ORDER OF BUSINESS

REGULAR MEETING OF CITY COUNCIL

MONDAY, MAY 28, 2012 AT 6:00 P.M.

1. Approval of Minutes of the regular meeting held on May 14, 2012.

2. Public Acknowledgements

3. Matters Requiring Public Notice

a) Request for Post Budget Approval and Borrowing
Capital Project 1502 - Lorne Avenue (Powerhouse) Lift Station Replacement
(Files: CK. 7820-3; 1S. 7820-3

The following is a report of the General Manager, Infrastructure Services Department dated
May 16, 2012:

“RECOMMENDATION: 1) that the following post budget increases to Capital
Project 1502 — Lorne Avenue (Powerhouse) Lift
Station Replacement, be approved:

a) $1,090,000, to cover the over expenditure of
Phase 1 of the Lorne Avenue (Powerhouse)
Lift Station Replacement;

b) $200,000, to complete construction of the
Lorne Avenue (Powerhouse) Lift Station
Replacement;

C) $300,000, for the design and construction
costs associated with the decommissioning of
the existing Powerhouse Lift Station in River
Landing; and

d) $500,000, for the design and construction of
landscaping and lighting at Rotary Park in the
vicinity of the new Lift Station, including
upgrades to the west side and underside of
the Saskatchewan Crescent Overpass;
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2)

3)

BACKGROUND

that the Administration proceed to borrow
$1,713,800 (82% of the post budget increases as
described above), at a ten year debt rate, at current
rates of 3.5%, to be repaid using funds generated by
water and sewer utility rates; and

that the remaining post budget increases be funded as
follows:

a) $188,100 (9%) from the Infrastructure
Reserve - Lift Station Reserve; and

b) $188,100 (9%) from the Infrastructure
Reserve — Trunk Sewer Reserve.

The original design of the Lorne Avenue (Powerhouse) Lift Station Replacement Project
began in the fall of 2005, with a proposed completion date of February 2006. The design
was postponed to allow for public consultation on the proposed locations.

At its meeting held on September 2, 2008, Council considered a report of the Planning and
Operations Committee (Attachment 1) regarding a solution for the replacement of the
Powerhouse Lift Station located west of the north embankment of the Senator Sid
Buckwold Bridge. The report also addressed concerns which had been raised by the
Nutana Community Association. Council resolved:

“1)  that a 670 litre-per-second lift station be constructed east of the south
embankment of the Sid Buckwold Bridge, to replace the existing
Powerhouse Lift Station;

2) that the lift station be constructed in the embankment of the Sid Buckwold
structure in order to minimize the visual impact and impact to the Rotary

Park footprint;

3) that a comprehensive trunk sewer and lift station odor abatement solution
be designed and constructed as part of the Lift Station Project;

4) that the parking lot adjacent to Rotary Park be paved as part of the lift
station construction; and
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5) that a comprehensive site plan be designed for the improvement of the
Rotary Park location as part of the lift station construction.”

In 2009, funding for Capital Project 1502 — Lorne Avenue (Powerhouse) Lift Station was
approved in the amount of $7,341,000, for the design and construction of Phase 1, which
included the lift station replacement and force main river crossing.

Funding sources for this project were as follows:

e $2,912,000 from the Infrastructure Reserve - Water and Waste Water;

e $1,442,000 from the Waste Water Treatment Capital Reserve;

e $1,485,000 from borrowing, to be repaid by the Waste Water Treatment Capital
Reserve;

e $165,000 from Operating down payment; and

« $1,337,000 from the Stonebridge and Stonegate developers.

In 2010, funding for Phase 2 of this project was approved in the amount of $1,859,000,
which included the extension of the new force main from 19" Street and Idylwyld Drive
to the interceptor in Kiwanis Park adjacent to 20™ Street and Spadina Crescent East.
Phase 2 of this capital project was completely funded by the developers of Stonebridge
and Stonegate.

In 2012, funding for Phase 3 of the project was approved in the amount of $150,000, for
modifications to the park based on the area landscaping plan. This was funded from the
Reserve for Capital Expenditures.

REPORT

Phase 1 of the Lorne Avenue Lift Station is currently under construction. To date,
construction, design and incidental costs have reached $8,431,000, as compared to the
original budget of $7,341,000. This represents an over expenditure of $1,090,000, which
was due to changed site conditions; additional work in completing the pipe crossing to
Senator Sid Buckwold Bridge; and other additional work. In addition, $200,000 is
required to complete the outstanding items, including the force main connection at 19"
Street; operational upgrades including a jib crane, additional ultrasonic level sensors,
trash grate modifications, sump pit covers, platform grate opening and float relocation;
remaining concrete site work; odour abatement at the manholes; outdoor stair handrails;
and rough site grading. Also, an additional estimated $300,000 is required to
decommission the old Powerhouse Lift Station located in the final phase of River
Landing. The decommissioning of this lift station is critical to the completion of the final
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phase of River landing, which will be constructed in 2012. The total funding required to
complete Phase 1 of the Lorne Avenue Lift Station is $1,590,000.

Phase 2 of the Lorne Avenue Lift Station is currently in the design stage and does not
require additional funding.

Phase 3 includes landscaping and lighting improvements generated from the
comprehensive site plan for Rotary Park, and is currently in the design phase. The design
and construction services to perform the landscaping design and construction is estimated
to be $60,000 based on the proposal submitted by Gordon Forsythe and Associates. The
landscape construction is estimated to be $500,000. This estimate includes plantings,
segmented retaining walls, irrigation, slope erosion protection, paving of pathways,
handrails and other work required to landscape the steep slopes around the Lift Station
while maintaining park standards. This estimate also includes the additional landscaping
proposed on the west side of the bridge and under the Saskatchewan Crescent overpass,
as shown in the preliminary attached Comprehensive Site Plan (Attachment 2). An
additional $90,000 is estimated for the design and construction of the lighting plan
associated with the landscaping in order to provide adequate lighting to meet Crime
Prevention Through Environmental Design (CPTED) requirements. The total value of
area improvements is estimated to be $650,000. Phase 3 has an existing budget of
$150,000; therefore the Administration is requesting post budget approval in the amount
of $500,000 in order to complete Phase 3 of Capital Project 1502.

The Administration is recommending completion of all of the above work in 2012, as
extending the time frame of this project would have a negative impact on residents in the
area, who have been impacted by construction since 2009.

FINANCIAL IMPACT

The Administration is recommending post budget approval in order to complete all the
work for Phases 1 and 3 of Project 1502 in the 2012 construction season, as outlined
below:

Phase 1

Over Expenditure $1,090,000
Remaining Lift Station Construction $ 200,000
Decommissioning of Power House Lift Station $ 300,000

Total Phase 1 post budget funding $1,590,000
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Phase 3

Landscaping and Lighting of Rotary Park $ 500,000
Total Phase 3 post budget funding $ 500,000
Total post budget funding $2,090,000

It is recommended that the post budget approval in the amount of $2,090,000 be funded
as follows:

e $1,713,800 (82%) from borrowing, with the ten year debt, at current rates of
3.5%, being repaid using funds generated from the water and sewer utility rates;

» $188,100 (9%) from the Infrastructure Reserve - Lift Station Reserve; and

» $188,100 (9%) from the Infrastructure Reserve — Trunk Sewer Reserve.

There is adequate funding within the overall prepaid service reserves to fund the
identified shortfall within the project from the Lift Station Reserve and the Trunk
Reserve.

COMMUNICATIONS PLAN

The Rotary Park work is expected to have an impact on pedestrian traffic crossing the Sid
Buchwald Bridge during construction.  Any required pedestrian detours will be
communicated to the public via Public Service Announcements. Construction notifications
will also be delivered to residents adjacent to the work area.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no environmental implications.

PUBLIC NOTICE

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

e Advertised in the StarPhoenix on Saturday, May 12, 2012;
» Posted on the City Hall Notice Board on Friday, May 11, 2012; and
e Posted on the City of Saskatoon website on Friday, May 11, 2012.

ATTACHMENTS

1. Excerpt from the minutes of meeting of City Council held on September 2, 2008;
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2. Preliminary Comprehensive Site Plan; and
3. Copy of Public Notice.”

4. Unfinished Business

5. Reports of Administration and Committees:

a) Administrative Report No. 9-2012;

b) Legislative Report No. 7-2012;

C) Report No. 9-2012 of the Planning and Operations Committee;

d) Report No. 4-2012 of the Administration and Finance Committee;
e) Report No. 4-2012 of the Land Bank Committee; and

) Report No. 9-2012 of the Executive Committee.

6. Communications to Council — (Requests to Speak to Council regarding reports of
Administration and Committees)

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

8. Question and Answer Period
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9.

a)

Matters of Particular Interest

Multi-Unit Recycling Program
(File No. CK. 7830-5)

City Council, at its meeting held on April 16, 2012, resolved, in part:

“that the Administration report to Council, by no later than May 28", regarding
the City entering into a Memorandum of Understanding with Cosmopolitan
Industries to be the service provider for recyclables generated by a City program
from multi-family units not under contract with other waste haulers, and

that the City honour its ‘no harm’ clause to Cosmopolitan Industries by continuing
to provide no less than 7800 tonnes of unsorted glass-free paper annually to
Cosmopolitan Industries for the life term of this contract by entering into formal
discussions and negotiations for such paper to be sourced from a combination of
paper from multi-family residences, the paper available at the existing depots and
the City’s own operationally generated recyclable waste paper”

The following is a report of the General Manager, Utility Services Department for Council’s
consideration:

“REPORT

Multi-family units, or Multi-Unit Dwellings (MUDs), have a variety of configurations both
in terms of built form and ownership structure. For the purposes of the recycling program,
a Multi-Unit Dwelling includes all owned or rented properties not serviced by City-
supplied individual roll-out waste carts.

Administration has reviewed recycling programs from across Canada and compiled a
summary of approaches in Attachment 1. Programs range from voluntary to mandatory
and use tools that include policies, incentives, technical assistance, contracts, and direct
service delivery.

This report outlines five options that the Administration has identified as possible City
recycling programs for Multi-Unit Dwellings (MUDs) in Saskatoon. The wording of a
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with Cosmopolitan Industries is also explored in
relation to each of the options. Attachment 2 has been prepared by the Office of City
Solicitor and acts as a companion report to describe how each program option may relate to
the development of an MOU with Cosmopolitan Industries.
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To provide background on current recycling for MUDs, the following table lists the sources
of recyclable fibre materials (paper and cardboard) that currently comprise the 7,800 tonnes
of glass-free paper provided to Cosmo by the City. Multi-Unit Dwellings are currently,
and will continue to be, a significant source of this 7,800 tonnes.

Source Description Estimated
Tonnes
City-Owned Public Depots, including Lakewood Civic Centre; 4,333
Lowe Road; Landfill; Meadowgreen; Edmonton Ave.; and
Lawson Heights

Smaller, Publicly-Accessible Depots at Various Businesses and 2,830
MUDs

Private Depots Located Individual Businesses and MUDs who 223
have Contracts with Cosmo

Previous Saskatoon Curbside Recycling Contractor 414
Total 7,800

The quantities of recyclable paper and cardboard collected at all forms of depots are
sourced from approximately 66,000 single-family homes, 22,000 MUDs, and some small
businesses. An estimate of the total tonnage of fibre available from MUDs is 1,200 to
1,500 tonnes.

Waste characterization studies conducted in Saskatoon and in centres across Canada
illustrate a significant difference in the waste generation patterns of citizens living in
MUDs versus single-family homes. Due to factors such as household size, demographics,
and consumption patterns that differ due to storage space limitations, it is typical for the
waste generated from a typical Multi-Unit Dwelling to be approximately 40% of that
generated from a single-family home. The total of all recyclables expected to be available
from MUDs is estimated to be between 3,000 and 3,500 tonnes, in comparison with the
18,000 to 24,000 tonnes that are expected from the single-family program.

City Program Option 1: City-Wide MUD Recycling Program with Mandatory
Payment

Program Description

Similar to the recent development of a residential curbside recycling program single-family
homes, within a City-Wide MUD Recycling Program the City would enter into an
agreement with a service provider or providers for the collection, processing and marketing
of recyclables from Multi-Unit Dwellings.
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As with the City-Wide Residential Curbside Recycling Program being offered for single-
family homes, payment of a monthly recycling fee would be mandatory. Each MUD
would pay for the City-managed program whether they use it or not.

Because of the diverse nature of MUD sites, there will need to be many options for how to
provide recycling services. A menu of options would likely need to be offered to MUDs in
order to provide appropriate choices and flexibility to owners. The selection and location
of collections containers for recyclables is a much bigger undertaking than the one-size-
fits-all collections scenario in place for single-family homes. Each condominium
association, property manager, or building owner would select the service they prefer, and
the City would charge the appropriate fee to the MUD.

A recycling collections contractor(s) could be sourced through competitive means and
payment for collections services paid by the City from fees charged to MUDs.

Ways to Involve Cosmopolitan Industries (Cosmao)

The City-Wide MUD Recycling Program would be a dual-stream or source-separated
program with glass excluded.

With this option, the City could enter into a sole-source agreement with Cosmo to be the
processor of all recyclables from existing and future MUDs. The City could then issue a
Request For Proposals (RFP) or tender for the collection of recyclables, that would be
based on the known terms of the MOU with Cosmo. It is also possible the City could
include collections in the sole-source contract with Cosmo.

If collections services are contracted to an agency other than Cosmo, the collections
contract would specify compliance with the Cosmo recycling program (i.e. dual stream
without glass) and delivery to the Cosmo processing facility for recyclables.

City Program Option 2: City-Managed Voluntary Recycling Program

Program Description

From a customer perspective, this option would be similar in principle to the existing
Leaves and Grass Subscription Program offered by the City. As with City Program
Option 1, a menu of service options would be developed and made available to residents
in Multi-Unit Dwellings. The City would market the program to MUDs and offer the
program at subsidized (or below market) rates. Offering the program below market rates
would drive up participation in the City-offered service as opposed to other privately-
offered services.
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Ways to Involve Cosmo

The City could enter into an agreement with Cosmo to be the processor of all recyclables
collected (dual-stream without glass) through a City program. The City could also
procure a collector or collectors, or include collections in the contract with Cosmo.

Due to the voluntary nature of this program, it is expected there would be significantly
lower rates of recycling than achievable under a mandatory program.

City Program Option 3: Mandate that MUDs Must Recycle, but Leave Service
Provision to the Market

Program Description

In this option, the City would use the Waste Bylaw to require that all Multi-Unit Dwellings
must have a recycling program in place, but would not be prescriptive about how that
recycling program functions or who is contracted.

The City could provide a period of notice to MUDs, to give both residents and contractors
the opportunity to get programs in place. For example, once the program is approved, it
could be directed that all MUDs must have a program in place within two (2) years.

The City’s role in this program option may include any or all of the following:
- bans on recyclable materials at the Landfill Facility
- revisions to the Waste Bylaw requiring MUDs to have a recycling program in
place
- the City could require that MUDs contract with city-certified contractors

Ways to Involve Cosmo

Should the City decide to certify recycling contractors, it could be possible to only certify
processing contractors that employ people with intellectual disabilities.

The City could also offer financial incentives for MUDs that use Cosmo as a processing
contractor. For example, payments for tonnages delivered to Cosmo could be paid either
to certified collections contractors or directly to the MUDs who contract them.
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City Program Option 4: Consolidated Waste and Recycling Services

Program Description

In Saskatoon, the City currently services approximately 70% of MUDs for waste collection
services. Waste collections are funded through the mill rate, and as such this service is
provided to MUDs at no additional charge. The remaining 30% of MUDs hire private
contractors, typically because of specific services required that are not offered by the City,
and also some MUDs prefer to hire a contractor who provides their own waste container.

Within the Consolidated Waste and Recycling Services option, the City could investigate
the feasibility of reducing its market share of waste collections services to MUDs, and add
the collections of recyclables under a City Program (i.e. dual-stream without glass).

The City would maintain the responsibility for waste and recycling service provision for all
Multi-Unit Dwellings, but those MUDs not served directly by the City would receive
service from a contractor hired by the City through a competitive tender process. Private
contractors would have one contract with the City for multiple properties rather than many
small contracts to manage.

In this option, the City is responsible for waste and recycling services for all citizens,
irrespective of whether they live in a single-family home or a Multi-Unit Dwelling.

This approach allows the City to establish a target percentage of MUDs that must have a
recycling program in place. The recycling program could be delivered directly by the City
or by a contractor.

Ways to Involve Cosmo

A City-delivered recycling program could be collected on a dual-stream without glass basis
with all recyclables to Cosmo.

Contracts with private collectors could also stipulate that recyclables must be delivered to
Cosmo, not unlike a paving contract that specifies that millings must be hauled to a specific
City-identified site.
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City Program Option 5: Encourage More Recycling from MUDs, but No Role or
Mandate from the City Regarding Service Provision

Program Description

Within this option, the City could add additional resources to the existing optional, open-
market environment that exists in Saskatoon today. Recycling services would be offered
by contractors, and the City would increase its resources available to assist MUDs in their
efforts to recycle. Examples of these resources would include training materials,
subsidized or free in-suite recycling containers, recycling incentives or grants, and on-site
consultations.

Ways to Involve Cosmo

The City could implement a program to provide incentives only to those MUDs who have
recycling programs that support Cosmo.

OPTIONS

There are many alternatives and program combinations that could be considered. This
report highlights five to provide an example of the range that can be developed.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

Policy implications have been described within the body of this report.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

Costs have not yet been estimated for each recycling program option.

For comparison purposes, the cost to provide City garbage collection to Multi-Unit
Dwellings is $5.85 per unit per month (including collections, landfilling, and the MUD
Waste Container Grant). The cost to provide the same waste services to single-family
homes is $7.33 per month.

No current budget provision for expanded recycling programs for MUDs has been made to
date. Any additional costs associated with such a program would be added to the mill rate
or a utility bill.
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

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

PUBLIC NOTICE

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

ATTACHMENTS
1. Recycling Programs for Multi-Unit Dwelling from Across Canada
2. Recycling Memorandum of Understanding”

Also attached are copies of the following letters:

10.

11.

12.

Jim McClements, dated May 15, 2012, submitting comments;

Karl and Lesya Swystun, dated May 17, 2012, submitting comments;

Kevin Giles, President of Fairbanks Condominium Association, undated, submitting
comments;

Shauna Anderson, dated May 23, 2012, submitting comments; and

James Gillis, dated May 23, 2012, submitting comments and requesting to speak to
Council.

Enquiries

Motions

Giving Notice
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13. Introduction and Consideration of Bylaws

Bylaw No. 9026 - The Private Sewer and Water Service Connection Amendment
Bylaw, 2012

Bylaw No. 9027 - The Private Swimming Pools Amendment Bylaw, 2012

Bylaw No. 9028 - The Plumbing Permits Amendment Bylaw, 2012

14. Communications to Council — (Section A - Requests to Speak to Council on new
issues)
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The following is a copy of Clause 2, Report No. 13-2008 of the Planning and Operation
Committee, which was DEALT WITH AS STATED by City Council at its meeting held on
September 2, 2008:

2. Powerhouse Lift Station
(Files CK. 7820-3 and IS. 7820-1)

RECOMMENDATION: 1) that a 670 litre-per-second lift station be constructed east of
the south embankment of the Sid Buckwold Bridge, to
replace the existing Powerhouse lift station;

2) that the lift station be constructed in the embankment of the
Sid Buckwold structure in order to minimize the visual
impact and impact to the Rotary Park footprint;

3) that a comprehensive trunk sewer and lift station odor
abatement solution be designed and constructed as part of
the lift station project;

4) that the parking lot adjacent to Rotary Park be paved as part
of the lift station construction; and

5) that a comprehensive site plan be designed for the
improvement of the Rotary Park location as part of the lift
station construction.

Attached is a report of the General Manager, Infrastructure Services Department dated
August 1, 2008, regarding the above matter. The attachments referred to in the report were
previously provided to members of City Council with the administrative report and are not being
recopied. The full report is available for viewing in the City Clerk’s Office, and it is also posted
on the City’s website, www.saskatoon.ca, as part of the City Council agenda for this meeting
under the Planning and Operations Committee Report.

