the detail design stage.

This process includes tendering and issuing a Letter of Intent to the selected supplier which
constitutes a bid approval. Additionally, a Purchase Order for 5% of the total bid value will be
sent to the supplier for the submission of the equipment shop drawings needed to complete
detailed design. The pre-selected equipment and its price will be identified in the contract tender
documents for the construction of the facility which is scheduled to be tendered in October 2011.
The award of the construction contract results in the General Contractor becoming responsible
for the execution of the pre-selected equipment supply contract. This process has been
successfully utilized for the New Intake Facility.
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Enhanced disinfection in the form of UV reactors were specified as an element of the Avenue H
Reservoir Expansion as UV is highly effective against Giardia and Cryptosporidium, requires a
small footprint, is easy to operate, and is the industry’s lowest cost option for Cryptosporidium
inactivation. The consultant’s opinion of probable cost prior to tendering was $1,430,000.

Tenders were opened publicly on June 23, 2011. Three tenders were received and are listed
below:

Bidder Total Tender Price
Cagon Carbon Canada (Markham, ON) $824,198.06
Trojan Technologies (London, ON) $995,940.00
ITT Water and Wastewater (Pointe Claire, QC) $1,045,220.00

The bid from Calgon Carbon Canada listed severa exceptions to the specifications. A
significant exception was the inclusion of a Limitation of Liability clause which restricted
Calgon Carbon Canada's total liability. The list of clarifications and exceptions also included
several changes to tender specifications which were unacceptable to the City. A review of the
bid by Purchasing Services determined the bid was non-compliant resulting in the bid being
rejected. The City Solicitor’s Office has a so reviewed the Calgon Carbon Canada bid.

The tender documents stated that the selection would be based on completeness, technical
quality, capital cost, and a lifecycle cost anaysis based on twenty years of operation. The
completeness and technical quality categories were a pass/fail system. Having passed the first
two categories, the bid with the lowest overall price consisting of the combined capital cost and
life cycle costs would be considered the most favourable bid. The project consultants,
Associated Engineering (Sask.) Ltd., teamed with CH2M HILL Canada Limited, performed a
technical bid evaluation and determined the total overall cost for the two compliant bids as
follows:

Bidder Total Overall Price
Trojan Technologies (London, ON) $1,339,063.00
ITT Water and Wastewater (Pointe Claire, QC) $1,362,189.00

Based on aresponsive bid, adherence to the technica specifications and lowest total overall cost,
the bid from Trojan Technol ogies was recommended.

OPTIONS

Options include award to the lowest compliant bidder, as recommended in this report, or award
to the non-compliant bidder who submitted the lowest total tender price and deal with a possible
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challenge to the award. Not awarding to any of the bidders and re-tendering is not an option as a
compliant bid was received and the net cost to the City was below the consultant’ s estimate.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

There are no policy implications.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The net cost to the City for the bid submitted by Trojan Technologies would be as follows:

Base Tender Amount $905,400.00
P.ST. 45,270.00
G.ST. 45,270.00
Total Tender Price $995,940.00
Less G.S.T. Rebate to City (45,270.00)
Net Cost to the City $950,670.00

The City will issue a purchase order for 5% of the total tender price for shop drawings after
award at a net cost to the City of $47,533.50. Once the genera construction contract for the
Avenue H Reservoir Expansion project has been awarded, the UV Equipment Supply contract
will be assigned to the General Contractor and the General Contractor will be made responsible
for the execution of the UV Equipment Supply contract.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

The UV equipment tender used a twenty-year life cycle cost analysis to determine the lowest
overal price for the equipment to ensure the resultant energy consumption is the smallest
amount.

PUBLIC NOTICE

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

Respectfully submitted,

Jeff Jorgenson, General Manager
Utility Services Department



REPORT NO. 9-2011 Saskatoon, Saskatchewan
Wednesday, August 17, 2011

His Worship the Mayor and City Council
The City of Saskatoon

LEGISLATIVE REPORTS

Section A — OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK

Al) City Council Meeting Schedule - 2012
(File No. CK. 255-1)

RECOMMENDATION: that City Council approve the attached schedule for City Council and
Executive Committee meetings in 2012.

Attached 1s a schedule of recommended meeting dates in 2012,

The highlights of this schedule are:

No meetings the week of January 30 (SUMA)

No meetings the week of February 20 (week of Family Day)

No Executive meeting on February 13 in order to build in a break
No meetings the week of June 4 (FCM)

Only one Council meeting in July and August, held on Wednesday so that reports from
Committees can be submitted

o No meetings held during the month of October (i.e. after nominations close on September
26)

e Inaugural meeting of City Council on October 29

PUBLIC NOTICE

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

ATTACHMENT

1. 2012 City Council Meeting Schedule
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A2) By-Election — Ward Three

Establishment of Date, Hours of Voting,
Polling Areas and Places, Advance/Special/Mobile Polls

(File No. CK. 265-1)

RECOMMENDATION: 1)

2)

3)

4)

3)

6)

that a by-election to fill the vacancy in Ward Three be held
on Wednesday, October 19, 2011;

that voting take place between the hours of 8:00 a.m. and
8:00 p.m. on the day of the by-election;

that the following polling areas and polling places be
established, as outlined on the attached map:

Poll 301 Fairhaven School
4905 Forrester Road

Poll 302 St. Marguerite School
1235 McCormack Road

Poll 303 Father Vachon School
3722 Centennial Drive

Poll 304 Bishop Roborecki School
24 Pearson Place

that a Special Poll be established at the Parkridge Centre,
110 Gropper Crescent for the residents of the Parkridge
Centre between the hours of 1:30 p.m. and 4:30 p.m. on
Monday, October 17, 2011;

that an Advance Poll be held on Saturday, October 8 and
October 15 at the Shaw Centre, 122 Bowlt Crescent,
between the hours of 9:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m.; and

that a Mobile Poll be established for electors, and their
resident caregivers, who because of physical disability or
limited mobility are unable to attend at an established
polling place to vote.




Legislative Report No. 9-2011
Section A — Office of the City Clerk
Wednesday, August 17, 2011

Page 3

In accordance with Section 6(1) of The Local Government Election Act, City Council is required
to provide for the holding of a by-election where a vacancy occurs on Council. A vacancy exists
in Ward Three with the passing of Councillor Maurice Neault.

A minimum period of eight to ten weeks is desirable in order to do ali of the things necessary to
carry out a by-election, including advertising for candidates, hiring and training election workers,
and printing ballots. It is therefore recommended that the by-election be held on Wednesday,
October 19, 2011. The following are the pertinent dates:

Ad - Call for Nominations Saturday, August 27 and Saturday, September 3
Nominations Accepted Tuesday, September 6 to Wednesday September 14
Advance Polls Saturday, October 8 and Saturday, October 15
Special Poll Monday, October 17
By-election Wednesday, October 19
New Councillor Sworn In Monday, October 24

PUBLIC NOTICE

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

ATTACHMENT

1. Map of Ward Three

A3) Ward Seven Municipal By-Election

Disclosure of Campaign Contributions and Expenses
(File No. CK. 255-5-1)

RECOMMENDATION: that the information be received.