Civic administration has reviewed its report in detail with your Committee outlining the reasons
for the project; the options, including funding options; the concerns of residents; and the
potential risks of delaying the project. Representation was also made to your Committee by a
representative of the Nutana Community Association, as well as a resident of Nutana and a
neighbouring resident to the proposed facility. Concerns and comments were expressed with
respect to odors and other alternatives and budgets. The Nutana Community Association
requested that a fifth recommendation be included which would require that a comprehensive
site plan be designed for the improvement of the Rotary Park location as part of the lift station

construction,

Your Committee is mindful of the urgency of proceeding with this project, and supports the
recommendations contained in the administrative report as well as the recommendation put forth
by the Nutana Community Association.
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The City Clerk distributed copies of a letter from Mark Bobyn, Nutana Community Association,
dated September 2, 2008, requesting permission io address Council.

Moved by Councillor Paulsen, Seconded by Councillor Dubois,

THAT Mark Bobyn be heard.

CARRIED.

Mr. Mark Bobyn, President, Nutana Community Association, spoke regarding the proposed lifi
station and asked that that the community be involved in the site plan design and thal the improvements
apply to the area on both sides of the Senator Sid Buckwold bridge.

Moved by Councillor Wyant, Seconded by Councillor Pringle,

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

that a 670 litre-per-second lifi station be construcied east of the south
embankment of the Sid Buckwold Bridge, to replace the existing Powerhouse lifi
station, '

that the lifi station be constructed in the embankment of the Sid Buckwold
structure in order to minimize the visual impact and impact to the Rotary Park
Jootprint;

that a comprehensive trunk sewer and lift station odor abatement solution be
designed and consiructed as part of the lift station project;

that the parking lot adjacent to Rotary Park be paved as part of the lift station
construction, and

that a comprehensive site plan be designed, with community involvement, for the
improvement of the area on either side of the Senaior Sid Buckwold Bridge as
part of the lift station construction.




TO: Secretary, Planning and Operations Committee
FROM: General Manager, Infrastructure Services
DATE: August 1, 2008

SUBJECT: Powerhouse Lift Station

FILE NO: CK. 7820-3 IS 7820-1

RECOMMENDATIONS: that a report be submitted to City Council recommending:

1) that a 670 litre-per-second lift station be constructed east of
the south embankment of the Sid Buckwold Bridge, to
replace the existing Powerhouse lift station;

2) that the lift station be constructed in the embankment of the
Sid Buckwold structure in order to minimize the visual
impact and impact to the Rotary Park footprint;

3) that a comprehensive trunk sewer and lift station odor
abatement solution be designed and constructed as part of
the lift station project; and

4) that the parking lot adjacent to Rotary Park be paved as part
of the lift station construction.

BACKGROUND

Over the past three years, Infrastructure Services has been working on a solution for the
replacement of the Powerhouse Lift Station located west of the north embankment of the Senator

Sid Buckwold Bridge.

This project is required for three main reasons as follows:

i

Development in South Saskatoon. The Stonebridge neighbourhood servicing strategy
involves redirecting the existing Jasper Lift Station flow to the Lorne Avenue trunk
sewer, which discharges to the sanitary sewer river crossing at Idylwyld Crescent and
then connects to the Powerhouse Lift Station on the north bank of the river. This
increased flow from city growth necessitates substantial upgrades to system capacity, as
the Powerhouse Lift Station does not have the capacity to pump these additional flows.

Aged River Crossing at Idylwyld Crescent. This river crossing was constructed in
1911, and has received no substantial rehabilitation since that time. The crossing is
constructed of cast iron pipe, the condition of which is unknown as it would need to be
taken out of service in order to be inspected. River water could enter this pipe, which
would introduce significant volumes of water into the sanitary sewer system and sanitary
sewage could escape from the pipe, effectively introducing untreated sewage into the
South Saskatchewan River. '

Aged Powerhouse Lift Station. The Powerhouse Lift Station was constructed in 1949
and has exceeded its useful service life. The Utility Services Department reports that this




lift station is a vulnerable component in the City’s sewer collection system with respect to
the probability of failure and the consequences of failure.

REPORT

In February 2007, Infrastructure Services planned to present a report to the Planning and
Operations Committee recommending a replacement solution. Prior to this meeting, members of
the Nutana community raised some questions regarding odor, visibility and potential loss of park
space, which required further review. As a result, the report was withdrawn.

Since that time, two additional studies have been completed by Earthtech Engineering
Consultants; a comprehensive report was prepared by Infrastructure Services that reviewed all
feasible options and recommended a lift station configuration; a number of consultation meetings
were held with the Nutana Community Association Powerhouse Lift Station Replacement Sub-
Committee; and an open house was held to present the recommended option to the public.

The first report prepared by Earthtech, “New Wastewater Lift Station and River Crossing Project
Update to Cost Estimates” (Attachment 1), was prepared after a review of alternative feasible
options, including new options suggested by both Infrastructure Services staff and the

community.

The second Earthtech report, “Final Report — Saskatoon Lift Stations Odour Study” (Attachment
2), is a comprehensive odor study of existing City of Saskatoon lift stations, including an
assessment of the effectiveness that modern odor abatement technologies have on lift station
emissions. The report concludes that there is a high potential for odor in the sewage along the
existing Lorne Avenue trunk sewer, and that modern lift station odor treatment infrastructure can
effectively reduce odors emitted to levels well below human perception.

The Infrastructure Services’ report entitled, “Evaluation of Feasible Options to Replace the
Powerhouse Lift Station” (Attachment 3) presents a comprehensive evaluation of the benefits
and detriments of each feasible option, and recommends an infrastructure solution based on
engineering factors. Eight options were reviewed in detail. The highlights of the top large
capacity lift station option (Option A) and the top small capacity lift station/gravity sewer
{Option D) are presented below.

Option A:

Option A is the recommended option. Under this option, a 670 litre per second lift station will
be constructed east of the south embankment of the Sid Buckwold Bridge. A new force main
would run through the pipe gallery under the bridge, and wind its way under the downtown area
to the lift station on the interceptor trunk sewer near the bandshell. Including maintenance and
operating costs, the present value of the whole-of-life cost of this option is $11,085,000. The
main benefits of this option are low cost; lower risk of cost over-runs during construction;
minimized disruption to traffic on the Idylwyld Freeway during construction; and the potential
benefit of having two river crossings at this location, since the existing river crossing may be able
to be re-lined and retained in service. The main detriment of this option is that it relies on a large

capacity lift station.




Option D

Option D is not the recommended option, but is the best option based predominantly on gravity
flow. Option D includes a 55 litre per second lift station that would be constructed east of the
south embankment of the Sid Buckwold Bridge. This lift station would pump sewage generated
in Nutana into a new gravity sewer, which conveys sewage from the intersection of 8th Street and
Lorne Avenue, across the Sid Buckwold Bridge through a pipe suspended under the east side of
the bridge, and then under downtown streets to the band shell. There will be significant
disruption to traffic on the Idylwyld Freeway during construction. The additional cost to the
public for traffic disruption, over and above Option A, is estimated at $2,665,000. Added to the
$11,170,000 for construction and long term maintenance and operating costs associated with
Option D, the present value of the expected whole-of-life cost of this option is $13,835,000.

Infrastructure Services and Utility Services representatives have considered all options and
unanimously recommend Option A. Construction is relatively low risk, and the construction cost
is one of the lowest of all options considered. The resultant lift station will be well protected
from river-related risks, and there is a high likelihood that the existing river crossing can be lined
and retained in the system, thus providing a redundant flow path in case of an emergency.

Option D is also an attractive solution, however, as with any major gravity sewer project
constructed through existing development, costs are difficult to predict and there is significant
construction risk which may impact prices. The short-term traffic impacts will cause disruption
throughout the City, as a major trunk sewer would be constructed under the Idylwyld Freeway
and through the downtown. If the South River Crossing were in place, this option may be more
feasible; however, at this time any impact to river crossing traffic capacity has a severe impact on
traffic flow in the City. Unfortunately, the sanitary sewer system improvements are required long
before the South River Crossing is to be completed. In addition, the gravity solution has not yet
been designed, which would add further delay to completion of this project.

These top two options include construction of a lift station east of the south embankment of the
Sid Buckwold Bridge. The difference between the two options is the size of the lift station.
There is no feasible solution that would eliminate the need for a lift station.

Specific steps can be taken in an attempt to address the technical-related concerns of residents as
follows.

Odor - The lift station itself is not expected to be a source of odor, but the trunk sewer that
conveys sewage to the lift station is and will continue to be a source of odor concern. In order to
reduce the likelihood of odor problems associated with the trunk sewer, an odor mitigation
strategy, design, and retrofit solution should be developed and implemented. Typical solutions
include sealing of manholes and strategically placed ventilation systems. Because there are large
capacity sewers throughout Saskatoon, not just at this site, a program based on the principles of
the sound wall policy where thresholds determine priority could be developed and implemented.

Visibility and Potential Loss of Park Space ~ The above-ground 670 litre per second lift
station originally proposed was to be aesthetically improved to blend in with its surroundings as
much as possible. However, the structure would have changed the views from Saskatchewan
Crescent, If the lift station was moved westward into the embankment of the Sid Buckwold




Bridge, there could be a near-zero impact to sight lines from Saskatchewan Crescent, and a zero-
impact to the footprint of Rotary Park. Essentially, a portion of embankment will be removed
and the lift station will be constructed. The final product will have all the visibility benefits of an
underground lift station, but in actual fact it will be well above grade. Preliminary designs show
that this move westward could be made at minimal to no additional project cost, as there would
- be significant savings because the existing washroom facility would remain at its current location
and there would be a reduced need for retaining walls that were part of the original design.

Parking Lot Paving — Over the past number of years, citizens have complained about dust
raised in the gravel parking lot adjacent to Rotary Park. Infrastructure Services recommends that
the parking lot be paved, at an estimated cost of $125,000.

STAKEHOLDER INVOLVEMENT

Over the past year, the Nutana Community Association Powerhouse Lift Station Sub-Committee
has been actively involved and have had input in all of the Administration’s documents included
in this report. A number of changes have been made to the recommended option in order to
improve public acceptance, and the solution is based on this extensive review process and input
from the community.

Infrastructure Services staff reviewed all previous letters, e-mails, feedback sheets and
presentations made by the public and prepared a draft summary report, which was then reviewed
and updated by members of the Community Association Sub-Commitiee. The resultant
collaborative document, “Summary of Nutana Community Societal Concerns Regarding
Construction of a Lift Station Adjacent to Rotary Park” is included as Attachment 4, All
correspondence received on this matter is also included in Attachment 4. Throughout this
consultative process, the mutual mission of both the Administration and the community was to
compile all issues to enable City Council to make a fully informed decision regarding this matter.

Infrastructure Services has spent a great deal of time with the community working on this issue,
and the resultant recommendation represents the best balance between engineering needs and
community societal concerns/issues. Significant changes were made to the recommended
configuration as a result of this consultation process, and the community is better informed of the
engineering issues pertaining to this site. Approximately 10 people attended the open house, and
the majority of the comments were positive, although a few people are still opposed to any option
that includes a lift station on the south side of the river, '

Attachment 5 is a letter from the Holiday Park Community Association. Should a north side lift
station option be pursued, residents from west side neighborhoods may oppose the site. The
Holiday Park letter essentially challenges the City to build the solution that best serves the city as
a whole, regardless of the location of the lift station.

OPTIONS

The report, “Evaluation of Feasible Options to Replace the Powerhouse Lift Station” includes
seven options in addition to the option recommended,




POLICY IMPLICATIONS
There are no policy implications.

FINANCIAL IMPACT

The costs included in all options are significantly higher than those originally budgeted for this
project. Value engineering processes are underway for Option A. Once the final design is
complete, if additional funds are required for this project, a separate report will be submitted.

PUBLIC NOTICE

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

ATTACHMENTS

New Wastewater Lift Station and River Crossing Project Update to Cost Estimates;

Final Report — Saskatoon Lift Stations Odour Study;

Evaluation of Feasible Options to Replace the Powerhouse Lift Station;

Summary of Nutana Community Societal Concerns Regarding Construction of a Lift
Station Adjacent to Rotary Park; and

5. Letter from Holiday Park Community Association.

B =

Written by:  Jeff Jorgenson, Former A/Manager
Strategic Services Branch

Approved by:
A Murray Totland, General Manager
Infrastructure Services

Dated:

Copy to: Phil Richards
' City Manager

Powerhouse Report 2008
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Attochmen+3

PUBLIC NOTICE
INTENT TO BORROW

City Council witt be considering a report from the Administration at a Council
meeting to be held on Monday, May 28, 2012 at 6.00 p.m., Council Cham-
bers, Gty Hall recommending:

That Gty Coundl authorizes borrowing the post-budget increase of 51,713,800
{82% of the post budget increase) to the Lome Avenue {Powerhouse) Lift Sta-
tion Replacement at 3 ten year debt rate, at current rates of 3.5%, to be repaid
using funds generated by water and sewer utility rates.

The Cities Act and City Council Public Notice Policy CO1-021 require that Gty
Coundil give public notice before borrowing money, lending money or guaran-
teeing the repayment of a loan. For more information, contact the Gty Clerk’s
Office at 975-3240




Recycling Programs for Muiti-Unit Dwelling from Across Canada ATTACHMENT 1
Voluntary Recycling Mandatory Recycling
Education and | Calgary '
Support’ Buildings may hire private recycling
services at their own cost.
Financial or | Victoria Winnipeg
Other Cash grant and tote bags provided for each | City provides containers for recycling (included in mill-rate).
Incentives unit in buildings choosing to recycle. 70%
such as In- participation rate.
CSuIa t. 633312;5 T Edl_nqnton .
Buildings choosing to recycle are
coordinated by the City. Containers
provided and charged on a utility. City
collects 50% and contracts out 50% of
Less Market garbage and recycling services.
Intervention | Municipal Kelowna
Bylaw: e.g. Buildings must hire a private recycling company.
Landfll Ban,
Municipal Abbotsford-Mission
Requirement Buildings must hire a private recycling company. Bylaw establishes
to Recycle guidelines for on-site collections. Tax notices include a small fee for
3 processing recyclables.
Vancouver
Buildings may choose City or private recycling service. Flat-fee
charged on a utility bill.
Toronto
City coordinates weekly collection of recyclables (some contracted)
More Market and meidgs totes,_ i{l—suite containers, and recycling ambassadors to
Intervention - hf?lp residents participate.
Specified Kitchener-Cambridge-Waterloo
Multi-stream service included in the mill-rate collects a containers cart, paper

Service

cart, and cardboard cart from buildings each week.

Hamilton

Dual-stream service included in the mill-rate. Cash grant provided to
buildings using municipal collections service. 80% of buildings use
municipal service. Tote bags and in-suite containers provided.

Halifax
Multi-stream service charged on a utility bill collects source-separated
material from buildings. Buildings hired their own hauler, negotiate the fees,

and must prove compliance with the municipal requirement. City provides
information and advice on setting up recycling to comply.

May 8, 2012




Attachment 2

B)  Recycling Memorandum of Understanding

RECOMMENDATION: that the information be received,

At its meefing.on Apnl 16, 2012:Council tesolved, in patt, as follows:

“that the Administration report fo Council, by no latér thian May 28“‘ regardingthe
Gity entoring into a Memorandum of Understanding with Cosmopohtan Tidustries
to'be: the service provider for recyclablés generated by 4 Ctty program Troid frfulti-
family units not under contract with other waste haulers.”

Thisreport is a companion report to the report of the Utility Services Department regarding repyoling
options for multi-unit dwellings (*MUDs™),

Wording of MOU

A MOU i5 ysually a documeit diitlining the-conunitinetit of tWo or more pafties to-work toward-a
common goal ahd ouitlinihg the puncr;)lés and objectives:upon which a mor formal agreemient will
later be fiegotiated between the paities, It is usually, 4t inost, 4 thirge-page docuthent and is not:a
formal agreement outlining the specific terths of any arrangement, It'is usually of limited legal
enforgement.

On-the other hand, if the City enters into a MOU with Cosmo regarding mulli-unit. dwelling
récycling, thére will be an expectation that the City intends to create some role for Cosmo in the:
récycling: of’ iaterials obtained from MUDs. In essence, the City is agreeing-that there-will be a
nitti-unit dwelling: recychng program and that Costno-will Havé-aroleinthat progtatm. Thatintent
is the only puipose For enteting info a MOU-with.Cosniio. The MOU will reflect this ifitent,

‘The Utility Services Department’s xcptirt.out_l‘.iﬁes the options for a multi-unit dwellmy reoycling
program, The options are wide.and the possiblé role of Cositio in éaeh of the:options varies.
However, to' be -clear, any program involving Cosmo will be a source-separated, mulij-stream
program which may notinclude glass: ‘Cosmo has made it clear that this type of program is what
they can deliver, Any MOU entered into with Cosmo will need to reflect that the role {o be
negotiated will be fora source-separated, multi-stream program in some capacity:

Thus, the fitst thréé principles that will need-fo be reflected in any MOU with Gosmo are:

L. - The City’sintent tobavé 4 multi-unit'dwélling resycling prograny,

2. TheCity's proiise that Cosmo, will ltave somie role in that piograin,



3 The need for that program fo be, at'least in part; a source-separated, multi-stream program.
that-may not include glass. '

For'theputposes of the testof thisteport, we are assuming Council dsin agreement with these three
xprmclp}es These are fisidantental questions that must be decided by Council and reflected in
any MOU with. Cosmo. .

As for the remainder of the MOU, thiat depends on the-choice of Council. AMOU can be:ss genetal
oras specificas Counoil wanis in terms of outlining the role we are prcmlsxhg to Costno, The tyie
of role will determine whether the City needs to negotiatea formal agreernent with Cosmo. Notall.
of the:options outlined in the Utility Services Department’s report require the-Cityfo enter into a.
formal agreement-with Cosmo.

.....

only work xf we: takasteps {o ensure or: encourage arole for Cosmo By entermg mto a MOU we-
are promisiig a fole for Cosing so the optmﬂs shust berconsidered in this light,

Thee following are sotrie choices, starting with the most genieral and goingto the miost specifie. The
most general wording leaves open as many optiotis For: amoyclmg prograni as possible, while still
recognizing the three principles outlined above. The mors speclﬁc wording litits the optiors:for
- any future multi-unit dwelling recycling program and promises a friore:specific role for Cosmo,

()  ARolein theProcessing of Multi-Unit Dwelling Recyclables

Possible wording of prificiples:

1, The City will implenent, o multi-unit dwelllng recycling program. that ensures a vole for
Cosmo s the processor-of recyclables from thatpfagmm..

2. The exact natuve of the. role of Cosmo will depend ow the viulti-unit dwelling recycling
program implemented. by the-City.

3, The City has not yet decidedwhichwulti-anit dwelling recycl ing program it willirplement.

4, The City recognizes that at least some portion of the programmust be wsource-separated,
-multi-stream program that maynof include glass so that-Cosmo can-be a processer of the
recyclables.

If these principles were -outlined it the MOU, the City could impletvient any :6f the following
progtants ag outlined it 'the reportof Utility Services:

I.  Option 1 -“Fully Managed” Progtam. City-Wide MUD Program with Mandatory Pagmient.



2. Option 2 - City-Managed Optional Program;

3, Opfion 3:- Mandate that MUD’s Must Recycle, but Leave Service Provision to the Market,

4, Optioi 4 - “Edmonton Mode(” - The City Takes Ownetshi of all MUD Waste and.
Recycling, and Contract out Some or all Collections.

5 Opfion 5 - Eacoutage More Reeycling from MUDs, but No Active Cliy Role - Our
understanding is that this program would not be an‘active City prograim, but that ncentives
could be provxdad to encourage recyclables.to go'to'Cosmo;. For the purpises of the MOU,
we are assuming that incentives would be provided.

This Wording is the most géneral and leaves the Cify with the:most opfions foramulti-unit dwelling.
recyclmg progtam but still TECOgNizes that the City will have a multi-unit recyclmg program, that
Cosmo will higve a.role in that progtam and that at least part of fhe program will be a sources
separated, multi-stream system that may notinclude glass, Some of the options only work if: the City
18 prepared to take:steps to ensute Cosmo has a role.

2)  Substantial Role it the Processing of Mulfi-Unit Dwelling Recyclables

Possible-wording-of principles::

1. The City will-implement.a mulfi-unil dwelling recycling program.ihal ensures asubstanfial
role far Cosmio.as the processor of recyclables from that program,

2. The exget nature of ﬂie.r@le- of Cosino will depend. on the: multi-unit dwelling recycling
program implemenied by the City.
3. - TheCityhasnoryet decided which multizumit dwelling recycling program itwill implerient.
4. The City recognizes thal ai ledst.some pertionof the program:myst be asoyree-separated,
multizstreqm programthat miay not include glass so that-Cosmo can-be a processor of the,
recyclables:

If these principles were outlined in the MOU, the. City. would be restricted to implementing the
following multi-unit recycling programs:

1. Option 1 - “Pully Managed” Progiam. City-Wide MUD Progiam with-Mandatory Payment,

2. Cption 4 ~“Bdmohton Model” ~ The City Takes Ownership of All MUD Waste afid
Reeyeling, and Contract out Somg-or all Collectioiis,



These options restrict the City’s option for a multi-unit dwelling recyeling option but still leaves
Couricil-with some choices as to the type of program it wil} offet in the future,

(3)  Sole Processor of Multi-Unit Dwelling Recyclables/Specific Prograny
Possible:wording of principlesy

1. The Cify will implement & multi-unit dwelling recycling programwhere Cosmo.is the sole
processor of recyclables from that program.

or

1. The City will implement. the following multi-umit dwelling recycling program
. where Cosmo has the following role

2. The Cltyrecognizés that the programimustbe asource-separated; multi-streamprogram that
may ot friclude glass,
or.
% The City recognizes that a “specified portion™ of the program is asource-separated, multi-

stream program that mdy not incliide glass.

Another option for. the MOU is to spegifically identify the reoyoling progrant that Counici] will
:mplement for MUDs. This option would requite direction from Council as to-which: program it
wanted to offer and thén the wording of the MOU could be structured accordingly. Wewould still
leave the agrestient spemfymg*the details to be negotiated later, but-the framework for negotiations
oould specify the actual program to be inipleinented.

One-version of this wordmg i§ to specify that Option 1 - “Fully Managed” Program.of the Utility
Services Departmerit's report be the prograth identified. This:program s the “Fully Mariaged”
Program with mandatory paymient, This option is the only program where-the City can enstire.
Cosmo fs the sole processor of a:City ninlti-urilt dweslling iecyeling program, and receives: gll 6f the
reeyclables from a City MUD program. -

{4y  -Other Possible Principles

Depending on the option chosen above, Council ‘may want fo consider the -addition. of further
principles to the MOU. Otie such addition tigglit be the recognition of the parties that'they will need
t0 ricpotiate a cotnmerclally feasonablé confract for the provision of these services including a
recognition: that the service must be provided for fair market vahie, Howéver, the need for this
provision assumes the program will require:aformal ¢otitrdct between the City.and Cosmo.. Thére:



mady bé additional principles that should be added to the MOU: depending oi fhe choices made by
Council.

MOUs are riot formal agtesments and, as a. consequence, they do-not specify the term for which an
.agreement is supposed to be i effest. Neither do: they specify the amount of compensation to be
‘paid: Thesp.are all elemeiits that would be negotiated and reflested in the formal agreement; An
MO is just a document establishing the framework for that negottafion.

If Council is looking for a document that specifically outlines the roles and responisibilitics of each
party-along with the amount of- compexsation to be payable and thie term of the arrangement, we
would :suggest that an agreement would be a more appropriate vehicle fo implement this
dffarigement.  An agreement can be: entered info-affer a budget has been set.and approved by
Couneil.

PUBLICNOTICE

Public Nefice pursuant to Settion 3 of Policy No. C01-021, Public:Netice Policy, is not required.
Writtenby:  Theresa Dust;Q.C; and -‘Cihdy‘L. Yelland

Theresa Dust Q C Clty So\hmtor
Dated Mays 2012

eer  City Manager

213013 7scy-5.wpd
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From: Jim McClements [jim.mcclements@sasktel.net]
Sent: May 15, 2012 1:40 PM

To: Web E-mail - City Clerks

Subject: letter for May 28th Council meeting
Attachments: councii letter May 15.docx

Date:Tuesday, May 15, 2012

To:His Worship the Mayor and Members of City Council
Given Name: Jim

Last Name: McClewments

Street Address: 18 Lindsay Drive

City: Saskatoon Province Saskatchewan

Postal Code:S7H 3E1

Phone Number: 373-4127

E-mail Address: jkmdvl@sasktel.net

RECEIVED
MAY 15 2012

CITY CLERIK'S OFFICE
SASKATOON




To Saskatoon City Council:

The recent debate on recycling was very controversial, distressing and divisive. This letter is not to revisit that
debate but rather to set some perspective/context and look forward to seek a positive conclusion. The
perspective/context is needed because without that and some history it is difficult to understand the dynamic
nature of Cosmo's mandate, programs and participants. It is impertant to understand the totality of Cosmo
industries their contribution o Saskatoon’s quality of life and not simply consider recycling. Cosmo is special.

What is Cosmo Industries?

Cosmo Industries Is a dynamic organization that provides an important social service for citizens of Saskatoon. To
make a reasoned decision we understand mandate of the program, Its history and the wide range of services to
appreciate Cosmo Industries value to the City Saskatoon (the italics below has been copied from the Cosmo Web Site).

Cosmo Industries mission is to enhance the quality of life for aduits with intellectual and/or multiple disabilities in
Saskatoon. Founded by the Saskatoon Branch of the Saskatchewan Association for Community Living in co-
operation with Mental Health Saskatchewan Ablfities Council. Cosmo is directed by a Volunteer Board of Directors.
it is a registered charity and incorporated non-profit organization. Capital funding has been received from the
Cosmaopolitan Clubs of Saskatoon, the Kinsmen Foundation, the City of Saskatoon and the Maunders R. McNeil
Foundation, Saskatchewan Social Services continues to contribute toward the operating costs for pregram delivery.

The balance of the necessary pperating funds are generated from the productive gctivities of Cosmo.,

From its modest beginnings in 1970 with 15 people, to its current program for 390 adults and 100 staff members,
Cosmopolitan Industries Ltd, has remained true to its earliest commitment to offer services to those whose
disabifities prohibit their involvement in other rehabifitation programs. Cosmo was initiated to meet the long-term
needs of adults who are mentally and muitiply disabled.

in the early 1970’s innovative programs like Cosmo industries were labelled sheltered workshops or rehabilitation
centres. When initiated Cosmo Industries was innovative. Saskatoon was at the forefront of this important social
change, The volunteer Cosmo Board were leaders In this societal change and continues to be assertive in finding
meaningful opportunities for the people it serves. Early activities included making fluffy flowers for weddings and
over time expanded to more meaningful real work opportunities such as manufacturing golf clubs and paper
recycling. Cosmoe Industries has evolved from a sheltered workshop to a social institution but also as a business
and in particular an acknowledged leader in paper recycling.

Inclusion of the term “industries™ in Cosmo’s title merlts comment. For persons with disabilities terminology is
important. Negative labels foster stereotyping and ultimately each of our attitudes regarding individuals. The
Cosmo’s name included “industries” as part of a strategy for social acceptance.

Cosmo has three divisions:

Life Skills Training Includes Vocational Training, Activities of Daily Living, Sensory Stimulation, Academic
Development, Seniors and Early Agers.

Program Division Participants within the division require increased supervision for a variety of reasons
including general functioning/independence level, safety and/or behavioural concerns medical conditions,
etc. Specific activities include food services, functional academics, intensive straining, janitorial services,
recreation, massage and occupational therapies and a seniors program.



Business Services includes contracts, supportive employment and recycling. The Waste Reduction Division
provides meaningful work for approximately 80 program participants at Cosmo Industries. Each of 5
different work areas have tasks of varying degrees of difficulty. The staff attempis to find tasks that are
sultable for all program participants in accordance with their levels of functioning.

These three programs reflect the range intellectual disabilities Cosmo Industries serves from individuals with
multiple and serve impairments to moderate disabilities. Individuals with less severe disabilities and impairments
are served by organizations such as SARCAN. The debate must consider the whole continuum of impairment.

All revenues of Cosmo are directed toward enhancing services for adults with intelfectual and/or multiple
disabilities. The divisions and programs are based on the belief that adults with disabifities have the right to
opportunities within their community - to participate In and contribute to, as fully as they are able, alf aspects of
community life. Profitable services such as recycling contribute to the overall operating budget and therefore the
whole program.

All of this makes Saskatoon a better place to live for these individuals, their families and every Saskatoon citizen
can take pride in this not for profit organization. Saskatoon has benefited from a number of not for profit
organizations such as Cosmo Industries. While the Cosmo Industries is managed by a volunteer board of directors
the part of this success is based on collaboration with the City of Saskatoon.

Collaboration with the City of Saskatoon:

The collaborative model for recycling between Cosmo Industries and the City of Saskatoon has been keystone to
the success of Cosmo Industries. Before the collaborative model cycling at Cosmo industries paper processing was
more like an activity {something to do} than recycling as we know it today. Recycling was not a major soclal issue
and landfills were dated by the yellow layers of phone books. In the mid 1980's this changed as Saskatoon City
Council and Management entered Into a series of collaborative agreements that allowed Cosmo Industries to
become a leader in producing high quality materials for paper recycling. The City of Saskatoon picked up paper,
delivered it to Cosmo rather than the landfill and directed city hall paper waste to Cosmo Industries. In return
Cosmo paid Saskatoon a nominal amount and provided an important social service that Improved quality of life in
Saskatoon. Saskatoon aiso benefitted from a significant reduction to the amount of material entering the landfill.

This very healthy collaboration allowed Saskatoon and Cosmo to be national leaders and have a legitimate pride in
both recycling and services to individuals with an intellectual disability. There is dignity in meaningful work such as
recycling and this meant that the Cosmo Industry participants could feel they were contributing to the quality of

life in Saskatoon. Believing you are contributing to your community is the highest level of inclusion.

However as society changes service providers and administrations meet the challenge of moving forward,
Mandatory recycling has potentlal to improve recycling in Saskatoon and should foliow prudent business practices.
Unfortunately this progress brings a very real risk of impairing Cosmo’s ability to provide meaningful employment,
This had the potential of affecting all the Cosmo Industries programs (not just recycling). Perhaps more important
it has the potential to put at risk the pride and dignity of the participants to provide a visible demonstration of
their ablility to give back ic Saskatoon.

Recent Council Actions:

At the April 16" Council minutes the following two amendments to a motion to the motion regarding single family
recycling were made and approved:



3} that the City honour its “no harm* clause to Cosmopolitan Industries by continuing to provide no less
than 7800 tonnes of unsorted glass-free paper annually to Cosmopalitan Industries for the life term of this
contract by entering into formal discussions and negotiations for such paper to be sourced from a
combination of paper from multi-family residences, the paper available at the existing depots and the
City’s own operationally generated recyclable waste paper; and

4} that the Administration report to Council, by no later than May 28th, regarding the Cfty entering into a
Memarandum of Understanding with Cosmopolitan Industries to be the service provider for recyclobles
generated by a City program from multi-family units not under contract with other waste haulers.

The rationale for the amendments was to counter the divisive nature of the debate and fallout from the request
for proposal. The first amendment (3) Is simply a ratification of an existing agreement between the City of
Saskatoon and Cosmo Industries. The second amendment (4) was a new initlative that can easily be interpreted as
the City of Saskatoon acknowledging the need to continue to collaborative with Cosmo Industries specifically to be
“‘the service provider",

At the May 14" Council meeting Administration presented five options for council’s consideration. These are listed
as an appendix to this letter including the text “ways to involve Cosmopolitan Industries”. it is difficult to reconcile
the spirit of the second amendment ““the service provider™ with the “ways to involve Cosmopolitan Industries™,
The following is a quote in a May 15" etter written by Ken Gryschuk, Manager of Business Development and
Community Relations, Cosmdpo!itan Industries and circulated by Family and Friends of Cosmo and Elmwood:

We are highly concerned by the report presented to city councll last night by administration. The
resolution made by city councif on April 16" could not be more clear as to Cosmo’s rofe. Cosmo will be the
SERVICE PROVIDER for recyclables generated by a City program from multi-family units, As service
provider Cosmo Is responsible for both collection and processing of recyclables. Alarmingly, the report
created by administration provides 5 options where Administration speculates on ‘ways to involve
Cosmopolitan Industries’ that are far removed from the specific direction of the resolution passed by
council and the spirit of compromise between City Council and the Board of Cosmo, The way to involve
Cosmo has already been determined by City Council, the 5 options ignore this central fact.

One other concern must be noted that is in option 3 where 1t states: ™. .. should the City decide to certify recycling
contractors, it could be possible to only certify processing contractors that employ people with intellectual
disabiiities”. This misses the issue of level of disability and this need would more likely be met by individuals
served by SARCAN and not Cosmo Industries.

Less than one month after a negotlated agreement to stop the acrimony, the acrimony and the related distress
that lead to the amendments are back. Many of us and Cosmo accepted at face value that Council wants to
support Cosmo Industries as part of the social fabric of Saskatoon and a contributor to the quality of life we all
enjoy. Clearly there is a baslc problem with the whole process. In my opinion part of this is we are not asking the
right questions. The questions we should consider asking are:

1. Does the City of Saskatoon believe in Cosmo Indusiries as part of the social fabric of Saskatoon?
2. Doesthe City of Saskatoon want to continue collaborating with Cosme industries?
3. Then the next question Is: How does the City of Saskatoon make this work?

At least part of the problem is for the City of Saskatoon is to identify that Cosmo is different in that is not just a

business or just a social program. With Cosmo Industries the whole is much greater than the sum of the parts.
Cosmo is special business and needs to be considered as such in alt negotiations and agreements.




Moving Forward:

The “'no harm™ to Cosmo proposal, suggests that city council really does not want to put Cosmo programs and
participants at any risk. Having said this both the debate and the privatization of recycling will continue to be a
major challenge for Council, Cosmo’s volunteer board and staff to maintain the wide scope of programs offered by
Cosmo Industries, unless the City of Saskatoon takes some affirmative action on this issue. While recycling is only
part of what Cosmo Industries does it has been the core of that business. It not only supports a number of
individuals but it the money generated is spread throughout the whole range of programs — including life skills,
program and business divisions. This cannot be achieved by simply employing individuals with intellectual
disabilities in private recycling,

Part of the concern regarding the normal request for proposatl is the difficulty of including factors such as the
contribution Saskatoon general quality of life and the beneflt to the Cosmo participant’s perception of contributing
to the City of Saskatoon. The primary social support system for individuals with inteliectual disabilities is the
provincial government social services, Having said that City Council has a role to play as these folks and their
families are citizens of Saskatoon. There is a parallel between this issue and the issue of homelessness, The May
12 Star Phoenix article on “housing first” defines the primary role to social services but the headline states city to
play a leadership role. The City of Saskatoon has demonstrated significant leadership by collaborating with Cosmo
Industries and it is paramount that this leadership continue. While City Council has to be financially prudent they
also have to take affirmative and concrete action for the quality of life in Saskatoon.

The challenge is for Saskatoon City Council to find a way to do three things:

1. To formally acknowledge the role Cosmo Industries plays in the guality of life in Saskatoon

2. To formally acknowledge the importance of the City of Saskatoon and Cosmo Industries collaboration
which allows the reallzation of Cosmo Industries mission: to enhance the quality of life for aduits with
intelfectual and/or multiple disabilities in Saskatoon.

Assuming consensus on the first two items, then there is a moral imperative to do something concrete such as:

3. Todevelop a long term strategy that provides long term and congrete support for Cosmo Industries to
meet this mandate,

This sets the moral foundation to have special arrangements with Cosmo Industries as a special Saskatoon
business. It is critical for a not for profit organization to have a long term sustainable core. The volunteer board
and other advocates need to be focusing on new and innovative programs not fighting city hall even just to
maintain the status quo. While Cosmo industries is a business it is also a social program therefore it Is a special
business. Proposals and contact tendering must conslder the total benefit of the program to Saskatoon. For
Saskatoon to continue to be a national leader in services and guality of life special considerations must be made,

The first two things above would be useful as ‘whereas’ to set the foundation for the third concrete action that
considers Cosmo Industries as a special business. Council will have to find a way to do this which requires some
creative thinking. At its simplest the question is “how to make this work? not “can we do this?”

How this is stated is also very Important, Labelling sets attitudes about how society and each of us percelves
persons with disabilities. The statement must make it obvious that it is in Saskatoon’s best interests to continue to
collaborate with Cosmo industries, Even the well intentioned “no harm” to Cosmo clause can be improved.



Not to limit the discussion on the third point or stifle creativity there are some ideas that come to mind:

»  Along term contract and ongoing commitment for multiple dwelling recycling,

s  An ongoing a commitment to providing Cosmo Industries with City of Saskatoon paper in with volume finked
to Saskatoon population {similar to the current contract but in a ongoing format perhaps renewed every year
with an exit clause over time).

o  Amultiple dwelling recycling contract that is automaticaily renewed every year with an inflattonary clause.

* A provision in every contract that includes an exit strategy in any coniract that would acknowledge City of
Saskatoon responsibility in finding alternate projects that will help Cosmo core programs and
mandate/mission.

These are only examples. What is Important is that the action fully meets the hopes and intentions of Councils “no
harm” to Cosmo clause.

Summary:

1. Cosmo Industries is both a social service and a business therefore It Is a special business.

2, The City of Saskatoon has played a significant role by collaborating with Cosmos Industries making both
parties national and International leaders in providing services to individuals with intellectual disabilities.

3. This collaborative model for recycling has improved the guality of life for everyone in Saskatoon.

4, This collaborative model for recycling allows the participants with intellectual disabilities feel they were
contributing to the quality of life in Saskatoon.

5. This collaborative model for recycling has been a vehicle to demonstrate the capabilities of individuals
with disabilities to the citizens of Saskatoon,

6. City Council, with the two April 16" amendments, wanis to continue to collaborate with Cosmo
Industries,

7. Thereis considerable concern re: “ways to involve Cosmo” options presented at the May 14" meeting.
8. Thereis a moral Imperative to acknowledge Cosmo Industries special status in Saskatoon,

9, Thereis a need for congrete actions by City Council to prevent “no harm” to Cosmo

To build upon and grow this Saskatoon success story Council must be prepared to empower itself to allow special
considerations to ensure this collaborative model continues.

This means-an arrangement with Cosmo industries must clearly demonstrate Cosmo Industries 1s a special business
and an important part of Saskatoon’s guality of life,

{ wish to thank Council for having provisions for citizens to speak at council and submit letter such as this one.
Saskatoon is great place to live and the transparencies and accessibility is an important part of this success.

Jim McClements



Five Options presented at the May 14" Council meeting with ways to Involve Cosmopolitan industries (Cosmos)
1: City-Wide MUD Recycling Program with Mandatory Payment

The City-Wide MUD Recycling Program would be a dual-stream or source-separated program with glass exc.fudgd.
With this option, the City could enter into a sole-source agreement with Cosmo to be the processor of all recyclables
from existing and future MUDs, The City could then issue a Request For Proposals (RFP) or tender for the collection

of recyclables, that would be based on the known terms of the MOU with Cosmo. it is also possible the City could
include collections in the sole-source contract with Cosmo.

If collections services are contracted to an agency other than Cosmo, the collections contract would specify
compliance with the Cosmo recycling program {i.e. dual stream without glass) and delivery to the Cosmo processing
facility for recyclables.

2; City-Managed Voluntary Recycling Program

The City could enter into an agreement with Cosmo to be the processor of all recyclables collected (dual-stream
without glass} through a City program. The City could also procure a collector or collectors, or include collections in
the contract with Cosmo.

Due to the voluntary nature of this program, it is expected there would be significantly lower rates of recycling than
achievable under a mandatory program.

3: Mandate that MUDs Must Recycle, but Leave Service Provision to the Market

Should the City decide to certify recycling contractors, it could be possible to only certify processing contractors that
employ people with intellectual disabilities.