Bylaw No. 8491, The Campaign Disclosure and Spending Limits Bylaw, 2006, requires that all
candidates in a by-election must file a Statement of Election Expenses/Contributions with the
Returning Officer within 180 days following the day of the by-election. The Ward Seven by-
election was held on February 9, 2011; accordingly the last day for filing the required Statements
of Election Expenses and Contributions was Monday, August 8, 2011,

The Statement of Election Expenses/Contributions for candidates for Councillor consists of a
Statutory Declaration (Schedule A) indicating the total campaign contributions and the total
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campaign expenses of the candidate, and a list (Schedule B) of the contributor names and amount
for all contributions exceeding $250.00.

Section 10 of the Bylaw provides that all documents filed with the Returning Officer are public
documents and, at any time afier the filing deadline, may be inspected at the office of the City
Clerk during regular office hours. The Bylaw further states that the Returning Officer shall
forward to Council and also post in a conspicuous place a report summarizing the campaign
contributions and campaign expenses of each candidate, with a notation for any candidate who

has exceeded the limit on campaign expenses and the names of any candidates who fail to file
the required disclosure statements.

Attached is a summary of the disclosures filed to date. All candidates have complied with the

Bylaw. Copies of the summary, as well as the complete disclosure forms have been posted on
the City’s website.

PUBLIC NOTICE

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

ATTACHMENT

1. Ward 7 Municipal By-Election Disclosure Chart




Section B - OFFICE OF THE CITY SOLICITOR

B1l) Enquiry - Councillor D. Hill (July 14, 2008)
Use of Longboards in City Centre No Skateboard Zone
(File No. CK. 5200-4)

RECOMMENDATION: that City Council consider proposed Bylaw No. 8956.

City Council, at its meeting held on June 27, 2011, instructed the City Solicitor to prepare an
amendment to Bylaw No. 7200, The Traffic Bylaw, to:

(a) permit skateboarding on exclusive bike lanes and multi-use trails within the
Central Business District and other Business Improvement Districts; and

(b) create an offence for anyone damaging City property or stunting while using a
bicycle, skateboard, rollerblades or other methods of conveyance.

The attached Bylaw makes the required amendments to The Traffic Bylaw, respecting
skateboarding, longboarding and rollerblading. In our opinion, an amendment to Bylaw No.
6884, The Bicycle Bylaw, would be required to create an offence for stunting or causing damage
to City property while using a bicycle.

We have created an offence for causing damage to City property which applies throughout the
City. We have suggested a penalty of $50.00 for this offence. In addition to this penalty, we
have added a provision to the Bylaw that allows the City to request a Court Order requiring that a
person convicted of causing such damage reimburse the City for the cost of the repair.

PUBLIC NOTICE

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

ATTACHMENT

1. Proposed Bylaw No. 8956, The Traffic Amendment Bylaw, 2011 (No. 2).

Respectfully submitted,

Janice Mann, City Clerk

Theresa Dust, City Solicitor
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WARD SEVEN MUNICIPAL BY-ELECTION

FEBRUARY 9, 2011

DISCLOSURE - CAMPAIGN CONTRIBUTIONS AND EXPENSES

NAME CONTRIBUTIONS | EXPENSES | EXCEEDED DID

LIMIT NQT

YILE
Robin Bellamy $6,678.01 $6,678.01 No
Michae! Bergsteinsson 0 $69.00 No
Mike Bzowey 0 $9,980.42 No
Mairin Loewen $11,788.69 $9,021.53 Ne
Bill J. Oranchuk 0 $3,063.11 No
Adam Pollock 0 0 No
Patrick Thomson $700 $2,135 No
Bill Wheatley $1,181.00 $2,272.40 No

WardSevenDisclosureChart.doc




ATTACHMENT o, 7

BYLAW NO. 8956

The Traffic Amendment Bylaw, 2011 (No. 2)
The Council of The City of Saskatoon enacts:
Short Title |
I This Bylaw may be cited as The Traffic Amendment Bylaw, 2011 (No. 2).
Purpose
2. The purpose of this Bylaw is to amend The Traffic Bylaw to:

(a) permit skateboarding on exclusive bike lanes and multi-use trails within the
Central Business District; and

(b) prohibit stunting and damaging property owned by The City of Saskatoon by

persons operating or using skateboards, longboards, bicycles, rollerblades and
other similar vehicles.

Bylaw No. 7200 Amended

3. The Traffic Bylaw is amended in the manner set forth in this Bylaw.
Section 35 Amended

4, Section 35 is amended by repealing Subsection (2).

New Part VLA

5. The following is added after Section 38:

“Part VI.A — Skateboards, Longboards, Rollerblades and other Means
of Conveyance

Interpretation of Part

38.1 In this Part:

(a) “skateboard” includes longboard and “skateboarding” includes
longboarding; and

(b)  “vehicle” includes a skateboard, rollerblades, and other similar
means of conveyance, but does not include a wheelchair.
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Skateboarding

38.2

(D

(2)

Except as provided in Subsection (2), no person shall skateboard on a

street, sidewalk or other public place within the Restricted Areas outlined
in Schedule Ne. 5.

.Skateboarding is permitted in the Restricted Areas outlined in Schedule
No. 5 within an exclusive bike lane on a street and on a designated off
road multi-use trail. For greater certainty, “exclusive bike lane” does not
include lanes designated by “Sharrows” as accommodating both bicycle
and motor vehicular traffic.
Stunting
383 (1)  Except as provided in Subsection (2), no person operating or using a
vehicle shall perform or engage in any stunt or activity on a sidewalk or
other public place that is likely to distract, startle or otherwise interfere
with other users of the sidewalk or other public place.
2) Stunting is permitted within designated skate parks.
Damaging City Property
38.4 No person skateboarding, longboarding or roller-blading shall do so in a manner
which causes damage to a street, sidewalk or other public place designed and
intended for or used by pedestrians or any City property affixed or placed on a
street, sidewalk or other public place designed and intended for or used by
pedestrians.”
Section 59.2 Added

6. The following Section is added after Section 59.1:

“Restitution

552

In addition to any fine or sentence of imprisonment imposed for an
offence under this Bylaw, the convicting judge or justice of the peace
shall, at the request of the Crown, order the imposition of a penalty

relating to a fee, cost, rate, toll or charge that is associated with the
conduct giving rise to the offence.

The convicting judge or justice of the peace shall impose the penalty in a
reasonable amount that reflects the costs incurred by the City as a result of
the conduct giving rise to the offence.”
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Schedule No. 10 Amended
7. Schedule No. 10 is amended by:
- (a) striking out 35(2) in Section 1 “Notice of Violation Offences”,

(b) adding the following after 38 in Section 1 “Notice of Violation Offences”:

*38.2(1) Skateboarding in Restricted Area 25.00 10.00
38.3(1) Stunting 40.00 20.00”
and,

(c) by adding the following after 30 in Section 2 “Summeons Ticket Offences™:

“38.4 Damaging City Property $50.00”.