The City could also offer financial incentives for MUDs that use Cosmo as a processing contractor. For example,
payments for tonnages delivered to Cosmo could be paid either to certified collections contractors or directly to the
MUDs who contract them,

4: Consolidated Waste and Recycling Services

A City-delivered recycling program could be collected on a dual-stream without glass basis with all recyclables to
Cosmo,

Contracts with private collectors could also stipulate that recyclables must be delivered to Cosmo, not unlike a
paving contract that specifies that millings must be hauled to a specific City identified site.

5: Encourage More Recycling from MUDs, but No Role or Mandate from the City Regarding Service Provision

The City could implement a program to provide incentives only to those MUDs who have recycling programs that
support Cosmo .
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From: CityCouncilWebForm

Sent: May 17, 2012 9:21 AM

To: City Council

Subject: Wrrite a Letter to City Council RECEIVED

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL MAY 17 2012

FROM: . CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
’ ' SASKATOON

Karl and Lesya Swystun
37 Yale Crescent
Saskatoon

Saskatchewan

S7H 3P6

EMATIL ADDRESS:

ldswystunfisaskatoon.net

COMMENTS:

We are highly concerned by the report presented at the Monday, May 14th council meeting. The
resolution made by city council on April 16th could not have been more clear as to Cosmo's
role. Cosmo would be the SERVICE PROVIDER for recyclables generated by a City program from
Multi-family units. As SERVICE PROVIDER, Cosmo is responsible for both collection and
processing of recyclables.

Alarmingly, the report created by city administration provides 5 options where Administration
speculates on "ways to involve Cosmo Industries" that are far removed from the specific
direction of the resolution passed by Council and the spirit of compromise between City
Council and the Board of Cosmo. The way to involve Cosmo has already been determined by City
Council and the 5 options ignore this central fact.

Cosmo made a submission to Administration for the creation of a City Multi-family unit
Program which builds on the principles underlying the City's Single family dwelling recycling
Program so that all residents of Saskatoon are treated equitably while ensuring an enduring
social benefit to adults with intellectual disabilities., That submission should have been
the starting point for entering into a Memorandum of Understanding as directed by City
Council and this was NOT reflected in the Administration's report.

The decisive step in this process will take place at City Council on Monday, May 28th when
you as a Councilor will debate the Administration's 5 options. We respectfully remind you of
your commitment that you on City Council have made and we ask you to follow through on your
commitment that Cosmo be the SERVICE PROVIDER of the city's multi-family unit recycling
program. We'll be watching you closely and with great interest to see if you keep your
commitment and which of you don't.

L. and K. Swystun
Citizens of Saskatoon
Ward 8
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FAIRBANKS LOFTS WAREHOUSE ?% @é’j %W f;% :
12 — 23" Street East Saskatoon S7K OH5 MAY 2 2 2012

Re: Recycle Service for Multi-Unit Dwellings

M. Qddbm NenRems ﬁ Ct't‘j Cwuow—«

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE ¢
SASKATOON '

To Whom It Concerns:

Let it be known that we here at the Fairbanks Warehouse have been following the issue of Recycle in our
city. We are a twelve-unit condominium development in the Downtown Warehouse District.

As a follow up to the article in the Star Phoenix dated May 12, 2012, we wish to make our opinion known
to city council . We understand this issue of Muiti Unit Dwelling recycle is scheduled for discussion at the
upcoming meeting of May 28™.

We feel very strongly that compulsory recycle service be implemented and provided by the city for ALL
citizens. We feel this must be accomplished as soon as possible. We note that single family dwellings

( 66,000 of them} have immediate priority and there is thus-far, indecision about multi-unit dwellings

{ 35,400 units — a notable number.)

Let it be known that, WHO you decide secures the contracts, is of little concern to us, the bottom line
however is of GREAT concernto us |

Recycle should no longer be a “ voluntary option” for residents of our city. We KNOW that given an
option for citizens to / figure out / sort out / understand and organize their multi-unit groups, MOST will do
nothing, even those with good intent.

Regycle MUST he made simple , user- friendly and compulsory, The fee per family unit of approximately
$3.83 is a reasonable amount and most citizens will WELCOME this service as goed value.

Garbage is a huge eyesore in our world AND it is preventable and even lucrative!

P.S. We recommend that City Council freat yourselves and share a riveting, inspiring moment by
watching the documentary “ WASTE LAND" by Vik Muniz ( a NYC artist who returns home to the landfilis
of Brazil to make ART from garbage and ‘give back ' to his people.)

This film should be compulsory in all our schosls and city councils of the world -~ and certainly OUR
progressive city of Saskatoon !

Thank-you for consideration of the above. We will be watching { and waiting ) with great concern.

Yours frul

Kevin Gites
President of Fairbanks Condominium Association (Unit #304)
Fairbanks Lofts
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From: CityCouncitWebForm

Sent: May 23, 2012 11:33 AM

To: City Council

Subject: Wiite a Letter to City Council R ECEI VE D

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL MAY 23 2012
CITY CLERK’'S OFFICE

FROM: . SASKATOON.

Shauna Anderson
42 Riel Cres
Saskatoon
Saskatchewan
573 2We

EMAIL ADDRESS:
kirkandshauna@sasktel,net
COMMENTS:

I am pleased with the motion passed at City Council on April 16th that indicated that Cosmo
Industries would stay involved in recycling by being "THE SERVICE PROVIDER" of the city's
multi-unit recycling program. I understand city administration has laid out 5 options for
Council to choose from on how the multi unit program would work. I am conscerned that many of
these options don't show Cosmo as the "SERVICE PROVIDER" and I am very dissapointed. I will
be watching closely at the May 28th council meeting for you to honor your commitment and
choose the option that makes Cosmo "THE SERVICE PROVIDER" and not just have a small part in
the program,

Sincerely,

Shauna Anderson
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From: CityCouncilWebForm

Sent: May 23, 2012 3:47 PM

To: City Council

Subject: Write a Letter to City-Council RECEIVED

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL MAY: 23 2012

EROM: CITY CLERK’S OFFICE
’ SASKATOON

James Gillis
2318 William Ave,
Saskatoon
Saskatchewan

S73 1A8

EMAIL ADDRESS:

thegillises@sasktel.net

COMMENTS :

Wednesday, May 23, 2012

His Worship the Mayor and Members of City Council

Family and Friends of Cosmo & Elmwood Inc. advocates for individuals with intellectual
disabilities in Saskatoon and their families. As President of Family and Friends, I have
written to members of Council on several occasions over the course of the recycling
discussion expressing concern over the future of Cosmo's role in the City's recycling
programme., I am writing this time to express our appreciation to all members of Council for
the commitment shown by all of you to the "no harm to Cosmo" principle established last year
through your recent resolution to make Cosmo the service provider for the collection of
recyclables under the Multi-Unit residential programme.

Our concern with the "no harm" policy prior to this resolution was that it was a sunset
arrangement, with Cosmo's role as a processer of waste paper for the City clearly ending at
the close of the current contract. While Cosmo’s current contract does not have a renewal
provision, it nonetheless describes a.sustainable arrangement with Cosmo as the City's
primary paper recycler, with an implicit fair expectation that, other things being equal, the
parties would address renewal of that arrangement in some form at the end of its term, as
they have done when their previous agreements have expired. That expectation ended when Civic
Administration reduced the "no harm" policy to a strategy to avoid litigation through a non-
viable plan aimed at achieving technical compliance with Cosmo's contract for the remainder
of its term,

Council's recent commitment to Cosmo was clearly intended to make the no-harm policy genuine.
By designating Cosmo as the service provider under the next phase of the curbside programme,
Council gave Cosmo capacity to grow its supply of waste paper over time and re-establish
itself as a viable and effective participant in the City's overall waste reduction effort.
While a completely open-ended contract is not feasible, Cosmo's appointment as MUD service
provider came with a clear commitment to work in good faith to find a way to assure Cosmo's
continued role in recycling in Saskatoon into the indefinite future.




It was thus with disappointment that I read the recommendations which have been presented by
Civic Administration for Council's consideration in shaping the negotiations required to
establish the terms of Cosmo's appointment. OFf the five options presented, only one of them
(Option 1) comes close to meeting the spirit of Council's resolution. It offers the
possibility that Cosmo might serve as the complete service provider (as the resolution
clearly states) rather than merely the processor. No less significantly, it also speaks to
mandatory financial participation by residents. This offers the only hope for the programme
to grow to the point where it can be economically sustainable without continuing reliance on
a cost-prohibitive minimum-tonnage guarantee. Without sustainability, the plan reverts to
the sunset arrangement originally proposed by Administration.

Not only is mandatory participation by residents needed, but also a bylaw that will require
new MUDs® to conform to design requirements aimed at facilitating effective recycling, and to
financially participate in the City's programme. The array of softer solutions contained in
Administration's proposals may appeal to those who live in MUDs', but they lack the resolve
needed to make the programme succeed to the point where it can financially stand on its own.
Council has shown considerable resolve in its decision to make curbside recycling mandatory
for single-unit dwellings. It is in everyone's interest to maintain that resolve as the
programme moves to its next phase. It is also fair. Single-unit dwellers should not be
required to participate in a programme that is optional for multi-unit dwellers.

There is also the matter of the length of the contract with Cosmo, and provisions for its
renewal. To ensure no harm to Cosmo, it must be restored to a position of prominence in the
City's waste management scheme. A long-term contract will be a good start, but consideration
must also be given to the awarding process when that term expires. The RFP evaluation
process used most recently to award the single-unit contract contained no mechanism by which
the social value of Cosmo's involvement could be taken into account. I was informed that
this was because the value of participation of those with intellectual disabilities in
municipal contracts is a "political issue". Unfortunately, it appears that Council (whose
job it is to consider political issues) did not weigh Cosmo's social value when it accepted
Administration's recommendation because that value did not factor in the scoring. To avoid
this empty circle in future dealings, we would suggest that the committee tasked with finding
ways to bring persons with disabilities into the mainstream of municipal dealings be asked
consider how the RFP and tendering process can be designed to better evaluate proposals with
this particular social feature.

Thank you for considering these points.
Respectfully submitted,

James H, Gillis
President, )
Family and Friends of Cosmo & Elmwood Inc.

WE WOULD APPRECIATE THE OPPORTUNITY TO ADDRESS THIS CORRESPONDENCE AT THE NEXT MEETING OF
CITY COUNCIL







































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































Report No. 9-2012
Executive Committee
Monday, May 28, 2012
Page 15

Respectfully submitted,

His Worship Mayor D. Atchison, Chair














































































































































































































































































Q11. Overall, how satisfied are you with the service provided by the Saskatoon Police Service?
Base: All respondents, n= 400 (2011), n=400 (2008).

Overall Satisfaction Levels 2002-2011

60% A
55.6%
— 49.0%
40% -
30% A
20% -
i« 6.1% 6.3%
0.2% 0.4%
0% J ———— T
Don’t know Not at all satisfied Not very satisfied Somewhat satisfied  Very satisfied
2002 12005 ®m2008 m2011

*  Overall, the majority of respondents (91.8%) are either somewhat or very satisfied with the
Saskatoon Police Service.

* These results are an increase over the previous wave of the study conducted in 2008.

* Notably, the percentage of respondents who report that they are very satisfied has increased
from 34.7% in 2008 to 42.8% in 2011.

e Although less than the total sample, the aboriginal respondents’ satisfaction with the
Saskatoon Police Service is relatively strong (89% somewhat or very satisfied) and has
increased from 2005 (59%) and 2008 (80%).

¢ For visible minority respondents, satisfaction with the police service is 93.3% about the
same as in 2008 (93.2%) which is higher than previous surveys (88% in 2002, 86% in 2005).

Q12. Why are you not ‘very satisfied’ with the services provided by the Saskatoon Police
overall? Base: Those respondents who were not “very satisfied’, n= 227(2011), n=260 (2008). Q
12 was only asked of those who responded that they were: “somewhat satisfied”, “not very
satisfied” or “not at all satisfied” in Q11. Note that multiple, unprompted responses were
possible for this question.
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Dissatisfied With Service- Issues

Attitude of
\ Personnel

Service Issues * 2008 2011
Need more police officers 21% | 26% | 5% | 21%
Slow response / service 23% | 22% | 25% | 20%
Insufficient investigation 10% | 8% | 8% | 8%
Issue not solved - - 4% 5%
Lack of information about case - - 4% | 3%
Inconvenient to public - - 5% 1%
No dispatch sent - - 7% 1%
Poor telephone service - - 2% 1%
Inconvenient hours - - 1% | 0%

Public Profile of Services

Need more visibility - - 21% | 16%
Deal with public concerns 15% | 8% | 6% | 6%
Negative media reports/reputation - - - 5%
Need to consult public - - 4% | 1%

Attitude of Personnel

Discrimination - 7% | 9% | L1%
Not caring 10% | 8% | 7% | 5%
Arrogant 13% | 7% 1% | 4%
Not knowledgeable - - 2% | 4%
Not courteous 13% | 6% | 7% | 3%
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Dissatisfaction with System 2002 2005 2008 2011

Police ineffective 10% | 14% | 14% | 17%
Too easy on offenders - - 4% | 3%
Little attention given to victims - - 9% | 2%
Was wrongly charged - - 2% | 2%
Unhappy with gun laws z - 1% | 0%
Traffic 2002 2005 2008 2011
Not enough time spent on traffic issues - - 7% | 4%
Too much time spent on traffic issues - - 2% | 4%
Too much time spent on minor traffic issues - - 3% | 2%
Too much or too little radar, including red light

cameras - - 2% 1%

*Responses to the 201 1Survey are on the left and compared to previous studies where

applicable.

The results below only apply to those who responded anything other than “very satisfied”

in Q11 (n=227).

* Top of mind satistaction with the various measures has remained more or less consistent with
results from 2008.

* The largest change is the increase in the percentage of respondents (from 43% in 2008 up to
49% in 2011) who indicated service issues as their reason for not being totally satisfied.

*  Almost two in ten respondents noted that more police officers are needed. This is a sizable
rise from the previous study (5.2% in 2008 vs. 21.4% in 2011).

* The need for visibility has decreased from two in ten respondents (20.8%) in 2008 to 15.8%
in 2011.

e Negative media/reports did not come up in 2008, but were mentioned in 4.5% of respondent
comments in 2011.

* Another two in ten comments from respondents indicate that slow response/service is an
issue.

e Comparatively few respondents made comments about the attitude of personnel, with some
slight increases noted in “discrimination” and “not knowledgeable”.

* The proportion of respondents who made a comment about little attention being given to
victims has declined (from 8.5% in 2008 to 2.3% in 2011).

e Relatively few respondents made comments about traffic issues.

2. PERCEPTIONS OF SAFETY

Q13. How safe do you feel, or how safe would you feel walking alone in your neighbourhood
after dark? Base: All respondents, n= 400 (2011), n=400(2008).
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The overall percentage of respondents who feel either somewhat or very unsafe walking
alone in their neighbourhoods after dark has remained relatively the same (25.3% in 2008
and 24.1% in 2011).

Although a larger proportion of people claim they feel reasonably or very safe walking alone
in their neighbourhood at night in 2011 (75.1%) than in 2008 (73.5%), this percentage is still
lower than in 2005 (76%) and 2002 (77%).

Respondents in the Northwest and East divisions (32.0% and 41.4% respectively) are more
likely to report feeling safe walking alone in their neighbourhoods after dark than those in the
Central division (10.9%).

Q14. Can you tell me why you do not feel ‘very safe’ walking alone in your neighbourhood after
dark? Base: Those respondents who do not feel ‘very safe’, n= 227 (2011), n=255 (2008).
Note that multiple responses were possible for this question.

General feelings of unease / just don’t go out 519 | 42% | 55% | 45%
Suspicious people around 25% | 25% | 31% | 34%
Fear of robbery / mugging 10% | 13% | 14% | 12%
Lack of police in the area 13% | 14% | 12% | 11%
I am vulnerable / old / disabled 14% | 10% | 10% | 10%
Fear of physical assault (excluding sexual assault) | 15% | 9% 14% 7%
Poor lighting 5% | 5% 3% 7%
Other 12% | 15% | 4% 6%
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No one around / deserted - 3 4% 3%
Fear of harassment 7% | 5% 9% 3%
Fear of sexual assault 5% 5% |030% | 2%

*Responses to the 201 1Survey are on the left and compared to previous studies where

applicable.

General feelings of unease / just don’t go out
Suspicious people around

i Fear of physical assault (excluding sexual assault)
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Poor lighting

Fear of sexual assault
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Neighbourhood Safety Details

| 55%
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Notable top of mind mentions include:

* General feelings of unease/just don’t go out has decreased from just over half of respondents
(54.6%) to just under half (45.4%).

* Fear of physical assault has declined (from 13.8 % in 2008 to 7.2% in 2011)

* Fear of sexual assault has increased slightly, up from 0.3% in 2008 to 2.2% in 201 1.

Q16. Over the past five years, do you believe that crime in your neighbourhood has increased,
decreased or remained about the same? Is that a little bit or a lot? Base: All respondents, n= 400
(2011), n=400 (2008).

Perception of Crime
70% 64%
60% -
50% -
40% -
30% -
20% -
10% -
0% -

58%

27%28%

14%

e B

Increased Has remained the same Decreased
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*  Most believe that crime in their neighbourhood has remained the same over the past five
years (58.4%) which is less than 63.6% in 2008.

¢ The proportion of respondents who believe that crime in their neighbourhood has increased a
little bit or a lot in 2011 (28.0%) has remained relatively unchanged from 2008 (27.3%).

* The proportion of respondents who believe that crime in their neighbourhood has decreased a
little bit or a lot has increased up from 9.2% in 2008 to 13.5% in 2011.

¢ Respondents in the Central division are more likely to report that crime in their
neighbourhood has decreased either a lot or a little (37.0%) than the Northwest (13.5%) or
East (4.1%).

3. SCHOOL SAFETY

Q17. Not including traffic collisions and personal accidents, how safe are Saskatoon schools and
school areas for our children? Base: All respondents, n= 400 (2011), n=400 (2008).
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The percentage of respondents who feel that Saskatoon Elementary schools are very safe has
increased from one quarter of respondents in 2008 (25.2%) to one third of respondents in
2011 (33.4%).

Those who live in the East (22.4%) and Northwest (18.8%) divisions are more likely than
those who live in the Central (5.0%) division to report that high schools are very safe
About a third of respondents in the Northwest and East division (36.3% and 35.3%
respectively) feel elementary schools are very safe, compared to two in ten (21.1%) in the
Central division.

Aboriginal respondents are more likely than non-Aboriginals to believe that elementary
schools (16.9% vs. 6.1%) and high schools (23.7% vs. 14.4%) are either somewhat or very
unsafe.

Q18. What, if any, are the major safety concerns in Saskatoon schools? Base: All respondents,
n=400 (2011), n=400 (2008).
Note that multiple responses were possible for this question.

Major Safety Concerns in Schools*

Availability of Drugs 27% | 42% | 34% | 26%
Bullying 31% | 37% | 31% | 20%
Tratfic Concerns 28% | 14% | 15% | 17%
Gangs 10% | 19% | 23% | 14%
Deranged People - - 8% | 9%
No major concerns 12% 5% 4% 8%
Violence 13% | 9% | 14% | 1%
Other 16% | 17% | 10% | 7%
Weapons 8% | 9% | 26% | 6%
School Administration not taking

action - - 4% | 4%
Cligues - - 2% | 2%
Ethnic Confrontations - - 1% 1%
Safe passage to and from school - - 1%

*Responses to the 201 1Survey are on the left and Compa}ed to previous studies where
applicable.

Some large decreases in respondent concern between 2008 and 2011 are noted. Specifically,
unprompted responses yielded the following changes:

*  Weapons (26.4% vs. 5.6%)

*  Violence (13.6% vs. 6.8%)

*  Gangs (22.5% vs. 13.7%)

Page 21 of 61



¢ Bullying (31.3% vs. 20.3%)
¢ Availability of drugs (34.4% vs. 25.8%)

019. At this time, do you have any children in elementary or high school... (select all that apply)
020. Do you or does anyone in your household work as a teacher or for any school or school
board?

4. PERCEPTIONS OF POLICING PROBLEMS AND PRIORITIES

021. The Saskatoon Police Service deals with many community concerns and problems. In your
opinion, what are the three most important policing concerns or problems in your
neighbourhood? Base: All respondents, n= 400 (2011), n=400 (2008).

Note that multiple responses were possible for this question.

Most Important Concerns — Neighbourhood* 2002 2005 2008

Traffic Violations/Speeding 33% | 28% | 39% | 41%
Breaking & Enter 42% | 37% | 30% | 35%
Vandalism 21% | 21% | 26% | 25%
Gang Activity - - 17% | 14%
Drug law enforcement 4% | 9% | 9% | 14%
Robbery 8% | 18% | 10% | 11%
Graffiti 13% | 18% | 13% | 10%
Other 28% | 16% | 10% | 7%
Neighbourhood Noise 10% | 13% | 8% | 6%
Stolen Vehicles - - 4% | 6%
Juveniles Congregating 9% | 17% | 10% | 5%
Drinking/drunkenness - - 7% | 4%
Assault causing injury - - 11% | 4%
Damage to Property - - 5% | 3%
Youth Crime - - 6% | 2%

*Responses to the 201 1Survey are on the left and compared to previous studies where
applicable.
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Top of mind neighbourhood concerns are more or less the same as the last survey, with some
decline in the percentage of respondents indicating social disorder concerns.

Respondents of non-aboriginal and non-visible minority ancestry are more likely to report
that housebreaking/break and enter are a concern in their neighbourhood.

Aboriginals are more likely than non-Aboriginals to say that robbery, public drinking or
drunkenness, and police visibility are a problem in their neighbourhood.

The top two policing concerns that respondents have in their neighbourhoods are traffic
violations/speeding and housebreaking/break and enter.

The largest decline is in assault causing injury, which went from 10.5% in 2008 to 3.8% in
2011.

As with 2008, about one quarter of respondents (24.6%) indicate vandalism as a concern.
Gang activity, graffiti, and juveniles hanging around all dropped as neighbourhood concerns
in 2011.

Neighbourhood traffic concerns were similar to the last wave of the study, with speeding
being the largest concern.

Not mentioned in 2008, the visibility of police is a concern indicated by 4.8% of respondents
in 2011.

022. Now, I'd like to ask you the same question about the city overall... In your opinion, what
are the three most important policing concerns or problems in the city? Base: All respondents,
n= 400 (2011), n=400 (2008).

Note that multiple responses were possible for this question.

Most Important Concerns — City* 2002

Traffic Violations/Speeding 27% | 20% | 32% | 41%
Gang Aclivity 5% | 17% | 40% | 37%
Drug law enforcement 16% | 10% | 20% | 32%
Breaking & Enter 32% | 37% | 24% | 22%
Assault causing injury 11% | 13% | 18% | 12%
Vandalism 10% | 18% | 12% | 11%
Robbery 16% | 19% | 11% | 9%
Other 37% | 19% | 16% | 9%
Drinking/drunkenness 6% | 4% | 1% 6%
Youth Crime - - 6% 3%
Domestic Abuse 2% | 2% | 4% | 2%
Juveniles Congregating 4% 2% 4% 2%
Graffiti 4% 1% 3% 2%

*Responses to the 201 1Survey are on the left and compared to previous studies where
applicable.

Top of mind respondent concerns with the City of Saskatoon regarding traffic have increased
from 32% in 2008 to 41% in 2011.
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Almost a third of respondents in 2011 (32.1%) indicate that drug law enforcement is a
concern, up from two in ten (19.8%) in 2008.

Similar to last year, just under a quarter of respondents (22.4%) report housebreaking/break
and enter being a concern in the city.

In 2011, assault causing injury declined from 17.7% to 11.7%.

Concern regarding guns declined from 3.3% in 2008 to 0.7% in 201 1.

The largest concern for respondents regarding social disorder in Saskatoon is gang activity
(37.2%). The second largest concern is vandalism (10.7%). This is consistent with 2008
results.

While neither was mentioned in 2008, visibility of police and discrimination were brought up
as concerns by some respondents.

Neighbourhood/City Concerns Comparison:

Crime

The top two crime concerns for both neighbourhood and city are the same, although in
reverse order; housebreaking/break and enter (35.0% for neighbourhood vs. 22.4% for city)
and drug law enforcement (13.6% for neighbourhood vs. 32.1% for city).

Assault causing injury was rated third highest crime concern for the city overall (11.7%), but
was rated sixth for neighbourhood concerns, with only 3.8% of respondents reporting it as a
concern.

Social Disorder

As with crime, the top two results for neighbourhood and city are the same, but reversed;
vandalism (24.6% for neighbourhood vs. 10.7% for city) and gang activity (13.7% for
neighbourhood vs. 37.2% for city).

Tratfic

Again, the top two results for neighbourhood and city are the same, but in reverse order;
speeding (24.8% for neighbourhood vs. 16.6% for city) and traffic violations (15.8% for
neighbourhood vs. 24.3% for city).
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023. Now I would like to ask you if you consider the following issues related to crime to be a ...?
Base: All respondents, n= 400 (2011), n=400 (2008).

3

; Perceived Severity of Crime: '"Big Problems"

Illegal gang activities S Ty RGN Y Uy e e T TR v, o T 78
79%

| Availability of illegal drugs

76 %
78%

Violent youth crime [~ _ ) | 73%
72%

Juvenile prostitution ) | 58%
53%

Organized crime 46%
55%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% S0% 60% 70% 80% 90%

2002 m2005 12008 ®m2011

* The top three issues that respondents rated as big problems are illegal gang activities
(79.3%), availability of illegal drugs (78.0%), and violent youth crime (72.4%). This is
consistent with 2008 results.

* About eight in ten respondents from each division rate illegal gang activities and availability
of illegal drugs as a big problem:

*  Gang activities/Illegal drugs
*  Central (77.6%/75.2%)
*  Northwest (82.6%/78.4%))
* East (77.8%/78.8%)

* Respondent concerns with organized crime have increased (up from 45.7% in 2008 to 54.8%
in 2011).
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024. And do you consider the following crimes related to property to be a...? Base: All
respondents, n=400 (2011), n=400 (2008).

Perceived Severity of Property Crime:
"Big Problems"’

Vandalism or damage to | 65 WJ

property including graffi # 59%
House break-ins and thefts of ] 59%
property other than vehicle # 59%

39%
Car thefts

Crime that target small 1129%

business

5%

| 32%
34%

Fraud

0% 10% 20% 30% 40 % 50% 60 % 70%
12008 2011

* Respondents who report car thefts as a big problem increased from four in ten (39.0%) in
2008 to just under half (47.2%) of respondents in 2011.

e Similarly, the number of respondents in 2011 who report that small business crime is a big
problem has increased slightly (29.1% in 2008 vs. 34.7% in 2011).

Page 26 of 61



Q25. And now thinking about traffic, do you consider the following traffic violations to be a...?
Base: All respondents, n= 400 (2011), n=400 (2008).

Perceived Severity of Traffic: ''Big Problems"

Vehicle Roadway Speeds

| Running red/yellow traffic lights or failing to stop

Discourteous drivers

0% 10% 20% 30% d40% 50% 60% 70%
m2002 =m2005 12008 m2011

¢ Results are fairly consistent with those from 2008, with the exception of those respondents
who indicate concerns with discourteous drivers as a big problem (54.8% in 2008 vs. 64.8%
in 2011).

e Seven in ten respondents in the Central division (70.8%) indicate people running red
lights/failing to stop to be a big problem, compared to about half of respondents in the
Northwest (57.6%) and East (51.8%).
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026. And, do you consider the following social disturbances or concerns to be a...? Base: All
respondents, n=400(2011), n=400 (2008).

Perceived Severity of Crime, Social
Disturbances: ''Big Problems "

Panhandling

Drinking or drunkenness in public

Young people congregating in public places
Presence of crowds, strikers, or protesters
Noisy neighbours, late parties, and loud music

Safety in parks at night

1 g
0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40%
m2002 W2005 112008 ®2011

* There was a fair amount of variation between the 2008 and 2011 results.

* Notably, there was an increase in those who believe public drunkenness and panhandling are
big problems, as well as an increase in those who believe that the presence of crowds, strikes
or protestors is a small problem.

* Those in the Central district are more likely than those in the East division to report that
young people congregating was a big problem (34.1% in the Core vs. 17.0% in the East).

5. CRIME & CRIME ISSUES - INFORMATION SOURCES

Q27. From what sources do you get the majority of your information about crime and crime
issues in Saskatoon? Base: All respondents, excluding 'don’t know’ responses, n= 397 (2011),
n=400 (2008).

Note that multiple responses were possible for this question,
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Crime Information Sources

Television Newscasts ' 6233';/;2:
Newspapers 59'9' ‘;25.1 Y%
Radio 36.5%
Internet/Websiltes

Family and Friends
Observation/Personal Experience
Workplace/Co-workers

Neighbours and Community Members
Television Programs

Community Newsletters and Pamphlets
The Saskatoon Police Service

Alarm Companies

Other

12008 m2011

* Asin the past wave of the survey, most respondents get their information about Saskatoon
crime and crime issues from television newscasts (63.7%) and newspapers (59.9%).

* There was an increase in the proportion of respondents who report getting their information
from radio (from 24.8% in 2008 up to 36.5% in 201 1) and internet or websites (from 9.3% in
2008 to 24.7% in 2011).

INTERACTION WITH THE SASKATOON POLICE SERVICE

0Q28. Earlier you stated that you have had contact with a police officer or other on-duty
employee of the Saskatoon Police Service within the past 12 months, including calls to 911.
Thinking ONLY about the LAST contact you had, what type of contact was it? Base: Those
respondents who have had contact with the police service, n= 152(2011), n=166(2008).

Type of Interaction 2002 2005

Called main police line* 21% | 20% | 27% | 34%
Called 911* 21% | 20% | 13% | 15%
Officer was dispatched or followed up on an investigation [8% | 24% | 12% | 12%
Went to a police facility 10% | 13% | 7% | 12%
Witnessed or was involved in a crime or traffic collision where the police was

dispatched 129 | 17% | 8% | 6%
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Stopped because of traffic violation T% | 7% | 8% 6%
Other 15% | 2% | 3% | 6%
Spoke with an officer on the street 9% | 7% | T% | 5%
Charged by a police officer 2% | 3% 2%
Attended a community meeting, crime prevention or educational 4% | 3% | 6% 1%
Encountered a check stop 1% 1% 1%
Don’t know 3% 1%

* Note: in the 2002 & 2005 survey “Called 911” and “Called Main Line” were one option, not
two as in the 2008 survey.

* As with the last wave of the survey, the majority of respondents interacted with an officer or
employee of the Saskatoon Police Service via the main line (33.8%).

* There is an increase in the proportion of respondents who report calling the main police line
(27.0% in 2008 to 33.8% in 2011) as well as in those who went to a police facility (up from
7.3% in 2008 to 11.9% in 2011).

* A decrease is noted in the proportion of respondents who report attending a
meeting/program/presentation, down from 6.1% in 2008 to 1.3% in 2011.

029. When you went to the police facility did you wait...? Base: Those respondents who went to
a police facility, n= 15(2011), n=10 (2008).

Police Facility Wait Time

| 204%
Lo Rbenuguni _ 16.5%

: | 30.6%
About the amount of time you expected 55.8%
; | 49.0%
Less time than expected — 27.7%
%o 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60%

12008 m2011

S N e e e  a =

* Most respondents report that wait times were either what they expected (55.8%) or less than
they expected (27.7%). Comparatively few report that wait times were longer than they
expected (16.5%).
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*  These results are different from the previous wave of research conducted in 2008 where one
half of respondents (49.0%) indicated that wait times were less than they expected.

Note: Questions 30-43 were not asked in the 2002 & 2005 surveys.

030. I would like to ask you about the service you received from the communications officer you
spoke to over the phone. Do you agree or disagree that the communications officer was... Is
that strongly or somewhat? Base: Those respondents who called 911 or the main line, n=
72(2011), n=63 (2008).

Main Police Line & 911 Service Quality

12.4% 16.3% 17.2% l I

, 9.1% 6.5%
2008 2011 2008 2011 2008 2011

12.3%

Courteous Knowledgeable Professional

Somewhat agree W Strongly Agree

* In 2011 more than nine out of ten respondents report the phone service they receive is
handled by a Communications Officers that is courteous, knowledgeable, and professional.

* The proportion of respondents that agree with all categories increased from 2008 to 201 1.

* Respondents that report the Communications Officers as knowledgeable increased to almost
100% in 2011.

Q31. Was a patrol car dispatched as a result of your call to 911 or the main number? Base:
Those respondents who called 911 or the main line, n=72(2011), n=63 (2008).

032. Did the communications officer on the phone ask if you wanted a patrol car dispatched?
Base: Those respondents for whom a patrol car was not dispatched, n=22(2011), n=27 (2008).

033. Do you feel a patrol car should have been dispatched? Base: Those respondents for whom
a patrol car was not dispatched, n=22(2011), n=27 (2008).
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About one third of respondents (30.8%) report that a patrol car was NOT dispatched as a

result of their call, a decrease from 42% in 2008. Of these, just over one in ten (13.8%)
indicate that they were asked if a patrol car was desired, also a decrease from 2008 (28%).

they believe a patrol car should have been dispatched.

Just under one third (27.7%) of those to whom a patrol car was not dispatched, report that

034. Did the communications officer provide you with an estimated time of arrival for the patrol
car? Base: Those respondents for whom a patrol car was dispatched, n= 50(201 1), n=36 (2008).

e Fewer respondents report being given an ETA for the patrol car than previously indicated in
2008 (down from 37.4% in 2008 to 32.4% in 2011).

035. Given the nature of your call, do you feel the response time was...? Base: Those
respondents for whom a patrol car was dispatched, n= 50(2011), n=36 (2008).

Response Time
50% 48.3%
}43.1%
40%
30%
20% 16.1% 16.8%
10.2% 11.5%
10% I 6.2%
I 1.9%
% HEEE]
Don't know Poor Fair Good Excellent
12008 m2011

* Respondents in 2011 report a decrease in those who believe the response time was excellent
(from 48.3% in 2008 to 43.1% in 2011) and an increase in those who believe the response

time was poor (6.2% in 2008

to 11.5% in 2011).

036. How would you rate the overall quality of service provided by the communications officer
on the phone? Would you say it was...? Base: Those respondents who called 911 or the main

line, n=72 (2011), n=63 (2008).
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Overall Quality of Service
(Communications Officer)

53.3%
49,6 %

33.1%

7 30.0%
6.9% 85% 739 8.2% |
Z [ 3.1%
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Poor Fair Good Fxcellent Don't Know
12008 m2011

* The majority of respondents (83.3%) report that the overall quality of the phone service was
either good (30.0%) or excellent (53.3%). These results are consistent with 2008.

039. The next set of questions deal with the police officer you most recently interacted with. Do
you agree or disagree that the police officer was... Is that strongly or somewhat? Would you say
it was...? Base: Those respondents who have interacted with a police officer, n=56 (2011), n=68

(2008).
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Patrol Officer - Service

l I
I 28% {

12% ' 13% ' - 14% ‘ { 2% 2% ‘
2008 2011 2008 2011 2008 2011
Courteous Knowledgeable Professional

'Somewhat agree ¥ Strongly agree

* The vast majority of respondents indicate that the Saskatoon Police Officer they had
interaction with was professional, knowledgeable and courteous.

* The percentage of respondents who either somewhat or strongly agreed with the various
measures increased in 2011.

Q40. Were you advised of the outcome of the situation by the police officer? Base: Those
respondents who have interacted with a police officer, n=56 (2011), n=68 (2008).

e More respondents report being advised of the results in 2011 (55.5%) than in 2008 (48.6%).
¢ Four in ten respondents in 2011 (41.0%) report NOT being advised of the outcome, up from
one third (33.7%) in 2008.

Q41. How would you rate the overall quality of service provided by the police officer/police?
Would you say it was...? Base: Those respondents who have had contact with the police, n=77

(2011), n=94 (2008)
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| Overall Quality of Service
(Patrol Officer)
52.1%
1 50%
41.8%
40%
i 35.3%
29.2
| 30% i
| 20%
1239% 12.6%
! 9.5%
| 10% |
I | 3.7%
| 2.5% ‘ 1.1%
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* Just over half of respondents (52.1%) report that the service they received was excellent, an
increase from four in ten respondents (41.8%) in 2008.

6. DEMOGRAPHICS

Q44. In what year were you born?

Years of Age

55 plus

28%_\

18-34
349

35-54
38%

045. What is your marital status?
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Marital Status

Widowed ;
Separated or 6% Single, never

divorced married
25%

Married or
common law
62%

Q46. What is the highest level of education you have achieved?

Education
;o High school or
less
i 28%
Completed
technical or
University E
57%
\\ Some post
secondary
15%

Q47. What is your annual household income before taxes and deductions? Please just stop me
when I've reached your range.
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Household Income
$ 12}?]’3120 or Less than
$30,000
14% 20%
/ .
|
|
$60,000 to _,\“-\ $30,000 to less
$ 1;{0’000 : than $60,000
38% 28%
Districts
Don't(}(now Caiitial
3% 12%
/
;
'1.
\l
East _/ A : Northwest
550 30%

8. CONCLUSIONS

Overall, the 2011 survey results are positive and show improvements in the public perception of
the Saskatoon Police Service since previous surveys.

The survey questions follow in Appendix A.

A separate PowerPoint presentation (completed by Insightrix Research) also exists. Most
comments and summaries made in that presentation are included in this repott.
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Written by: Carla Leuschen, Research Coordinator, Planning & COMPSTAT Unit

Research performed by: Insightrix Research Ltd.

Dated: January 4, 2012
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APPENDIX A: SURVEY

Saskatoon Police Service
Public Satisfaction
Telephone ONLY
Yer 1.0 (September 16, 2011)

Hello, this is calling from Insightrix Research, in Saskatoon on behalf of the Saskatoon Police Service,
Tonight we are conducting a study with Saskatoon residents to gather their feedback on the services received
from the Saskatoon Police Service. Please be assured that your answers will remain completely confidential,
Your input will assist the Saskatoon Police Service in addressing issues important in the community.

[If necessary: Please contact the Saskatoon Police Service at if you would like confirmation this study has
been authorized, Inform them that you were contacted by Insightrix Research (spell out to respondent).
After doing so, if you are still interested in participating, please call us at: 657-5640 and we can conduct the
interview with you.]

SCREENING QUESTIONS
First, I would like to ask you a few questions to ensure you qualify for the study.

1. Are you 18 years of age or older?
Yes (continue)

No (ask for someone who is and re-introduce)

2. Do you or another member of your household work for the Saskatoon Police Service?
Yes (thank and terminate)

No (continue)
3. Do you currently live within the city limits?
Yes (continue)
No (thank and terminate)
4, RECORD GENDER (watch quotas; 55 female /45 male split)
5. Into which age range do you fall? (watch quotas: 30 /35 / 35 split)
18-34
35-54
55 plus
[If quotas full, ask for someone in desired age range and reintroduce]
6. Have you personally had contact either on the telephone or in person with a police officer or other on-duty

employee of the Saskatoon Police Service within the past 12 months, INCLUDING calling 9117 This does
not include parking control people or the U of S Campus security.
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If necessary read: By interaction, I mean having called 911, been involved in a traffic accident or violation
where the police were involved, appeared in court to contest a traffic violation, gone to the police station
for any reason, been interviewed by a member of the Saskatoon Police Service, or any other interaction.

Yes — had interaction

No — did not have interaction

[Watch quotas — best effort to achieve 100 in total]

[If “no” quota full state: ““Thank you for your interest in this study. Right now we are only looking for
individuals who have had an interaction with the Saskatoon Police Service, This is because certain
questions in this survey are about how satisfied people are with the Police Officer they interacted with.]