Coming Into Force

8. The Bylaw shall come into force on the day of its final passing,.

Read a first time this day of , 2011,
Read a second time this day of , 2011.
Read a third time and passed this day of , 2011.

Mayor _ City Clerk



REPORT NQO.10-2011 Saskatoon, Saskatchewan
Wednesday, July 13, 2011

His Worship the Mayor and City Council
The City of Saskatoon

REPORT

of the

PLANNING AND OPERATIONS COMMITTEE

Composition of Committee

Councillor P. Lorje, Chair
Councillor C, Clark
Councillor R. Donauer
Councillor B. Dubois
Councilior M. Loewen

1. Enquiry — Councillor T. Paulsen (September 27, 2010)
Civic Centre Programs
(Files CK. 5500-1 and LS. 215-16)

RECOMMENDATION: that the information be received.

The following enquiry was made by Councillor T. Paulsen at the meeting of City Council held
on September 27, 2010.

“I am receiving numerous complaints about programs in the civic centres being full,
particularly children’s swimming lessons. Could the Administration please report on
how many of the civic centre clients (for all programs) are residents of Saskatoon and
how many are residents of other commmunities?”

In response to the enquiry, your Committee has reviewed the attached report of the General
Manager, Community Services Department, dated February 23, 2011 with the Administration.
The report is being forwarded to City Council for its information.
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2. 2011 Prepaid Service Rates (Direct and Offsite)
(Files CK. 4216-1 and IS 4216-1)

RECOMMENDATION: that the 2011 Prepaid Service Rates, as set out in the attachments
to the report of the General Manager, Infrastructure Services
Department, dated June 24, 2011, be approved.

Attached is a report of the General Manager, Infrastructure Services Department dated
June 24, 2011, with respect to the 2011 Prepaid Service Rates for direct and offsite levies.

Your Commitiee has reviewed the report with the Administration and supports the proposed
rates for 2011.

3. Innovative Housing Incentives Application
628318 Saskatchewan Ltd. — Accessible, Affordable Rental Units
707/711 Avenue M South and 717 Avenue L South
(Files CK 750-4 and PL. 951-54)

RECOMMENDATION: that an additional payment of $27,220 be approved from the
Affordable Housing Reserve to meet the City of Saskatoon’s
commitment under the Innovative Housing Policy No. C09-002
based on actual expenditures for the projects at 707/711 Avenue M
South and 717 Avenue L south (628318 Saskatchewan Lid.).

Your Committee has reviewed the attached report of the General Manager, Community Services
Department dated June 24, 2011 regarding the above-noted project and supports an additional
payment of $27,200 from the Affordable Housing Reserve to cover the City’s maximum
contribution of 10 percent of the total capital costs (maximum $100,000).

4. Innovative Housing Incentives Application —~
Cress Housing Corporation - 315 Avenue H South
(Files CK. 750-4 and PL. 951-93)

RECOMMENDATION: 1) that funding of 10 percent of the total project cost for the
construction of 27 affordable rental units by Cress Housing
Corporation, located at 315 Avenue H South, estimated at
$266,759.50, be approved under the Innovative Housing
Incentives Policy No. C09-002;
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2) that a five-year tax abatement of the incremental taxes be
applied to the subject property commencing the next
taxation year following completion of construction; and

3) 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 agreement
under the Corporate Seal.

Attached is a report of the General Manager, Community Services Department dated
June 24, 2011 with respect to an application for funding assistance under the Innovative Housing
Incentives Program towards the construction of a 27-unit apartment building at 315 Avenue H
South in the Riversdale neighborhood.

Your Committee has reviewed the report with the Administration and supports the above
recommendations.

5. The Lighthouse Supported Living Inc. — Innovative Housing Incentives —
Affordable Rental Units/Shelter Spaces — 227 20" Street East
(Files CK. 750-4 and PL. 951-85)

RECOMMENDATION: 1) that the approved funding for the development at 227 20"
Street East by The Lighthouse Supported Living Inc., be
reduced by $100,000 to $1,085,000; and

2) that the City Solicitor be requested to prepare the necessary
agreement with the appropriate amendments, and that His
Worship the Mayor and the City Clerk be authorized to
execute the agreement under the Corporate Seal.

Attached is a report of the General Manager, Community Services Department dated
June 23, 2011, regarding a reduction in the number of affordable rental units in The Lighthouse

Supported Living Inc. project at 227 20™ Street East due to increased construction and labour
costs.

Your Committee has reviewed the report with the Administration and recommends support for
this project at the reduced funding levels as outlined in the above recommendations.
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6. Reserve and Rate Sufficiency Review
(Files CK 4216-1 and LS. 4216-1)

RECOMMENDATION: 1) that the Parks and Recreation Levy component rate for
2011 on residential lots be increased, as follows:

Neighbourhood $206.05

District $ 85.75
Multi-District $20.30
Total $312.10;

2) that the Community Centre Levy for 2011 on residential
lots remain, as follows:

Hampton Village $141.90

Stonebridge $91.75
Rosewood $119.80
Evergreen $146.20; and

3) that the proposed revision to City Council Policy No.
C03-011 Parks and Recreation Levy be approved.

Your Committee has reviewed the attached report of the General Manager, Community Services
Department dated June 6, 2011 regarding the 2011 Parks and Recreation Levy component and
Community Centre Levy on residential lots and supports the recommendations outlined above.

7. Zoo Program/Paws-Inn Concession Agreement
(Files CK. 4205-8 and LS. 290-38)

RECOMMENDATION: 1) that the City Solicitor be requested to prepare the

appropriate contract between the City of Saskatoon and the
Saskatoon Zoo Society; and

2) that His Worship the Mayor and the City Clerk be
authorized to execute the agreement under the Corporate
Seal.
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Atftached is a report of the General Manager, Community Services Department dated
May 18,2011, recommending approval of an Agreement with the Saskatoon Zoo Society
regarding programming services, admission and gate services and operation of the Kinsmen
Express at the Forestry Farm Park and Zoo.

Your Committee has reviewed this report with the Administration and submits the above

recommendations for City Council’s approval.

8. Cosmopolitan Couples Club — Proposed Children’s Safety Village
(Files CK. 5300-1, LS. 5700-2-1 and PL. 5400-1)

RECOMMENDATION: that the location of the proposed Children’s Safety Village at Pierre
Radisson District Park be approved in principle,

Your Commiitee has reviewed the attached report of the General Manager, Community Services
Department dated June 27, 2011 with the Adminisiration and a representative of the
Cosmopolitan Couples Club and supports a recommendation for approval, in principle, that
Pierre District Park be the location of the proposed Children’s Safety Village.