Are you of Aboriginal ancestry? (if needed: this includes individuals who are treaty or status Indian or
Inuit as well as those with at least some aboriginal heritage such as Metis)
Yes — aboriginal ancestry [skip to Q9]

No - no aboriginal ancestry

Refuse [system to code as no]

[Watch quotas — best effort to achieve 100 in total]

Are you of part of a visible minority? (If needed: as defined by the Saskatchewan Human Rights
Commission: Members of visible minorities are defined as "persons, other than Aboriginal peoples, who
are people of colour." Members of visible minorities may, for example, be persons of African, Chinese,
Filipino, Japanese, Korean, East Asian, Southeast Asian, West Asian, Arab or Latin American ancestry)
Yes — part of a visible minority

No — not part of visible minority

Refuse [system to code as noj

[Watch quotas — best effort to achieve 75 in total]

[If quota full state: ““Thank you for your interest in this study. Right now we are nearing the end of our
interviews and are searching for a mix of the population that represents the citizens of Saskatoon. At this
time, we are only looking for people of aboriginal ancestry OR part of a visible minority to ensure our
sample matches the population of the city.]

PERCEPTIONS OF THE SASKATOON POLICE SERYICE
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9. Can you please tell me whether you agree or disagree that Saskatoon Police officers exhibit the following
qualities when dealing with the public? Generally speaking, Saskatoon Police Officers are (read first

item). Do you... (Read scale). How about...
[Randomize order]

Fair
Courteous
Honest
Arrogant
Intimidating

Hardworking

Strongly agree
Somewhat agree
Somewhat disagree
Strongly disagree
Don’t know

Refuse

10. And using the same scale, do you agree or disagree with the following statements about the Saskatoon

Police Service:

[Randomize order]

provides an adequate amount or level of service to the public

consults with Saskatoon citizens about policing in city

has the trust of the public

uses its authority and force appropriately

responds in a fair way when dealing with all segments of the Saskatoon community
adequately communicates crime issues and trends to the community

maintains appropriate visibility in the community
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makes it easy and convenient to file a report with them

offers a variety of alternative methods in filing a report

is responsive to quality of life issues in the community such as neighbourhood disputes, loud noise concerns or

graffiti
has adequate numbers of foot patrols and bike patrols in the city

responds in an appropriate time frame to calls for service

Strongly agree
Somewhat agree
Somewhat disagree
Strongly disagree
Don’t know

Refuse

11. Overall, how satisfied are you with the service provided by the Saskatoon Police Service? Would you say

yYou are...
Very satisfied [skip next question]

Somewhat satisfied

Not very satisfied

Not at all satisfied

Don’t know [skip next question]

Refused [skip next question]

12, Why are you [insert response, include “only” if somewhat satisfied] with the services provided by the
Saskatoon Police Service overall? (Do not read list — headings cannot be selected, select all that apply.

Probe at least twice,)
ATTITUDE OF PERSONNEL

Not courteous
Not knowledgeable
Not caring

Arrogant

SERVICE ISSUES
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Insufficient investigation

No dispatch sent

Lack of information about case
Inconvenient to public

Slow response / service

Issue not solved

Poor telephone service

Inconvenient hours

PUBLIC PROFILE OF SERVICES
Need more visibility
Need to consult public

Deal with public concerns

TRAFFIC
Too much time spent on traffic issues
Not enough time spent on traffic issues

Too much time spent on minor traffic issues

Too much or too little radar, including red light cameras

DISSATISFACTION WITH SYSTEM
Too easy on offenders

Police ineffective

Unhappy with gun laws

Was wrongly charged

Little attention given to victims

Other:
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Don’t know

PERCEPTION OF SAFETY

13, How safe do you feel, or how safe would you feel walking alone in your neighbourhood after dark? (read
l\lfztl?y safe [skip next question]
Reasonably safe
Somewhat unsafe
Very unsafe

Don’t know [skip next question]

Refused [skip next question]

14. Can you tell me why you feel [insert response, include “only” if reasonably safe] walking alone in your
neighbourhood after dark? (Do not read, check all that apply. Probe at least twice)
General feelings of unease / just don’t go out
Fear of physical assault (excluding sexual assault)

Fear of sexual assault

Fear of harassment

Fear of robbery / mugging
Poor lighting

No one around / deserted
Suspicious people around

I am vulnerable / old / disabled

Lack of police in the area

Other:

Don’t know / refused

15, In what neighbourhood do you live? (do not read)
Adelaide/Churchill

Arbor Creek

Avalon
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Blairmore Suburban Centre

Brevoort Park

Briarwood

Buena Vista

Caswell Hill

Down Town (Central Business District)

City Park

College Park
College Park East
Confederation Park
Confederation Suburban Centre
Dundonald
Eastview

Erindale

Evergreen
Exhibition
Fairhaven

Forest Grove
Gordie Howe Management Area
Greystone Heights
Grosvenor Park
Hampton Village
Haultain

Holiday Park
Holliston

Hudson Bay Park
Kelsey-Woodlawn

King George
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Lakeridge

Lakeview

Lakewood Suburban Centre
Lawson Heights

Lawson Heights Suburban Centre
Massey Place

Mayfair

Meadowgreen
Montgomery Place

Mount Royal

North Park

Nutana

Nutana Park

Nutana Suburban Centre
Pacific Heights

Parkridge

Pleasant Hill

Queen Elizabeth

Richmond Heights

River Heights

Riversdale

Rosewood

Silverspring

Silverwood Heights
Stonebridge i
Sutherland

The Willows

University Heights Suburban Centre

Page 46 of 61



Varsity View
Westmount
Westview
Wildwood
Willowgrove

Other:

Don’t know (ask for their postal code and insert under “other”)

Refused

16. Over the past five years, do you helieve that crime in your neighbourhood has increased, decreased, or
remained about the same? Is that a little bit or a lot?
Increased a lot
Increased a little bit
Has remained the same
Decreased a little bit
Decreased a lot
Don’t know / haven’t lived in this neighbourhood for five years

Refuse

SCHOOL SAFETY

17. Not including traffic collisions and personal accidents, how safe are Saskatoon Schools and school areas
for our children? In your opinion, are elementary schools (read scale)? How about high schools?
Elementary schools

High schools

Very safe
Reasonably safe
Somewhat unsafe
Very unsafe

Don’t know
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Refuse

18. What, if any, are the major safety concerns in Saskatoon schools? (Do not read, check all that apply.
Probe at least twice,)
No major concerns [cannot be selected in combination with other options]
Gangs
Weapons
Cliques / clicks
Deranged people
Bullying
Tratfic concerns
School administration doesn’t take any action
Ethnic confrontations
Availability of drugs
Violence

Other:

Don’t’ know

Refuse

19. At this time, do you have any children in elementary or high school... (select all that apply)
Elementary school

High school
Neither (do not read)

Refuse

20. Do you or does anyone in your household work as a teacher or for any school or school board?
Yes

No

Refuse
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PERCEPTIONS OF POLICING PROBLEMS AND PRIORITIES

21, The Saskatoon Police Service deals with many community concerns and problems, In your opinion, what
are the three most important policing concerns or problems in your neighbourhood? (do not read, record
up to three mentions, probe for three if necessary, headings cannot be selected)
CRIME
Assault causing injury
Assault without injury
Child abuse
Damage to property
Domestic abuse
Drug law enforcement
Fraud
Harassment
Homicide
Housebreaking / break and enter
Internet crime
Organized crime
Other crimes
Prostitution (juvenile)

Prostitution (adult)
Robbery

Sexual assaults
Stolen vehicles
Telemarketing fraud
Youth crime

Guns (too many / need to control them)

SOCIAL DISORDER
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Drinking or drunkenness in public

Crowds, protestors

Neighbourhood noise / disturbing the peace
Gang activity

Gralffiti

Juveniles congregating / hanging around
Rare events

Vandalism

Panhandling

TRAFFIC

Traffic violations (running red lights, careless driving)
Parking complaints

Responding to traffic accidents

Speeding

OTHER
Crime prevention programs
Image of police or justice system

Other:

Nothing
Don’t know

Refuse

22. Now, I’d like to ask you the same question about the city overall... In your opinion, what are the three
most important policing concerns or problems in the city? (do not read, record up to three mentions,
probe for three if necessary, headings cannot he selected)

CRIME

Assault causing injury
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Assault without injury
Child abuse

Damage to property
Domestic abuse

Drug law enforcement
Fraud

Harassment

Homicide
Housebreaking / break and enter
Internet crime
Organized crime
Other crimes
Prostitution (juvenile)
Prostitution (adult)
Robbery

Sexual assaults

Stolen vehicles
Telemarketing fraud
Youth crime

Guns (too many / need to control them)

SOCTAL DISORDER

Drinking or drunkenness in public

Crowds, protestors

Neighbourhood noise / disturbing the peace
Gang activity

GrafTiti

Juveniles congregating / hanging around
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Rare events
Vandalism

Panhandling

TRAFFIC

Traffic violations (running red lights, careless driving)
Parking complaints

Responding to traffic accidents

Speeding

OTHER
Crime prevention programs
Image of police or justice system

Other:

Nothing
Don’t know

Refuse

. Now I would like to ask you if you consider the following issues related to crime to be a (read scale). The
first one is...
[Randomize order]
Violent youth crime
Juvenile prostitution
Availability of illegal drugs

Illegal gang activities

Organized crime

Big problem
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Small problem
No problem
Don’t know

Refuse

24. And do you consider the following crimes related to property to be a (read scale). The first one is...
[Randomize order]

Vandalism or damage to property including graffiti

Crime that targets small business

Car thefts

House break-ins and theft of property other than your vehicle

Fraud

Big problem
Small problem
No problem
Don’t know

Refuse

25. And now thinking about traffic, do yon consider the following traffic violations to be a (read scale). The
first one is...
[Randomize order]
Vehicle speeding on roadways

Discourteous drivers: such as preventing others from merging, tailgating, road rage, cutting people off, ete.

Running red or yellow tratfic lights or failing to come to a complete stop at stop signs

Big problem
Small problem

No problem
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Don’t know

Refuse

26. And, do you consider the following social disturbances or concerns to be a (read scale). The first one is...
[Randomize order]

Panhandling or being asked for money
Drinking or drunkenness in public places
Young people congregating in public places
Presence of crowds, strikers or protestors
Noisy neighbours, late parties, and loud music

Safety in parks at night

Big problem
Small problem
No problem
Don’t know

Refuse

CRIME AND CRIME ISSUES — INFORMATION SOURCES

27. From what sources do you get the majority of your information about crime and crime issues in
Saskatoon? (Do not read, Sclect all that apply. Probe twice if needed.)
Family and friends
Newspapers
Radio
Television newscasts
Television programs
Neighbours and community members

Internet / websites

The Saskatoon Police Service
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Alarm companies
Community newsletters and pamphlets

Other:

Don’t know

Refuse

CRIME AND CRIME ISSUES - INFORMATION SOURCES

[Skip this section if “no” to interaction with police in Q6]

28, Earlier you stated that you have had contact with a police officer or other on-duty employee of the
Saskatoon Police Service with the past 12 months, including calls to 911. Thinking ONLY about the
LAST contact you had, what type of contact was it? (Accept only one response. Only read list as
necessary if respondent is having trouble answering)

Called 911 (INTERVIEWER NOTE; confirm they ONLY had interaction over the phone and NOT in person
after the call)

Called main police line (975-8300) (INTERVIEWER NOTE: confirm they ONLY had interaction over the
phone and NOT in person atter the call)

Officer was dispatched or followed up on an investigation (in person interaction)

Witnessed or was involved in a crime or traffic collision where the police were dispatched

Went to a police facility

Attended a community meeting, crime prevention or educational program, or police presentation
Spoke with an officer on the street

Charged by a police officer

Encountered a check stop

Stopped because of traffic violation

Other: (interviewer note: try to avoid this box as respondent will not be

asked key follow up questions as a result) [go to Q41]
Don’t know [skip to next section]

Refuse [skip to next section]
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[ASK Q29 IF “WENT TO A POLICE FACILITY”, OTHERWISE SKIP TO Q30]

29, When you went to the police facility did you wait...
Longer than expected

About the amount of time you expected

Less than you expected

[ASK Q30 IF CALLED 911 OR MAIN LINE, ELSE SKIP TO Q39]

30. 1 would like to ask you about the service you received from the Communications Officer you spoke to aver
the phone. Do you agree or disagree that the Communications Officer was... Is that strongly or
somewhat?

[Randomize order]
Courteous

Knowledgeable

Professional in handling your call

Strongly agree
Somewhat agree
Somewhat disagree
Strongly disagree
Don’t know

Refuse

31. Was a patrol car dispatched as a result of your call to 911 or the main number?
Yes — a patrol car was dispatched [skip to Q34]

No — a patrol car was NOT dispatched

32. Did the Communications Officer on the phone ask if you wanted a patrol car dispatched?
Yies

No
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33. Do you feel a patrol car should have been dispatched?
Yes

No

[Go to Q36]

34, Did the Communications Officer provide you with an estimated time of arrival for the patrol car?
Yes

No

35. Given the nature of your call, do you feel the response time was...
Excellent

Good

Fair

Poor

Don’t know

Refuse

36, How would you rate the overall quality of service provided by the Communications Officer on the phone?
Would you say it was...
Excellent
Good
Fair
Poor

Don’t know [skip to Q38]

Refuse [skip to Q38]

37. Can you explain why you feel the overall quality of service provided by the Communications Officer was
[insert response]?
Record verbatim

38. Do you have any other comments regarding this interaction with the Communications Officer over the
phone?
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Record verbatim

[Go to next section]

39. The next set of questions deal with the Police Officer you most recently interacted with. Do you agree or
disagree that the Police Officer was... Is that strongly or somewhat?
[Randomize order]
Courteous

Knowledgeable

Professional

Strongly agree
Somewhat agree
Somewhat disagree
Strongly disagree
Don’t know

Refuse

40, Were you advised of the outcome of the situation by the Police Officer?
Yes

No
Don’t know

Refuse

41. How would you rate the overall quality of service provided by the Police Officer [insert ““police’ if ““other
selected in Q28]? Would you say it was...
Excellent
Good
Fair

Poor

Don’t know [skip to Q43]
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Refuse [skip to Q43]

42, Can you explain why you feel the overall quality of service provided by the Police Officer [insert “police”
if “other selected in Q28] was [insert response]?
Record verbatim

43. Do you have any other comments regarding this interaction with the Police Officer [insert “police” if
“other selected in Q28]?

Record verbatim

DEMOGRAPHICS

Finally, I would now like to ask you some questions to help analyse your answers. Please be assured your responses
will remain confidential and only be use in aggregate with other answers,

44, In what year were you born?
Record year

Don’t know / refuse

45, What is your marital status?
Single, never married

Married or common law
Separated or divorced
Widowed

Don’t know / refuse

46, What is the highest level of education you have achieved?
Some high school

Completed high school
Some technical school or college

Completed technical or college diploma
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Some university
Completed university degree (Undergrad, Masters or PhD)

Don’t know / refuse

47. What is your annual household income before taxes and deductions? Please just stop me when I’ve
reached your range.
Less than $20,000
$20,000 to just under $30,000
$30,000 to just under $40,000
$40,000 to just under $50,000
$50,000 to just under $60,000
$60,000 to just under $90,000
$90,000 to just under $120,000

$120,000 or more

Don’t know/Refuse

Z77. Panel recruit questions:

And finally, Insightrix conducts a number of research projects similar to the questions I just asked you, We
are looking for people interested in participating in these types of studies to join our panel.

Please be assured you are under no obligation to join, we will never try to sell you anything and your contact
information will always remain confidential and you can unsubscribe at any time. In compensation for your

participation in the studies, you will be cligible for reward points that you may redeem for cash or donate to

charity if you prefer.

Would you be interested in joining?
Yes - go to Z8

No - Skip to End

Z8. Can I ask for your name and confirm that your phone number is...? Also, can you provide me with an
email address you regularly check?

Our primary method for contacting you for future surveys will be via email, but if you do not have an email
address, we will take your phone number as well.
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Enter full name:
Enter Phone number:
Enter Email Address:
[ Do not have/refuse to provide an email address

**PROGRAMMER**Email address field must be either filled out OR the checkbox selected. Full Name field is
REQUIRED, phone number is NOT REQUIRED.

Okay, just a couple more items, First, could I please get your first name in case my supervisor calls back to
confirm that this survey was actually completed and conducted to directions.

And could I just verify your phone number; is it:

[Pipe in from sample]

NOTE:

If the respondent asks for additional information about this, you can tell them ...

"This is a quality control measure to ensure that our company's surveyors have not made up the answers on their
completed surveys. We will verity a few answers to ensure the survey was conducted according to directions and
ask if the surveyor acted in a friendly and professional manner.”
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“PUBLIC AGENDA”

TO: His Worship Don Atchison, Chairperson
Board of Police Commissioners

| RECEIVED

FROM: Clive Weighill

Office of the Chief APR 12 2012

h
DATE: 2012 April 04 “ o
ﬁ POLICE C\g\HD .
2 MMISSIONERS

SUBJECT: 2011 Annual Report Card
FILE #: 2005-3
BACKGROUND:

The Board and Police Administration have agreed on a template and criterion to assist with
measuring crime and efficiency of the Police Service.

The Report Card is provided to the Board annually.

RECOMMENDATION:

That the Board receive the report as information.

DISCUSSION: -

The Board and Police Administration have agreed on a template and criterion to assist with
measuring crime and efficiency of the Police Service. All categories are rated by using the
current year’s data as compared to the previous five year average. In 2011 the Service rated 8.5
out of a possible 10 points.

Crime in Saskatoon has continued to decrease. When comparing 2011 to the previous five years,
crime is less in every category measured. Although crime may rise and fall within a community
due to several factors such as economics, weather and community mobilization, it is one
indication of the work being conducted by the Police Service.

Within the enforcement and workload category of the Report Card, the Service has attained
numbers exceeding the five year average in traffic enforcement, collision reduction and
answering calls in our Communications Centre, In 2011 complaints from the public are less than
the previous five year average.

The Service did not attain the target in relation to budget. The Service was $116,000 over
budget in 2011, The main factors for the overage were overtime and the negotiated civilian
wage settlement.



“PUBLIC AGENDA”

In relation to response times for Category 2 calls, the response time target was reached 85% of
the time, rather than the targeted 95%. Due to technology issues the five year average
comparison is not available.

CONCLUSION:

The Police Service met and exceeded all targets with the exception of budget and Category 2 call
response. In relation to budget, the Service was $116,000 over budget in 2011. It should be
noted that although the target for budget was not reached, it was only missed by .02%. In
relation to response times, the time to attend Category 2 calls was 85% rather than the targeted
95%.

Written & Approved by:  Clive Weighill
Chief of Police

Submitted by: /\/cp

Clive Weighill
Chief of Police

Dated: /J A b/%a




Saskatoon Police Service
2011 Annual Report Card

R B e st

Mission Statement
“In partnership with the community, we strive to provide service based on excellence to ensure a safe and
secure environment.”

Score Prev. 5-year

Item #| Value Measurement 2011 Rate* - Average Score

CRIME STATISTICS - 2011

1 2.0 {Overall Crime

Total Criminat Code Excluding Traffic , 11,231.0 13,439.2 2.6
2 Specific Targeted Crimes

0.25 | Sexual Violations 112.3 137.9 0.25
0.25 | Assaulis 1,060.6 ’ I,QIB_.'J’ 0.25
0.25 | Robbery/Armed Robbery 177.6 : 257.8 0.25
0.25 | Total Break and Enter " 736.1 1,064.1 0.25
0.25 | Total Theft Under $5,000 B - 2,368.9 .2’739'9 0.25
0.25 | Theft of Motor Vehicle : 628.1 6526 0.25
0.25 { Total Mischief 1,670.4 . 2,096.2 0.25
0.25 | Weapons Possession Cont to Order/Conceal 1324 164.4 0.25
2.0 |Total Specific Targeted Crime Rate 6,886.4 8,376.7 2.0

- ENFORCEMENT AND WORKLOAD -2011 .
3 1.0/ Traffic Tickets Issued 13,390 - 11,0751 1.0

4! . 1.0{Collision Reduction 3,145 3,422.9 1.8
5 1.0{Public Complaints 21.8 29.7 1.0
6 1.0{ Answering Calls for Service** .
90% of 911 calls to be answered within 20 seconds 98%| n/a | - 0.5
80% of general calls fo be answered within 20 seconds 84% n/a| 0.5
| - - |Total for Category 1.0
7 1.0{Response Times
90% of Group 2 calls responded to within 17 minutes; . 35% . n/a -
90% of Group 3 calls résponded fo within 70 minutes. = | 95%| n/a 0.5
= 0.5
8 1.0|Budget 2011 o 2011 Budget| 2011 Actual
, ' $64,406,262 | 64,522,413 -
Total 10.0 ' . ' 8.5

* Rate refers to fotal incidents per 100,000 population
** Based on SaskTel Peritneter System Data provided by Communications Ssction
**+ There were no Group 1 calls fo be included in 2011

R
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1109 McMillan Ave. { LIy f;’nij;;?,.i:} % éﬁ!f* ICE |
Saskatoon, Sk. (RS s =Lt CL0 N
S7L 2T9

To: His Worship the Mayor and Members of City Council
Re: West back Lane of 1100 block McMillan Ave.
Dear Mr, Mayor and Members of City Council:

We were told by a reliable source to write a letter to city council explaining our back lane
situation,

‘We moved into our house 49 1/2 years ago and watched the area grow as Oliver Lodge
moved in at the same time. In the 1970’s Oliver Lodge expanded resulting in having a
parking lot in our lane. Our lane was designed wrong from the start with drainage and
pot holes an ongoing problem. At one of the community meetings a few years ago it was
pointed out to us that there should be a catch basin and ideally a paved lane. There are no
minutes of those meetings so there are no records of that discussion.