Respectfully submitted,

Councillor P. Lorje, Chair
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TO: Secretary, Planning and Operations Committee

RECEIVED

FROM: General Manager, Community Services Departme MAR § 3 20

DATE: February 23, 2011 #3200
SUBJECT: Council Enquiry — Civic Centre Programs CliTY CLEmwa -
FILENO: _ LS215-16 < ;3';33_‘.(2%5{?5 FICE
RECOMMENDATION: that a copy of this report be forwarded to City Council fm:

information.

BACKGROUND

During its September 27, 2010 City Council meeting, Councillor T. Paulsen made the following
enquiry regarding program registrations af the civic centres:

“I am receiving numerous complaints about programs in the civic centres being full,
particularty children’s swimming lessons. Could the Administration please report
on how many of the civic centre clients (for all programs) are residents of Saskatoon
and how many are residents in other communities?”

The Leisure Services Branch (Leisure Services) manages six indoor leisure facilities (Cosmo Civic
Centre, Saskatoon Field House, Harry Bailey Aquatic Centre, Lakewood Civic Centre, Lawson
Civic Centre, and Shaw Centre) and four outdoor pools (George Ward Pool, Lathey Pool, Mayfair
Pool, and Riversdale Pool). These facilittes provide fitness, recreation, and aquatic programs
through the four program seasons (winter, spring, summer, and fall).

Repistered programs take the form of a scheduled class with an instructor who leads the participants
through a predefined set of activities for which preregistration is required. The majority of our
registered programs continue to be swimming lessons for children.

Swinuning lessons are offered at four indoor leisure centres (Harry Bailey Aquatic Centre,
Lakewood Civic Centfre, Lawson Civic Centre, and Shaw Centre) in a mix of morning, afternoon,
evening, and weekend lessons to provide as many registration options to parents as possible.

Outdoor pool swimming lessons are offered at four pools in the weekday momings and early
evenings.

The busiest period for swimming lessons, where parents find it most difficult to register a child at a
preferred time is typically: :

° Weekday momings (9:00 am. to 11:00 am,) which are primarily parents and
preschool children, and

® Weekday evenmgs (4:30 pan. to 7:00 pm.) which are a mix of preschool and
school-aged children.




REPORT

In 2010, overall combined registrations for aquatic and recreation programs at both leisure centres
and outdoor pools reached almost 17,550 registrations. Outlined in the chart below, approximately
80 percent of program registrations were from people who supplied postal codes that were inside
the City of Saskatoon (City), and 12 percent were from postal codes outside of the City.

Approximately 8 percent either did not provide a postal code, or the postal code was not
recognizable in our registration database.

2010 Registrations

Adquatics registrations account for 85 percent of our total registrations in leisure programs, and
recreation registrations account for the remaining 15 percent. In 2010, approximately 2,300
swimming lesson classes were delivered that accommodated approximately 14,850 registrations. In
2010, approximately 230 recreation classes were provided (e.g. cooking classes, personal fitness
training, ‘learn-to’ classes, etc.) that accommodated approximately 2,700 registrations. A summary
of the 2010 Registrations by Suburban Area is found in Attachment 1.

After each season, Letsure Services program staff evaluate the program mix (number of classes and

time offered) and make adjustments for the following year based on registration trends, wait Lists,
and program cancellations.

To accommodate as many registrants as possible during high demand periods, the automated
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registration system produces wait hists and reports to identify programs that are not meeting
minimum registration volumes. These reports are produced two weeks prior to the start of a season,
which gives program staff time to make adjustments by contacting patrons on the wait list asking if
they wish to register in a class not currently at capacity.

There are other factors that may be contributing to parents’ difficulties registering for swim lessons
at high demand times, as follows:

° With more leisure options available to their children, parents are registering their
children fewer times per year in swimming lessons. Parents pick a specific season

where swimming lessons will work for their family based on other activities they are
participating in.

° In recent years, your Administration has experienced an increase of online customers
starting to register their children in more than one lesson at the beginning of a season
because they do not yet know their schedule for other sports/activities for that
season. Once their sports/activitics schedules have been confirmed, they then cancel
out of one of the swimming lessons they had previously registered for. At the time
of online registration, this can create a barrier for other parents wanting to register in
classes where the class has already reached its maximum capacity.

-

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no environmental and/or greenhouse gas implications.

PUBLIC NOTICE

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

ATTACHMENT
1. 2010 Registrations by Postal Code of Regstrants
Written by: Rob Gilhuly, Supervisor

Program Services, Leisure Services Branch

-

Reviewed by: C;Z/V‘/ 4 Wﬂ//’ﬁ /MM

Cary Humphrey, Man‘éger
Leisure Services Branch




Approved by:
Paul Gauthier, General Manager

Community Services Department
Dated: Hased. l_.. Aot}

cc: Murray Totland, City Manager

§/Reponts/1.5/2011/2011 Committee/P&O Council Enquiry — Civic Centre Progrims/ks

BF No.: 53-10



ATTACHMENT 1
2010 Registrations by Postal Code of Registrants

Centres

IRPORT]NDUSTRIAL 1 0%

CONFEDERATION 2509 18%
CORE 674 5%
HUDSON BAY INDUSTRIAL 11 0%
GORDIE HOWE MANAGEMENT AREA 1 0%
LAKEWOOD 2288 17%
LAWSON HEIGHTS 1475 11%
NORTH INDUSTRIAL 56 0%
NUTANA 1712 12%
OUT OF CITY 1864 13%
UNIVERSITY HEIGHTS 2095 15%
Unkown 1132 8%
Grand Total 13818

2010 Aquatics Registrations - Qutdoor Pools

Siibiitba Na To

CONFEDERATION 120 12%
CORE 106 10%
LAKEWOOD 101 10%
LAWSON HEIGHTS 45 A%
NORTH INDUSTRIAL 1 0%
NUTANA 425 A2%
QUT OF CITY 66 7%
UNIVERSITY HEIGHTS 99 10%
Unkown 46 5%
Grand Total~ ' 1013

2010 Recreation Registrations - Leisure Centres

AIRPORT INDUSTRIAL
CONFEDERATION ' 543
CORE 274
GORDIE HOWE MANAGEMENT AREA i
LAKEWOOD 422
LAWSON HEIGHTS 311
“INORTH INDUSTRIAL™ - 3
NUTANA 455
QUT OF ATy 147
UNIVERSITY HEIGHTS 382
Unkown T 167
Grand Total 2718




TO: Secretary, Planning and Operations Committee
FROM: General Manager, Infrastructure Services Department
DATE: June 24, 2011

SUBJECT: 2011 Prepaid Service Rates (Direct and Offsite)

FILE: 1S 4216-1

RECOMMENDATION: that a report be submitted to City Council recommending that the
attached 2011 Prepaid Service Rates be approved.

BACKGROUND

The City of Saskatoon’s financial source of revenue for the construction of infrastructure in new
areas within the city is the Prepaid Service Rates. The prepaid service rates were established on
the premise that new development should pay the cost of the services provided. City Council has
resolved that General Revenues are not to be used to fund the services covered by these rates.

The prepaid rates are divided into two major servicing categories: direct services, which benefit

the frontage of new property; and offsite services, which benefit the neighbourhood or catchment
area as a whole.

Infrastructure Services has prepared the rates with the understanding that shortfalls may be
absorbed in the following year’s process. The risk in this method is the possibility of a following
‘year where limited construction is forecasted but shortfalls are evident. To mitigate this potential
problem, Infrastructure Services attempts to wait for a considerable cross section of tenders to be
awarded in order to arrive at a reasonable overall prepaid service rate.

The prepaid service rates were last approved on June 28, 2010. Infrastructure Services has
reviewed the actual 2010 costs of land developed by the City of Saskatoon, as well as the 2011
tenders received to date, in order to establish the proposed 2011 offsite and direct service rates.

The proposed rates were discussed and received by the Manager of the Community Services
Department, Land Branch, as well as with the Developers® Liaison Committee. The net overail
effect for the 2011 year will be an increase of 5.6% for the residential prepaid service rates. Of

this change, the net effect that impacts private developers that may utilize our direct rates is also
an increase of approximately 5.6%.

If City Council continues the policy whereby new development funds the entire cost of servicing
new development, the proposed rate increases are required to meet projected and actual
expenditures. The present rates do not reflect the cost of interest or carrying costs.

REPORT

The City of Saskatoon has awarded a majority of the planned tenders for construction of various
services in 2011. This year's program will eventually entail awarding tenders for the partial
direct servicing of 633 residential lots in the Evergreen, Rosewood and Hampton




neighbourhoods; continued offsite service construction in various areas; as well as servicing
within the Marquis Industrial area. Other direct service construction includes road and utility
work, not completed from 2010 contracts, in the Hampton Village and Evergreen
neighbourhoods. Offsite service tenders will include primary water main construction on Central
Avenue and Fedoruk Drive as well as the Marquis Industrial Area; a lift station and force main in

Kensington; trunk sewers in Marquis Industrial; as well as arterial road work in Hampton
Village.

The net effect is a construction program slightly higher but comparable to 2010, with expected
land development costs totalling $80 million.

The offsite levies comprise services that are common to the entire neighbourhood or
geographical catchment area. These services usually benefit a number of neighbourhoods and are
derived from studies that encompass very large piping and roadway systems. The majority of the
tenders have been awarded this year, and the cost analysis of these tenders, including information
on construction costs from last year, are the basis for the prepaid service rates. The net overall
inflationary pressures for new development have increased in 2011. Oil and gas prices, which
are a major component within the rates, have shown a substantial escalation, which is verified by
the average Statistics Canada Industry Price Indexes, which indicate a rise of 23% for diesel fuel
within the prairie provinces from a year ago. Contract unit prices, as reviewed within tenders,
are higher in many instances from last year’s levels, or at least stabilized. It is assumed that
contract prices will stay fairly constant through most of the tendering process until capacity
issues result in contract prices exceeding normal pricing patterns. Within the analysis of

individual rates, changes have occurred. These changes will require an adjustment to the prepaid
rates (Attachment 1).

A. Water and Sewer Servicing

Water and Sewer Mains. Trunk Sewers. Primary Water Mains and Lift Stations

Tenders have been awarded within the residential neighbourhoods of Evergreen and Rosewood,
with subsequent tenders to follow for the construction of water and sewer direct servicing.
Primary watermains are planned to be tendered later this summer for both the Marquis Industrial
Area and the University Heights Area, on Central Avenue and Fedoruk Drive. Lift station

construction was in progress last year within Stonebridge, Fletcher and Jasper Avenues, with a
planned station to be tendered later this year in Kensington.

In analyzing the current costs, it has been noted that overall direct water and sewer unit prices
have augmented this year, after also showing an increase the year before. One of the main
components of water and sewer mains is the cost of plastic piping (PVC). The cost index for
PVC resin has increased 9.9% this past year, with an additional spike in prices noted this spring.
Specific services that will affect rates include the following:

1) Water and Sewer Mains and Service Connections — One residential contract has
been awarded in Rosewood, with a further contract contemplated in Evergreen, in




the Kloppenburg Crescent area, as well as servicing in Marquis Industrial. Prices
are within budget but are generally higher with average depth piping systems.
Main line prices for 150 millimetre (mm) water mains and 200 mm sanitary sewer
main pipes at an average depth were 14% and 7% higher respectively than similar
unit prices last year. Storm sewers typically cover a large range of sizes and
depths. Upon analysis and comparison to similar items in last year’s contracts, a
typical 375 mm storm pipe constructed to an average depth appeared to be more
costly, indicating an average increase of 12%. The net result was an increase in
the residential servicing rate of 8.6%, which compares to an increase from last
year of 3.2%.

Water and sewer service connections were constructed within two separate
contacts. Specialty material items such as main and curb stops have risen,
however, the basic 100 mm sanitary sewer service pipe are less costly this year.
Tenders for this service have indicated that a higher rate of 13.9% is warranted.

Trunk Sewers and Primary Water Mains — This year bidding took place on the
extension of the Marquis Trunk along 66" Street. Also, in 2011, a tender was
awarded for a force main to serve the Kensington neighbourhood. During 2009,
extensive bidding took place for the extension of trunk servicing on Arthur Rose
Avenue within the Marquis Industrial area. From these prices, an estimate for
trunk pricing was derived which comprises 74.7% of the trunk sewer levy. The
remaining 25.3% of the levy funds storm ponds, where the primary cost is the
excavation of large amounts of earth material. This, along with information from
Statistics Canada acknowledging the change in concrete piping costs, was used in
determining the modification of the rate for 2011. Extrapolating these
components resulted in a change being warranted for the trunk sewer rate.

Primary water mains include the larger piping systems that serve entire
neighbourhoaods, typically equal or greater than 400 mm in size. Primary water
mains have, in most cases, lagged initial development and may include a variety
of components that are not necessarily utilized consistently for each job, such as
pumped drain structures or concrete bulkheads. A common component is piping,
however, this can also vary between, not only sizes, but material type and
construction required through pavement structures or undeveloped land.
Depending on the size and the length of individual pipes needed in any one
contract, different types of piping materials are utilized. As mentioned previously,
the cost of PVC piping has increased the most, whereas polyethylene and concrete
piping products have had more modest increases. The larger diameter sizes of
pipe are constructed with concrete; however, the two projects that are currently
© being tendered for Marquis and University Heights are a smaller diameter and will
be utilizing a plastic pipe product. Also, an analysis was conducted by comparing
budgeted projects with existing and expected revenues within catchment areas.

The net result is a recommended increase in the rate of 5.2% for primary water
mains.