Oliver Place and the staff at Oliver Lodge have a total of 45 parking spaces that are used
daily. This is a lot of traffic during the day and evening in this back lane. The residents of
1109, 1107,1105,1103 all have 2-car garages, The residents at 1101 & 1019 each have
single car garages. All use the lane daily.

We were told by Mr. Mike Gutek that we will have the lane graded once this summer,
This is insufficient because with daily traffic and rear garbage pick up this lane watrants
either being paved or a good wrap put on it to permit good drainage. We did have it
graded on May 9,2012. This helped smoothen out the holes but the drainage will remain a
problem every time it rains.

We would like city council to have this situation handled as a community district
improvement project. We have always been strong supporters of Oliver Place with their
growth in the staff the usage of this lane has increased substantially. There are also
underground drains from the Oliver Lodge parking lot draining unto the lane.

Recently we spoke with a former city employee and he was amazed it's STILL an
ongoing problem and nothing has been done with this lane.

Please consider this request for improving this back lane.

Thank you for your time and consideration with respect to this request.

Sincerely yours,

Syl & Ivadelle Kulyk

mzw(cZ& ” £

A4
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From: . CityCouncitwWebForm

Sent: May 10, 2012 9:44 PM

To: City Councit

Subject: Write a Letter to City Council

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL
FROM:

Jacqueline McMillan

73 Morris Drive

Saskatoon

Saskatchewan

S7L 3vi

EMAIL ADDRESS:

winnief®31i@fishaw.ca

COMMENTS :

T would like to make a formal complaint regarding the city
that the time allowed for people to mow there lawns and or
outragious. I have a neighbour that mows his lawn right up
myself have small children one whom is sick and sleps very
situation should give any credit its just how I feel. I do
neighbours feel the same way about this one individual who
that the bylaw should be changed to 8:90pm all year round.

- RECEIVED
O MAY 1R

' CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
SASKATOON

of saskatoon's noise bylaw, I feel
clean show using snowblowers is
until 10:0¢pm all summer long. I
little not that my daughters

know however that many of my
abuses the noise bylaw, I feel

His lawn mower is so loued I could

blare my sterio outside and no one could hear it over his mower.

Thanks
Jackie McMillan
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From: CityCouncilWebForm

Sent: May 11, 2012 9:20 PM

To: City Council

Subject: Write a Letter to City Council REGE.VED

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL MAY 14 2012

FROM: CITY CLERK’S OFFICE
SASKATOON

Eric Jelinski
12-127 Banyan Cres.
Saskatoon
Saskatchewan
S7ViGS

EMATIL ADDRESS:

ielinskif@sasktel.net

COMMENTS:

Thank you for taking the time to read my concern. I am respectfully requesting city council
to examine the possibilty of changing the zoning of the rail track that runs along the east
barder of the city to a "anti-whistle zone"” similar to the already inplace zoning with the
tracks that run through the city centre.

The rail line in question runs south-east from Sutherland passing along east college park,
briarwood and now rosewood. There is no sound burm in place. This is a busy 24/7 set of

tracks. With an excessive amount of sound pollution from the loud train horns. With the

awesome growth of our great city many of us live in close proximity to the rail system. I
have talked to CN Rail and_they agree they could change their current whistle pocily but a
request for zoning change needs to come from the City. Not a man with a concern.

I encourage you to look at amending the zoning with a change for "anti-whistling” to all rail
tracks that run through and in close proximity to the homes of our fellow citizens.

Thank Youl
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RECEIVE

Saskatoon 1812 MAY 1 & 2012

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
SASKATOON

Bicentennial May 11,2012

His Worship the Mayor and Members of City Council
City of Saskatoon

Dear Members of City Council:

Re:  Bicentennial Commemoration Launch —June 17 and 18, 2012

Request to shoot Fireworks on Sunday, June 17
“Saskatoon 1812" represents a consorfium of pariners that is planning commemorative events over the next 3
years to commemorate the War of 1812 o honour and celebrate the freedom, democracy and peace that all
Canadians enjoy today. The project is being led by a Planning Committee consisting of representatives from the
City of Saskatoon, Whitecap Dakota First Nation and the Office of the Treaty Commissioner and managed by
Whitecap Dakota First Nation.

The commemoration will be launched on June 17 and 18 at River Landing in Downtown Saskatoon. As a regional
event, it will commemorate the Western contribution to the War of 1812, which includes the Dakota and
" other First Nations, Metis peoples, and Francophone, German, and Ukrainian, French and other communities.
The commemorative activities include historical displays and re-enactiments, as well as cultural heritage and
. presentations from these multicultural groups who were allied to the Crown during the War of 1812, One of
the flagship events is a dramatic production, which is intendet to celebrate the history of alliance between
the Dakota and the British Crown. In addition, a re-enactment of key moments in the War of 1812 will
showcase the roles that ancestors of Saskatoon and area played in defining Canada as a nation through their
l participation in the War of 1812,

The plans for Sunday, June 17 include cultural entertainment throughout the day and early evening, followed
by a performance of the Saskatoon Symphony Orchestra. The Symphony’s final piece will be the 1812
Overture, a 15-minute production which will include a small fireworks display during the high points of the
musical piece. The fireworks will be shot from Rotary Park by Ruggeri Pyrotechnics, and we will work closely
with Saskateon Fire and Protective Services to ensure safety and security for all involved.

We respectfully request that we be allowed to shoot fireworks on Sunday, June 17 to accommodate the
plans for this Jaunch., Should you have any questions or concerns, please contact myself at 306-229-8187
or Kim Al, our event planner, at 306-652-1479,

Best regards,

~09)

Murray Long, Director, Self-Government
Whitecap Dakota First Nation

Whitecap Dakota First Nation 182 Chief Whitecop Trall  Whitecap  Saskatchewan S7K2L2 Ph: (306} 477-0308
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From: CityCouncilWWebForm

Sent: May 14, 2012 4:03 PM

To: City Coungil

Subject: Write a Letter to City Council R EC E EVE D

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL MAY 14 2012

FROM: CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
SASKATOON

Kimberly Evans

324 Duchess Street
Saskatoon
Saskatchewan

S7K OR1

EMAIL ADDRESS:

kimberly@rsvpeventdesign.ca

COMMENTS:

RSVP Event Design
324 Duchess Street
Saskatoon, SK

S7K 9R1

To His Worship the Mayor & Members of City Council:

We are organizing the North Prairie Development 25th Anniversary, taking place at the Delta
Bessborough Gardens on August 25th, 2012, His Worship, has this event on his calendar and we
are very honored to have him attend.

We are looking to get a permit to have a fireworks show that would be launched off the
riverbank or docked on the river behind the Bessborough Hotel. I look forward to hearing
from vou in regards to approval for this request.

Thanks, Kimberly Evans
RSVP Event Design
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Henry Dayday

354 Coldspring Crescent

May 17, 2012

City Clerk's Office City Hall
222 - 3% Ave. North
Saskatoon, Sask.

S7K 0J5 CITY CLERI'S OFFICE
SASKATOON

Vasm ooz dzar bicta

Your Worship & Members of City Council
Re: Triple-A Credit Rating

It has been brought to my attention that at the city council meeting on Monday April 30, Councillor
Penner commented that one of the candidates for the election had suggested that the city had a triple-A
credit rating with a warning.

I am the candidate that stated that Standard and Poor's gave Saskatoon a triple-A credit rating with a
warning. I am surprised that the Mayor would allow a city council meeting to be used as a forum for a
campaign. My understanding is that the council chamber is to be used for the business of the taxpayer.

When Councillor Penner read the first part of the summary of the credit rating, he neglected to
complete the statement. This is what should have been read. The rating is based on “strong cash and
liquidity levels, well-performing economy, and strong operating performance.” S&P analyst then goes
on to say “in our opinion, countering these strengths are higher planned debt for a very large capital
program.” The high amount of borrowing caused the rating agency to say “that the rating would be
reviewed.” '

The summary then goes on to say “the outlook also reflects our expectation that senior government
support, inctuding funding streams to service some of the new debt, will not fall short of what is
planned. Not meeting any of these expectations could put negative pressure on the ratings, as could a
significant decline in the city's liquidity.”

I have never tried to deceive the public and I believe that the above statements in the S&P report are a
warning that there is a strong possibility of a downgrade if all the conditions aren't met. It would be
unfortunate if the city does not take this warning seriously.

The report was done using 2010 financial statements. Since then many things have changed. The
borrowing since 2010 will have nearly doubled by 2013 when it is projected to reach $292M. The
reserves which started the year in a deficit position of $1.789M are projected to increase the deficit to
$8.386M . There is then a further projected unfunded liability to the end of 2016 of $292M in the

TeServes,

Then, there is the information that the Province does not plan to financially assist the city in paying for
another bridge.



All of this additional spending and borrowing which increased the debt at a time when the provincial
government has sent a message that it will not fund infrastructure should be an indication of what the
report refers to as not meeting expectation which could put negative pressure on the ratings isa
warning of a possible downgrade.

In conclusion, I was the first mayor to get the city the first triple-A credit rating because of the strong
financial work that was done before me and during my tenure. Since then the city has maintained a
strong rating until this report.

Sincerely

A Lot

Hefiry Dayday
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8. MendelAsiGallery

CITY CLEREE OFFICE

CSATRATOON

Eax

May 18, 2012

To: His Worship the Mayor and City Council,
c/o Office of the City Clerk
Jason Aebig, Chair
Herta Barron
Robert Christie
Counciflor Charlie Clark
Danielle Favreau
John Hampton
Jack Hillson
Linda Langille
Keitha McClocklin
Councillor Tiffany Paulsen, Q.C.
Alexander Sokalski
Dennis Yee
Darreli Bell, Board Member Desighate
Angie Larson, Acting Executive Director & CEO
Sue Williams, Manager, Resource Development
PricewaterhouseCoopers LLP, Corporate Auditors

From: Judy Koutecky, Administrative Assistant

NOTICE OF ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING
THE ART GALLERY OF SASKATCHEWAN INC.

The Annual General Meeting of the Membaer of The Art Gallery of
Saskatchewan Inc. will take place on Tuesday, June 19, 2012, at approx.
8:30 p.m. (immediately following adjournment of the regular meeting
of the Board of Trustees of The Saskatoon Gallery and Conservatory
Corporation). The meeting will be held at the Saskatoon Club, 417 - 21%
Street East, Saskatoon. The agenda for the meeting is attached.

Please confirm your attendance with Judy Koutecky by email

jkoutecky@mendel.ca or phone 975-7669.
Thank you.

850 SPADINA CRESCENT EAST T (306) 975-7610 F (306) 975-7670
BOX 568, SASKATOON, SK MENDEL@MENBEL.CA
CANADA, S7K 3L8 WWW.MENDEL.CA



AGENDA

ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING OF THE MEMBER
THE ART GALLERY OF SASKATCHEWAN INC.
Saskatoon Club, 417 - 215 Street East, Saskatoon, SK

Tuesday, June 19, 2012, at approx. 8:30 p.m. {immediately following
adjournment of the regular meeting of the Board of Trustees of The
Saskatoon Gallery and Conservatory Corporation)

L. ROLL CALL

II. APPOINTMENT OF SECRETARY

III.  NOTICE OF WAIVER OF IRREGULARITIES
IV.  APPROVAL OF AGENDA

V. APPROVAL OF MINUTES
- Annual General Meeting - June 21, 2011

VI. INSTRUMENT OF PROXY

VII. ANNUAL REPORTS
1. Annual Report of the Chair & President
2. Annual Report of the Treasurer

VIII. APPOINTMENT TO BOARD OF TRUSTEES
IX.  APPOINTMENT OF AUDITORS

X. ADJOURNMENT



MendelAriGallery

May 18, 2012

To:

From:

His Worship the Mayor and City Council
¢/o Office of the City Clerk
Jason Aebig, Chair
Herta Barron
Robert Christie
Councillor Charlie Clark
Danielle Favreau
John Hampton
Jack Hillson
Linda Langille
Keitha McClocklin
Councillor Tiffany Paulsen, Q.C.
Alexander Sokalski
Dennis Yee
Darrell Beil, Board Member Designate
Angie Larson, Acting Executive Director & CEQ
Sue Williams, Manager, Resource Development

Judy Koutecky, Administrative Assistant

NOTICE OF SPECIAL GENERAL MEETING OF MEMBERS

THE SASKATOON GALLERY & CONSERVATORY CORPORATION

A Special General Meeting of the Members of The Saskatoon Gallery and
Conservatory Corporation will take place on Tuesday, June 19, 2012, at
7:00 p.m. The meeting will be held at the Saskatoon Club, 417 - 21% Street
East, Saskatoon. The agenda of the meeting will include the appointment of
Mr. Darrell Bell to the Saskatoon Gallery and Conservatory Corporation Boaird
of Trustees, replacing Ms. Laurel Rossnagel.

Please confirm your attendance with Judy Koutecky by email
jkoutecky@mendel.ca or phone 975-7669,

Thank you,

950 SPADINA CRESCENT EAST T1{306} 875-7610 F (306) 975-7670

BOX 569, SASKATOON, 8K
CANADA, STK 3L6

MENDEL@MENDEL.CA
WWW.MENDEL.CA
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From: CityCouncilWebForm

Sent: May 18, 2012 11:46 AM

To: City Council :

Subject: Write a Letter to City Coungil R ECE WWED

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL MAY 18 2012

EROM: ' . ' CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
) SASKATOON

Shane Serack
393 SLIMMON PL
Saskatoon
Saskatchewan
S7V OA8

EMATL ADDRESS:

sserack@gmail . com

COMMENTS ;

Hello and thank you for yoﬁr attention to.this matter thus far.

I have been in contact with Coun. Pat Lorje following an article in the Star Phoenix about
the state of Prostitution in Saskatoon and I feel the need to air my opinions:

I do not, nor have I used drugs... yet I fully support safe injection sites for addicts.

I am not, nor ever have been involved with the sex trade, yet I fully support the
legalization/regulation of prostitution so long as it is zoned away from residential areas,

Let'sliegalize if,.regﬁlate i{ and treat it like any other industry. Let's help make sex-

trade workers safer by allowing them to employ security (bouncers) and permit them to hire
support staff to manage/screen clients thereby limiting exposure to STI's,

CBC did an insightful piece in light of the decriminalization of brothels in Ontario. If you
have not, I encourage you to read it:

hittp://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/story/2012/83/27/f-brothelinterview. html

Let's make it safer, and put it out of sight. Upon reflection, a red-light 'district’ may
not be the perfect answer. A cluster of such businesses could create problems within that
area and for the zone's neighbors. Instead, let's bring the rural communities inte this
discussion and see if we can enlist their support.

They could get increased taxation revenue, and Saskatoon would see a reduction in sex-traffic
related crime.

I imagine a prospective client taking a 5-15 minute drive out of the city to a remote,
private property away from prying eyes and angry neighbors. The property itself would
outwardly have no signage, no garish lighting and no loud obnoxious music. The property
would be ringed in a fence, and tall trees... very low-key.

i



Ultimately, we should be protecting the sex-trade workers. All other concerns need to be
secondary,
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From: CityCouncilWebForm

Sent: May 19, 2012 9:.08 PM

To: City Council .

Subject: Write a Letter to Gity Council REC El VED

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL MAY:22 2012

CrOM: | | CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
' SASKATOON

Christina Roussin
1317 Bryans Ave
Saskatoon
Saskatchewan

S7N 2L6

EMATIL ADDRESS:

croussinfishaw.ca

COMMENTS :

I would like to comment on an issue recently discussed briefly on both television and in
the newspaper. I will be very upset if the city encourages personal/adult service operations
to move into "light industrial areas, like Sutherland”.

I am a long-time Sutherland/Forest Grove area resident. I want to draw attention to the
fact that the Sutherland industrial area has many existing businesses that support the growth
and development of children., It is home to the Saskatoon Figure Skating Club and hosts
Saskatoon minor hockey clubs in ACT arena . Mawson's Fitness is next door, and it has a
daycare for it's members., There is a very busy dance studio, la danse, further down 185th
street. Bishop Filevich Ukranian School is one block away, and there are three churches of
various denominations .in the area. It..is NOT .an area that.should-be looked at for relocation
to by adult services providers, In my opinion, council would be negligent if it rezones the
area to allow these services to be offered here.

Sincerely,
Christina Roussin



'DAKOTA DUNES CASINO SASKATCHEWAN QGPEN  MAY 7 7 991
CANADIAN PROFESSIONAL GOLF TOU}
| CITY GLznk

May 21, 2012
Your Worship the Mayor and Members of City Council,

I am writing to you on behalf of the host team of the Dakota Dunes Casino Saskatchewan Open,
Canadian Professional Golf Tour stop in Saskatchewan. Although the tour golf competition
begins on Thursday, July 5™ with the final round on Sunday, July 8™ 2012, the host committee
has planned a number of events during the week to coincide with the Gpen and introduce these
golfers to our community.

In conjunction with the 2012 Schedule of Events at the Dakota Dunes, we would like to host the
3% Golf Fest at River Landing. This activity would be held over the noon hour on the
Wednesday, July 4™ (July 5™ as backup for inclement weather). The program will bring 5 or 6
members from the Canadian Professional Golf Tour to River Landing to put on a golf
demonstration — speak about their golf experience, club selection and for each of them to hit 5
golf balls across the South Saskatchewan River to a selected target in Rotary Park. The golf
presentation platform will be located on the flat grassed area of the serpentine walk. The target
landing zone in Rotary Park will be between the Traffic Bridge and parking lot, a distance of
approximately 300 yards. It is also our intent this year to include a small number (6 - 8) of
‘celebrity golfers’ to participate in the event.

The Saskatoon Chamber of Commerce will host a charity BBQ, CTV and Wired 96.3 will have
sound booths. We have spoken to or will speak with, civic administration, Saskatchewan
Crescent residents, and the various groups that are involved with the river use and river front
activities,. Roadways and walkways will be barricaded and volunteers will be stationed
throughout the area, on both sides of the river, A Rental Contract / Permit has been obtained
from the City of Saskatoon.

Therefore, we are asking Council to grant a temporary exemption from By Law 7767 which
states that “no person shall play golf in any park®™, for the time period of the Golf Fest activity,
10:00 a.m. to 3:00 p.m.

I would like to thank you for your consideration of this matter. If you have any questions or
concerns, please feel fiee to contact me by email (dsomers{@sasktel.net) or telephone (222-0283)
or Hugh Vassos (hvassos@sasktel.net) or telephone (222-5392).

Sincerely,
Don Somers :DDY\ Somers
Host Team Member 3 ) Wwhitesiove CW—SCeU:

Jnsketoon , Sk SFT 2143
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BHP Bifflon Canada laz.