3) Lift Stations — all of the current neighbourhoods undergoing construction require a
sewage lift station, with the exception of the Evergreen neighbourhood. A
number of new lift stations were started in 2010, and a cost estimate was derived.
The estimate has been revised to take into account additional costs incurred for
specialized circumstances at some lift stations. In 2011, a large lift station and
force main will be tendered within Kensington. This lift station will serve two of
the neighbourhoods within the Blairmore sector, as well as alleviate pressure on
the Spadina interceptor by rerouting flows from a number of neighbourhoods.
These projects have provided a large cost base and, combined with an analysis of
the expected frontage within each of the neighbourhoods, have been the impetus

for the calculation of the overall rate. The net result is a change in the rate of
3.4%.

Taken as a whole, the net price change for various services and calculated frontages has resulted
in a cost increase for 2011. It is recommended that the general construction rate change by the

following percentages, with similar changes noted within Attachment 1 for other zoning
classifications:

Water and Sewer Mains 8.6%
Trunk Sewers 5.8%
Primary Water Mains 3.2%
Lift Stations 3.4%
Water and Sewer Connections 13.9%

B. Roadways

Grading, Sidewalks. Paving. Lanes. Walkways. Buffers. Fencing and Arterial Roadways

In 2010, the City had a very large scale road building program, including over 36,000 metres of
sidewalk and curbing compared to an impressive 19,000 metres in 2009. Due to wet weather
conditions, some of the projects were carried over into 2011. The 2011 program will be balanced
between residential direct and arterial roadways. This year, the main projects include two lanes
on Claypool Drive, as well as residential sidewalk and roadway construction in Rosewood,
Hampton Village and the Evergreen neighbourhoods. Most of the roadwork planned for 2011
has been awarded. Areas of noted significance are as follows:

1) Grading and Buffers — This component involves the excavation, transportation
and placement of large quantities of dirt to facilitate the overall drainage pattern
within a development area. In late 2010, area grading contracts were awarded for
Evergreen and additional contracts were awarded this spring for Rosewood, and
Marquis Industrial. A storm pond in Kensington was also tendered. An
additional area grading coniract is planned for later this year in Evergreen. The
main component utilized within this area is diesel fuel, which has increased
markedly. In 2009, unit prices decreased in response to a lowering of fuel prices,
however, this year we have seen, on average, unit prices for the stripping of




2)

2)

topsoil and excavation of material intensify. On average, topsoil excavation costs
are up 42%, and excavation to embankment has moved forward 26%. In
Evergreen a further component is the removal of rock. The boulder layer that
exists through a portion of the neighbourhood extending from Silverspring is still
a concern, however prices for this component have stabilized this year after
increasing substantially last year.

The main components within the Buffer levy are berming, which also utilizes the
movement of earth material and fine grade and seeding. As noted previously,
excavation costs have swelled. A contract for fine grade and seeding will be
tendered this summer and further costs will be analyzed. This component did not
show evidence of higher tender prices last year and will not be increased in 2011.
As a result, the buffer strip rate will augment less than the overall grading rate.

Sidewalk and Curbing — In 2011, three contracts were analyzed, including two in
Evergreen and one in Rosewood, as well as the Claypool arterial contract. Supply
and installation of concrete jumped in 2011, The standard 1050 mm sidewalk and
rolled curb, which is utilized extensively in residential neighbourhoods, is up, on
average, 24%. Separate walk and curb has increased less, on average, and rolled
curbing saw a small 4% decrease. Different components are included within
residential versus multi-family/commercial areas, which are then blended together
in amving at a rate for each classification. As a result, the multi-
family/commercial rate, nsed primarily in suburban areas, is traditionally 1.7
times greater than the residential rate. In 2011, a larger than normal amount of
multi-family properties will be constructed in Evergreen, however, a larger
amount of combined walk and curb will be utilized, versus the more expensive
separate walk and curb service. Even though prices have escalated, the resulting
offset will allow the rate to remain the same in 2011.

Paving, Lanes, Arterial Roadways and Interchanges — Unit prices from three
residential and one arterial roadway tender were used to arrive at the arterial
roadway rate, as well as an analysis of the remaining frontage within existing

areas. The net result was a change in the arterial roadway rate for all
classifications of 3.2%

Roadways on average, experienced increases in cost for the main building
components, such as asphalt at 9.2%, base material at 15% and sub base material
at 17%. Although asphalt is higher this year, it is still below the peak prices of
$170 per tonne experienced in 2008. As with sidewalks, mentioned previously,
an analysis was performed and costs were again averaged between local
residential roadways and multi-family/commercial rates. The multi-
family/commercial roadway rate was increased substantially in 2007 to account
for the non frontage areas within the Blairmore suburban area. The result was that
this classification of roadways, as a ratio to narrower residential roads, is
considerably higher than was the historical average. With the higher amount of




multi-family lands being constructed in Evergreen this year, that include a higher
ratio of roadways built to a residential standard, versus those normally found
within a suburban area, the multifamily/commercial rate may be decreased and the
residential rate held at the current rate. As reported in previous years, the City has
been constructing local roadways and rear lanes with additional base course and,
where necessary, also geotextile fabric due to high water tables within residential
neighbourhoods. All residential roadways contracled in 2010 were constructed in
this manner. In 2011, the City will endeavour to construct new roadways utilizing
our standard specifications and, where necessary, switch to the high water table
method. By utilizing our standard method where possible we will be reducing the
amount of additional base gravel, which is a resource that is becoming
increasingly more expensive as stockpiles are obtained further from the City
limits. The net result, after averaging commercial/institutional frontages within
the City’s active neighbourhoods, is a negligible change in the rate for residential
classifications and a reduction in the commercial zoning classifications. The
industrial component produced an increase of 9.6%.

The interchange levy was adopted in 2006 to provide a funding source for a
portion of the cost of interchanges as they relate to new development. In 2006,
the rate was phased in before being fully implemented in 2007. Detailed
information was gleaned to determine component pricing from the construction of
the Preston Avenue/Circle Drive interchange, currently under construction. From
studying the costs of this-interchange, data was extrapolated to determine a
projected value for 12 interchanges identified as requiring funding from the
interchange levy, including flyovers in Stonebridge and Rosewood. Frontages
have also been estimated for all five sectors within the City that are contributing
towards the interchange levy. The net result, after also analyzing the available

frontage, revenues to daie and costs to date, is an adjustment to the global
interchange rate.

The net effect on the prepaid service rates for this category is as follows:

Grading 14.4%
Buffers 7.9%
Sidewalks and Curbing 0.0%
Paving 0.0%
Arterial Roadways 3.2%
Interchanges 12.4%

Lanes 0.0%




C. Utilities
Street Lighting. Gas and Underground Electrical

City developed land includes a prepaid levy for street lighting, gas and underground electrical
servicing. Private developers contract directly with the respective crown corporation for
telephone and gas servicing. A data base exists that includes two decades of street lighting
service applications where costs and revenues are fracked. In consideration of planned
construction in areas that will produce less saleable frontage adjacent to neighbourhood parks in
Stonebridge in 2011, as well as labour and material increases, the street lighting rate should be
increased in order to breakeven. '
SaskEnergy provides natural gas servicing to all classifications of property. The levy is
composed of a header allocation charge that is calculated by the utility for each neighbourhood
separately, as well as a gas distribution charge. SaskEnergy absorbs a portion of these costs by
applying a capital contribution investment charge of $1,145 per lot. SaskEnergy has indicated
that their investment charge may be reduced in the future; however, for construction in 2011, no
changes to the prepaid service rate are anticipated.

New underground electrical service within Saskatoon is almost entirely provided by SaskPower.
The exception to this is a portion of the Evergreen neighbourhood being constructed this year,
which is included within Saskatoon Light & Power’s franchise area. In 2010, 861 residential lots
received underground electrical servicing. Both the crown corporation and the City also provide
a $1,300 per lot capital contribution. The underground electrical service rate has been adequate
since 2006, but it is recommended it rise in 2011 to breakeven.

The recommended change to the utility rates is as follows:

Street Lighting 3.2%
Underground Electrical Servicing 5.9%

D. Administration

Planning, Municipal Administration. Servicing Agreement Fees. Inspection

The servicing fees for the administration of the land development program are increased each
year in tandem with the changes to the standard collective agreement and the car allowance rate,
where applicable. For 2010, the change has been estimated between 1.7% and 2.0%.

The Future Growth Strategy Group, which consists of planning, engineering and accounting staff,
was created in 2008 to prepare a Master Future Growth Plan for the City.

The funding for the Group comes partially from current operations, and partially from a §5 per front
metre increase to the planning levy rate which was implemented in 2008. At that time, it was
anticipated that an additional §5 per front metre, for a total increase of $10, would be required in



2009 to fund the Group. That increase has not yet been required and the rate is reviewed annually
in conjunction with the annual review of all levy rates.

The proposed increase to the 2011 planning levy rate will, therefore, simply reflect possible changes
to the collective agreement.

E. Parks and Recreation Levy, Community Centres

The Parks and Recreation Levy is a significant portion of the total offsite levies and is submitted
as a separate report from the Community Services Department. The inclusion within this report
is to illustrate completeness of the prepaid service rate schedule.

The levy for community centres has been implemented as a separate charge per residential
neighbourhood, calculated on a front metre basis for all saleable property. This levy will also be
reported on by the Community Services Department.

OPTIONS

One option would be to phase in the change in the rates. The Administration does not

recommend this method as all costs for the various reserves would not be recouped for the 2011
program.

A second option would be to not change the prepaid rates. The Administration does not
recommend this as it would increase pressure on the mill rate; prepaid service rates are expected
to reflect the current cost of construction wherever possible; and a higher-than-normal increase
would be required for next year’s rates.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

‘There are no policy implications.

FINANCIAL IMPACT

The financial impact of increasing the prepaid rates is to ensure the costs to prepare serviced lots
for sale in Saskatoon is in equilibrium with the revenue generated from the sale of these lots.

PUBLIC NOTICE

Public Notice pursuant to Section 3 of Policy C01-021, Public Notice Policy, 1s not required.

ATTACHMENT

1. Proposed Prepaid Servicing Rates
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SCHEDULE |

2011 RESIDENTIAL PREPAID SERVICE RATES

Application:

Attachiqent|

All lots and/or parcel having an area less than 1,000 square metres and zoned R1, R1A, R1B,
R2, RMHC, RMHL, R2A, RM1, RM2. RMTN, RMTN1 < 40 metres in depth.

Direct Services:

1.

G wh

Offsite Services:

S NOD RGNS

TOTAL

Otheré:

©oNG DS

Cost Per Front Metre:
2010 Proposed

Final Rates 2011 Rates % Change
Water Mains, Sanitary $1,141.25 $1,239.30 8.6
Sewer Mains, and Storm
Sewer Mains
Grading 336.45 384.90 14.4
Sidewalks 392,40 392.40 0.0
Paving 74210 742.10 0.0
Street Lighting 63.65 65.55 3.0
Subtotal Direct Services 2675.85 2824.25 5.5
Trunk Sewer Levy 4687 A5 494 55 5.8
Primary Watermain Levy 110.05 125.25 8.2
Arterial Road Levy 451.50 466.00 3.2
Interchange Levy 75.55 84.95 12.4
Parks and Recreation Levy 306.00 312.10 2.0
Buffers 33.00 35.80 7.9
Signing and Signals 13.35 16.25 21.7
Fencing 10.95 11.75 7.3
Planning 18.80 19.25 1.9
Municipal Administration 10,10 10.30 2.0
Subtotal Offsite Services 1505.85 1576.00 4.7

$4,181.70 54,400.25 5.2

(Where Applicable)
Waler and Sewer Connection {perlot)  $3,728.00 $4,245.00 13.9
LIt Station Levy (where applicable) 76.50 79.10 34
Inspection (Private Development) 17.30 17.60 1.7
Long Term Warranty 17.25 17.25 0.0
Lanes (Where Applicable) 197.90 197.90 0.0
Telephone/Gas (per City lot) 755.00 755.00 0.0
Electrical Setvicing {per lot) 930.00 985.00 5.9
Servicing Agreement Fee 2153.00 2196.00 2.0

Community Centres {per neighbourhood)




SCHEDULEH
2011 INSTITUTIONAL, COMMERGIAL AND SCHOOL

PREPAID SERVICE RATES

Application;

All lots and/for parcels zoned M1, M2, M3, M4, MX, B1A, B1, B2, B3, B4, B5, BG, DCD1, B1A,
B1, B2, B3, B4, B5, B6, RA. RMTN, RMTN1 > 40 metres in depth.

All lots having an area greater than 1,000 metres and zoned R1, R1A, R2, RMHC, RMHL,
RM1, RM2, RM3, RM4, RM5, AG, FUD, APD, PUD, PPD.

Alllots and/or parcels zoned contract zaning and located in a Residential, Cornmercial or
institutional Subdivision,

Direct Services:

1.

R

Offsite Services:

e eNaO kN

TOTAL

Others:

I

Cost Per Front Metre:
2010 Prapased

Final Rates 2011 Rates % Change
Water Mains, Sanitary $1,393.95 $4,513.65 86
Sewer Mains, and Storm
Sewer Mains
Grading 440 45 503.85 14.4
Sidewalks 668.00 668.00 0.0
Paving 2208.85 176710 -20.0
Street Lighting 73.20 75.40 3.0
Subtotal Direct Services 4784.45 4528.00 -5.4
Trunk Sewer Levy 657.95 696.10 5.8
Primary Watermain Levy 116.05 125.25 5.2
Arterial Road Levy 451.50 466.00 3.2
[nterchange Levy 151.05 169.90 12.5
Parks and Recreation Levy 306.00 31210 2.0
Buifers 33.00 35.80 7.9
Signing and Signals 13.35 16.25 21.7
Fencing 10.85 11.75 7.3
Planning 18.90 19.25 1.8
Municipal Administration 10.10 10.30 2.0
Subtotal Offsite Services _ 1771.85 1862.50 8.1

$6,556.30 $6,390.50 -2.5

{Where Applicable)
Liit Station Levy (where applicable) $76.50 $75.10 34
Inspection {Private Development} ' 17.30 17.60 1.7
Long Term Wamanty 17.25 17.25 0.0
Lanes (Where Applicable) 197.90 197.80 0.0
Servicing Agreement Fee 2153.00 2196.00 2.0

Community Centres (per neighbourhood)



SCHEDULE II - Continued

Notes:

al

b)

c)

d)

Parcels over 60 metres in depth.

Charges are assessed on an area basis at the rate of 162 front metres
per hectare for underground services, area grading, arterial reoads,
interchanges and the parks & recreation levy.

Area rate: 169 X $3,7B6.B5 = $639,577.65 per hectare.

School property is assessed for prepaid services at the same rates as
Institutional and Commercial for all items except the Trunk Sewer Levy.

The trunk Sewer Levy rate for schools is the same ag the Residential
Trunk Sewer Levy, therefore:

1) For parcels less than 60 metres in depth, the total rate for
underground servicesg, ares drading, arterial rcads, interchanges,
and parks and recreation is %3,585.30 per front metre.

2) For parcels greater than 60 metres in depth, the total rate for
underground services, area grading, arterial roads, interchanges,

and parks and recreation is 165 X $3,585.30 = 8605,815.70 per
hectare.

Water and Sewer Service connection costs are not included. The owner is
respongible for installation of the required connections at his own
expense.

Institutional, Commercial and School Buildings are subject to a
connection fee based on calculated electrical demand.




SCHEDULE 1l
2011 INDUSTRIAL PREPAID SERVICE RATES

PREPAID SERVICE RATES
Application:

All lots and/or parcels zoned IL1, IL2, 1B, ID3, IH, AG, FUD, DCD2,

All Lots and/or parcels zoned contract zoning and located in an Indusinal Subdivision.

Cost Per Front Metre:

2010 Proposed
Final Rates 2011 Rates % Change

Direct Services:
1. Water Mains, Sanitary $1.265.10 $1,265.10 Q.0

Sewer Mains, and Storm

Sewer Mains
2. Grading 430.00 430.00 0.0
3. Curbing & Boulevards 197.85 197.85 0.0
4, Paving 1427.40 1564.40 9.6
5, Street Lighting 66.00 68.00 3.0

Subtotal Direct Services 3386.35 3525.35 4.1
Offsite Services:
1. Trunk Sewer Levy 899.30 951.45 5.8
2. Primary Watermain Levy 178.55 187.85 52
3. Arterial Road Levy 488.60 504.25 3.2
4, Interchange Levy 98.20 110.45 12.5
5. Parks Levy 40.38 40.38 0.0
6. Buffers 7.70 7.70 0.0
7. Street Signing and Traffic Controls 10.95 13.30 21.5
8. Fencing 10.95 11.75 7.3
9. Planning 21.20 21.80 1.9
10. Municipal Administration 10.10 10.30 2.0

Subtotal Offsite Services 1765.93 1859.03 5.3
TOTAL $5,152.28 $5,384.38 4.5
Others:  (Where Applicable)
1. Lift Station Levy {(where applicable) 43.15 43.15 0.0
2, Inspection (Private Development) 24.25 2470 1.9
3. l.ong Term Warranty 23.00 23.00 0.0
4. Lanes (Where Applicable) 197.90 197.90 0.0
3. Servicing Agreement Fee 2153.00 2186.00 2.0




SCHEDULE IIT - Continued

Notes:

a)

b)

c}

Water and Sewer Service connection costs are not included. The
owner is reszponsgible for installation of the required connections
at his own expense.

Industrial buildings are subject to a connection fee based on
calculated electrical demand for electrical service.

Lots over BB Metres in Depth (underground)

Charges are assessed on an area basis at the rate of 113 front
metres per hectare for underground services, area drading,
arterial roads, interchanges and the parks levy.

Area rate: 113 X §3,489.48 = $3954,311.24 per hectare.




TO: Secretary, Planning and Operations Committee
FROM: General Manager, Community Services Department
DATE: June 24, 2011
SUBJECT: - Innovative Housing Incentives Application

628318 Saskatchewan Ltd. — Accessible, Affordable Rental Units

- 707/711 Avenue M South and 717 Avenue L South
FILE NO.:- PL 951-54

RECOMMENDATION: that a report be submitted to City Council recommending that
an additional payment of $27,220 be approved from the
Affordable Housing Reserve to meet the City of Saskatoon’s
commitment under the Innovative Housing Incentives Policy
No. C09-002 based on actual expenditures for the projects at
707/711 Avenue M South and 717 Avenue L South (628318
Saskatchewan Ltd.).

BACKGROUND

On February 19, 2008, City Council approved an application from 628318 Saskatchewan Ltd. for
funding assistance under the Innovative Housing Incentives Program for the construction of two
accessible duplexes, to provide four affordable rental units to individuals and families with
mobility challenges. The locations of the constructed suites are 707/711 Avenue M South and
717 Avenue L South in the King George neighbourhood. Each unit is 1,145 square feet with
three bedrooms, and incorporate accessibility features such as; wheel-in showers, raised toilets,
accessible counters, and front-load laundry. The total estimated cost for the projects in February

2008, was §727,800. The City of Saskatoon’s (City’s) contribution was calculated to be
$72,780.

The City approves its contributions and incentives based on estimated costs at the application
stage. However, the City pays out its committed amount based on actual costs. In September
2006, City Council delegated to the Administration the authority to spend up to 15% over the
estimated costs for applications approved under the Innovative Housing Incentive Program to
cover unforeseen increases in costs associated with construction or renovation.

REPORT

628318 Saskatchewan Ltd. recently informed the Planning and Development Branch that
construction and labour costs associated with the development of the four accessible rental units
located at 707/711 Avenue M South and 717 Avenue L South has increased the total capital costs
of the project. Due to the timing of when the units began construction (2008) and the rise in
construction costs and labour, an increase of more than 15 percent of the total estimated project
cost has occurred. As of June 2011, the total estimated cost of the project is $1,011,121, a 39

percent increase from the initial estimated costs, or a difference of $28,332 from the initial
funding amount approved.




In most cases, the housing projects that the City has supported have come in at or below the
estimated value. In the case of 707/711 Avenue M South and 717 Avenue L South, the rise in
construction costs and labour, as well as a delay in provincial and federal funding, has caused an
increase from the initial estimated cost of $727,800 to $1,011,121. '

In April 2010, City Council approved an amendment to the Innovative Housing Incentives Policy
No. €C09-002 to limit the maximum amount of capital grants per unit for affordable hounsing
projects. A contribution of 10 percent of the total capital cost of this project would exceed the
maximum contribution limit of $25,000 per unit for three-bedroom units as set out in the 2010
Housing Business Plan. Therefore, the City’s maximum capital contribution for this project
(707/711 Avenue M South and 717 Avenue L South) will be $100,000 or an additional $27,220
from the initial approved amount.

The Administration is recommending the expenditure of the