300- 130 2 Avenue South

Saskatoen, Saskatchewan

B7K 113 CANADA

Tef +1 300305 8500 Fax +] BE8 467 2161
phpaifdton.com

May 17, 2012

Cily of Saskatoon

Oifice of the City Clerk
222-3' Ave North
Saskatoon, SK 87K 0J5
Altn: Mayor Don Atchlson

His Worship the Mayor and Members of City Council,
Paint Saskatchewan Pink 2 Barbeque In the City of Saskatoon (Bylaw No, 5734}

The employaes of BHP Biliton Canada Inc. plan o host & second “Paint Saskatchewan
Pink’ fundralsing barbeque. Last year this barbeque and associated fundraisers raised a
total of $105,000 for those people and families affected by breast cancer. All funds ralsed
wili be donated to the Canadlan Breast Cancer Foundation ~ Prairies/NWT Region. We plan
fo play music at the event with a radio station on location.

The barbaque is planned 1o take place in front of our downtown office, and within the parking
lot af the back of the buifding.

Date: July 13, 2012

Tima: 11:00 am —2.00 pm

Location; 130 3 Ave South, in front of and behind buliding

As per bytéw 5734, Section 4, we reduest bérmission from the city to undertake in the above -
fundralser. If you have any futther questions about this barbague, please contaci Randi
Oszust at 220-3532.

Yours sincerely,

.
C/ o

Chris Ryder
. VP Exiernal Affairs

A member of the BHP-8iton Group, which is headquerterad in Australin
Regislered Olkco: 160 Lonsdate Siroet, Melboumna, Vicloria 3000, Ausiralia
ABN 43 004 028 Q77 :



City of
Saskatoon

Office of the City Clerk  Saskatoon, SK S7K0J5  fx 306097592784

May 23, 2012

His Worship the Mayor and City Council

Dear Your Worship and Members of City Council:

Re:  Request for Extension of the Noise Bylaw
2012 38™ Annual Civic Pancake Breakfast
6:00 a.m. — 10:30 a.m, —~ Thursday, June 21, 2012
(File No. CK. 205-1)

It is once again that time of year for the annual Civic Pancake Breakfast, scheduled to be held on
23" Street between 3™ and 4™ Avenues from 7:00 a.m. — 10:30 a.m. on Thursday, June 21, 2012,
We are requesting that Council extend the hours under the Noise Bylaw to accommodate the
amplified music from the live entertainment from 6:00 a.m. (for warm up) through to 10:30 a.m.

We are pleased to be hosting once again a “zero-waste” event by using compostable dishes, cups,
cutlery, and garbage bags, as well as providing education to the public regarding living more
sustainably.

As in previous years, there will be entertainment, celebrity servers, sunshine and fun!
Yours truly,
Shellie Bryant, Chair

Civic Pancake Breakfast Organizing Committee

SB

www.saskatoon.ca




City of B '3)

Saskatoon ¢/o City Clerk’s Office ph 30649758002

Saskatoon Development 222 - 3rd Avenue North  fx 306097547892
Saskatoon, SK S7TK 0J5 -
Appeals Board

May 17,2012

His Wof'ship'the Mayor
and Members of City Council

Ladies and Gentlemen;:

Re:  Refusal to Issue Development Permit
Parking Site Plan '
(With Surfacing Deficiency and Parking Stall Size Deficiency)
330 Avenue G South — M1 Zoning District
Marie Lannoo '
Appeal 18-2012

In accordance with Section 222(3)(0) of The Planning and Development Act, 2007, attached is a -
copy of a Notice of Hearing of the Development Appeals Board regarding the above-noted property.

Yours truly,

e f-
-' cﬁ»@\ﬂf%« -
Shellie Bryant
Secretary, Development Appeals Board

SB:drs

Attachment

Templates\DABs\Mayor.dot

www.saskatoon.ca



City of
Saskatoon

'/

c/o City Clerk’s Office ph 306+975+8002
Saskatoon Development 222 - 3rd AvenueNorth  fx 306097547892

, SK 57K 05
Appeals Board Saskatoon ]

NOTICE OF HEARING -~ DEVELOPMENT APPFALS BOARD

DATE: Monday, June 11, 2012 TIME: 4:00 p.m.
PLACE: Committee Room E, Ground Floor, South Wing, City Hall

RE: Refusal o Issue Development Permit
Parking Site Plan
(With Surfacing Deficiency and Parking Stall Size Deﬁciency)
330 Avenue G South — M1 Zoning District
Marie Lannoo
(Appeal No, 18-2012)

TAKE NOTICE that Marie Lannoo has filed an appeal under Sectién 219(1)(b) of The Planning
and Development 4ct, 2007, in connection with the City’s refusal to issue a Development Permit
to allow the parking site plan for 330 Avenue G South.

The property was rezoned an M1 zoning district. As per the rezoning agreement, a minimum of
four parking spaces are required. Section 6.2 (2)(a) of the Zoning Bylaw states that all required
parking and loading facilities shall be clearly demarcated, have adequate storm water drainage
and storage facilities, and be hard surfaced. Hard Surfacing shall mean the provision of a
durable, dust-freé ‘matefial constructed "of concrete, asphalt or similar pavement capable of

“withstanding expected vehicle loads. Based on the information provided, it is noted on the site
plan that three of the four parking spaces are to be a stone/gravel sutface. Stone/gravel is not
considered a hard surfaced material,

: Fuﬂher,_ Section 6.2 (2)(e) iii) of the Zoning Bylaw states that parking spaces having access off
of a lane are to be 2.7 metres by 6.7 metres. Based on the information provided, the size of the
hard surface area in the fourth parking space is shown at approximately 2.5 metres by 4.9 metres
resulting in a size deficiency for the hard surfacing of the fourth parking stall.

The Appellant is seeking the Board’s ai)proval to allow the parking site plan.

Anyone wishing to provide comments either for or against this appeal can do so by writing to the
Secretary, Development Appeals Board, City Clerk's Office, City Hall, Saskatoon, Saskatchewan,
STK 0J5 or email development.appeals.board@saskatoon.ca. Anyone wishing to obtain further
information or view the file in this matter can contact the Secretary at 975-2783.

Dated at SASKATOON, SASKATCHEWAN, this 17® day of May, 2012.

Shellie Bryant, Secretary

Development Appeals Board
Templates\DABs\Dab-A

www.saskatoon.ca




SaSl(atoon c/o City Clerk’s (jfﬁce ph 306-97508002

Saskatoon Development 222 - 3rd Avenue North  fx = 3060975¢7892
Appeals Board Saskatoon, SK S7K 0J5

May 16, 2012

His Worship the Mayor
and Members of City Council

Ladies and Gentlemen:

Re: . Denial of Subdivision Apphcatlon
One-Unit Dwellings =
(With Minimum Site Width Deficlency)
1017 Schuyler Street
Bill Mathews
Appeal 17-2012

In accordance with Section 222(3)(c) of The Planning and Develbpment Act, 2007, attached is a
copy of a Notice of Hearing of the Development Appeals Board regarding the above-noted property.

Yours truly,

Shellie Bryant
Secretary, Development Appeals Board

SB:dfs
Attachment

Templates\DABs\Mayor.dot

www.saskatoon.ca
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| "' City of

c¢/o City Clerk’s Office
Saskatoon Development 222 - 3rd Avenue North  fx  306+975+7892

Appeals Board Saskatoon, SK S7K 0J5

NOTICE OF HEARING - DEVELOPMENT APPEALS BOARD

DATE: Monday, June 11, 2012 ‘ TIME: 4:00 p.m.
PLACE: Commnittee Room E, City Hall(Please enter off 4th Avenue, using Door #1)

RE: Refusal to Approve Subdivision Application
One-Unit Dwellings
(With Minimum Site Width Deficlency)
1017 Schuyler Street
Bill Mathews
(Appeal No. 17-2012)

TAKE NOTICE that Bill Matheivs has filed an appeal under Section 228(1) of The Planning and
* Development Act, 2007, in connection with the City’s refusal to approve Subdivision Apphcatlon
No. 5/12, for the property located at 1017 Schuyler Street.

The intent of the subdmsmn proposal is to create two residential lots to accemmodate the
construction of two new one-unit dwellings on Schuyler Street.

City Council, at its meeting held on April 16, 2012, denied the subdivision application on the

basis that the proposal does not conform to the development standard of Zoning Bylaw. No. 8770 '

regardlng minimum site width for one- ~unit dwellings.

“Section 8.4.4 of Zoning Bylaw No. 8770 requires that the site width for the construction of new
one-unit dwellings in established neighbourhoods shall be at least 70% of the average site width
for one- and two-unit dwelling sites fronting on the subject block face and the opposite block
face, but in no case shall the site width be less than 7.5 metres,

In accordance with the 70% site width calculation, the required site width on Schuyler Sireet is
11.56 metres. Proposed Lot 45 and Lot 46 each show a site width of 11.43 metres. As a result,
each Jot is deficient in width by 0.13 metres.

Under the provisions of Section 228 of The Planning and Development Act, 2007, an applicant
for subdivision has the right to appeal to the Development Appeals Board when their application
for subdivision has been denied.

The Appellant is seeking the Board’s approval of the subdivision application.

www.saskatoon.ca

Fepabay



Development Appeal
17-2012
Page 2

Notice is being provided to the appellant, the Council, the municipality and to each property owner
and the assessed owners of neighbouring properties within 75 metres from the subject property.

Anyone wishing to provide comments either for or against this appeal can do so by writing to the
- Secretary, Development Appeals Board, City Clerk’s Office, City Hall, Saskatoon, Saskatchewan,
S7K 0J5 or email development.appeals.board@saskatoon.ca. Anyone wishing to obtain further
information can contact the Secretary at 975-2783.

Dated at SASKATOON, SASKATCHEWAN, this 16th day of May, 2012,

Shellie Bryant, Secretary. -,

' Development Appeals Board
Templates\DABs\Dab-A-Sub.dot
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Saskatchewan Hegina Office
Watershed
Authority

May 8,2012

His Worship Mayor Donald J. Atchison and Council

City of Saskatoon
222 Third Avenue North
SASKATOON SK S7K 0J5

Dear Mayor Donald J. Atchison and Council:

Park Plaza
© Suite 420, 2365 Albert Street
Regina, Canada

54P 4K1

(306) 787-0726
(308) 787-0780 Fax

e
WWW.SWA.L

MAY 14 201

CITY CLERICS O

__BASKATOON

£y Bt

C

3

Re: Consultation on the Reservoir Operating Plan for Lake Diefenbaker

As you are aware, Lake Diefenbaker is a critical water resource that provides multiple services
for the province of Saskatchewan. It provides source water for over half the province’s
population, including its two largest cities. It also provides source water for agriculture

including the province’s major irrigation areas, various industries, mining, and aquaculture. For

many people Lake Diefenbaker is prized for its recreational and aesthetic characteristics, which
are important for increasing personal well being and attracting and retaining people within the
province, Given Lake Diefenbaker’s central role in the economic, social and environmental
fabric of Saskatchewan, it is vifal to ensure this resource is well managed. As such, the

Honourable Dustin Duncan, the Minister responsible for the Saskatchewan Watershed Authority,

committed late last year that the Watershed Authority would engage with interested parties to

help us renew the Reservoir Operating Plan for Lake Diefenbaker. -

The Saskatchewan Watershed Authority wants to involve your organization in the
consultation/engagement process which is designed to seek advice from local, regional,
provincial, and federal stakeholders. These target groups will be provided with information on
how the Authority currently manages Lake Diefenbaker, the problems and dilemmas associated
with managing this important system, and then chalienge them to help the Authority develop an
optimal operation plan for the system. In other words, we want to ask you how we can do a

better job.

2
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Mayor Donald J. Atchison and Council
Page 2
May 8, 2012

1 am inviting your organization to send a representative to our initial consultation meeting to be
held on May 30™ at 1:00 PM in Outlook, Saskatchewan at the Jim Kook Recreation
Complex, Conquest Avenue East. At this meeting, we will outline our proposed
consultation/engagement process including how feedback will be handled, share our technical
information with you and discuss our expectations regarding time lines and outcomes. We will
make several presentations on our technical work (interim reservoir operation plan, state of the
lake report, economics and the University of Saskatchewan study), all with the theme of “here is
what Wwe are dealing with, here is how we do it and here is what we hope to achieve”,

I trust that your organization will participate in this important undertaking. Please provide your
representative’s contact information including their email and their confirmation of attendance
by May 18, 2012 to Dr. Terry Hanley, Director of Policy and Risk Management, Saskatchewan
Watershed Authority terry.hanley@swa.ca or by phone (306) 787- 9982, Should you have any
questions regarding the upcoming meeting, please contact Dr. Hanley directly.

Please find attached an overview of the stakeholder consultation/engagement process and the list
of stakeholders who have been invited to participate in this process. Further information about
the meeting will be sent to your representative closer to the meeting date.

Sincerely,
, v
. /’
e
Wayne Dybvig
President
Enclosures 4

cc: Terry Hanley, Director Policy & Risk Management, Saskatchewan Watershed Authority



Targeted Stakeholder Consultation/Engagement Process of the
Lake Diefenbaker Reservoir Operating Plan

There is a high level of stakeholder interest in water management activities at Lake Diefenbaker,
and in the South Saskatchewan River in general. There are a wide-range of issues that can
influence the management of the lake: flood control, drought management, water allocation,
instream-flow needs, Species at Risk management, climate change impacts, lake sustainability;
and how stakeholder groups can be involved in the achievement of this sustainability.

The stakeholder consultation/engagement process will provide feedback from stakeholders, such

as yourself, in relation to: a reservoir operating plan for the system, water use priorities; defining

a more formal process for future operating plan modification and updates (as information and

knowledge changes); and other issues (e.g. water quality) that you belicve relevant to the
management of the lake.

The stakeholder consultation/engagement process is a participatory approach to engage
stakeholders to find out your interests and expectations — giving each of you a chance to be
heard; and giving you a chance to influence and provide input into how we manage the system.

We want to engage stakeholders in a meaningful and inclusive way. We want to present you
with our information, outline our problems and dilemmas with managing this important system
and challenge you to help us develop the best management system we can for the system, “We
want to know from you how to do a better job”.

Please find below the timeframe we propose to follow, the list of deliverables, and the list of
stakeholders along the Saskatchewan River System that have been invited to participate in this
process.



Proposed Stakeholder Consultation/Engagement Strategy — Process Flow Diagram

lanuary — April 2012

Planning & Coordination
e [nitial scoping meeting
¢ Development & approvai of strategies and budgets
e Completion of communications materials & participant recruitment
e Logistical coordination of information and response sessions

May 30, 2012

<~

Setting Ouf the Task
@ Define consultation parameters & process to participants
Provide background information
Define any “take-away” expectations

L

June — August 2012

< -

Review

e Participants complete review & develop responses
® Period allows time for organizations and businesses to solicit input
from members, peers, employees and stakeholders as they see fit

August — October 2012

<>

Response Sessions

e Facilitated sessions to receive & discuss participant responses, ideas
& suggestions
e Timeframe dependent on number of meetings required

February 2013

<>

What We Heard

¢ Integration and synthesis of participant input

Late 2013

= >

Completion of draft and final Reservoir Qperating Plan




The stakeholder consultation/engagement process can be broken down into three general
phases:

1)

2)

3

“Setting out the task”

Essentially we will be talking to stakeholders about your expectations (what we need
from you), how the stakeholder consultation/engagement process will work and how
feedback is going to be handled. We will do presentations on our technical work
(reservoir operation plan, state of the lake report and the U of S study). The emphasis on
those presentations will be “here is what we are dealing with, here is how we do it and
here is what we hope to achieve”. “We need your help to do it better”.

“Review and Response” _
Stakeholders will be given a couple of months to digest the information that was
presented and answer the questionnaire that was handed out at the Setting out the Task
meeting. It is our expectation that, prior to attending your sector specific stakeholder
response session, you will take some time as an organization/community/First Nation to
complete the questionnaire.

After this two month period, meetings will be set up and undertaken with stakeholders to
solicit your input. The sessions will be designed in such a manner that sector, functional
or geographic specific groups will have their own sessions (projected 7 sessions). The
participants will be asked a series of questions, building on the information that was
previously handed out, on “what should be our priorities and how do we build a better
reservoir operating plan”. The only involvement by SWA staff will be in taking notes;
the sessions will be conducted by a facilitator.

Once the sessions are complete, the facilitator will summarize for the Authority the
results from the stakeholder consultation/engagement process. The Authority will take
these results, assess them (technical and otherwise) and summarize them into a series of
recommendations or outcomes that we can use to guide the renewal of the reservoir
operating plan for the system, allocating water use priorities and defining a more formal
process for future operating plan modification.

“Here is what we heard”

As with the initial meeting, we would reconvene all the stakeholders to reflect on what
we heard. We would present what the facilitator heard (how we can build a better plan)
and what we are going to do about it. The final ontcome will be the completion of a
renewed Lake Diefenbaker Reservoir Operating Plan,



List of stakeholders along the Saskatchewan
River System who have been invited to
participate

The focus of this consultation/engagement
process is the Saskatchewan River System.
Therefore, the proposed stakeholders are from
organizations that utilize and communities along
the Saskatchewan River system.

Group 1— Provineial and Federal government
Provineial

- Eniterprise Saskatchewan

- Ministry of Agriculture

- Ministry of Energy and Resources

- Ministry of Environment

~ Ministry of First Nations and Metis Relations

- Ministry of Health

- Ministry of Highways and Infrastructure (Ferries)
- Ministry of Tourism, Parks, Culture and Sport

- Municipal Affairs

- Prairie Provinces Water Board — AB and MB
provincial government representatives

- SaskPower

- SaskWater

Federal

- Aboriginal Affairs and Northem Development
Canada

- Agriculture and Agri-Food Canada’s Agri-
Environment Services Branch (AESB)

- Department of Fisheries and Oceans

- Environment Canada

- Federal Waters Directorate

- Parks Canada

Group 2 - Cities, Towns and Communities
- City of Saskatoon

- RM’s affected by the downstream 1:500 safe
building elevation issues, as well as RM’s arcund the
Reservoir

- City of Moose Jaw

- City of Regina

- City of Prince Albeit

- City of Humboldt

- City of Melfort

- Northern Village of Cumbertand House

- Organized Hamlet of Hitchcock Bay

- Resort Villages (Beaver Flat, Coteau Beach,
Mistusinne)

- Town of Nipawin

- Village of St. Louis

- WaterWolf

- Valley People Association

Group 3 — Environmental Groups

- Ducks Unlimited (Canada)

- Meewasin Valley Authority

- Nature Saskatchewan

- Partners FOR the Saskatchewan River Basin

- Saskatchewan Environmental Society

- Saskatchowan Wildlife Federation

- South Saskatchewan River Watershed Stewards
- Wascana and Upper Qu’ Appelle Watersheds
Association

Group 4 — Recreational Users

- Elbow Harbour Golfeourse

- Elbow Marina

- Meewasin Valley Authority’s Recreational Water
Users Committee

- Ministry of Tourism, Parks, Culture and Sport to act
as a representative for provineial parks

- Saskatchewan Regional Parks Association to act as
representative for Regional Parks

- Rowing Club of Saskatoon

- Saskatchewan Sailing Clubs Association

- Saskatchewan Windsurfing Club

- Shearwater Marine Services Ltd.

- WakeRide — Tourism Saskatoon

Group 5 — First Nations

- Carry the Keftle First Nation

- Cumberland House Cree Nation
- James Smith Cree Nation

- Muskoday First Nation

- One Arrow First Nation

- Opaskwayak Cree Nation

- Peter Ballantyne Cree Nation

- Whitecap Dakota First Nation

Group 6 —Industry

- Canadian Association of Petrolewm Producers

- Commercial Fish Farming inferests -- Wild West
Steethead

- Saskatchewan Irrigation Projects Association Inc.
to act as representative for Iirigation Districts

~ Saskatchewan Mining Association

Group 7 - Academia
- University of Regina
~ University of Saskatchewan

Please let us know if there are other
stakeholders along the Saskatchewan
River System, not on the lis¢, that you
thinl should be included.
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May 10, 2012 MAY 10 2012

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
SASKATOON

RS

His Worship the Mayor and
Members of City Council
c/o City Clerk’s Office

222 Third Avenue N
Saskatoon SK S7K 0J5

Dear Sirs and Mesdames:

Re:  Atrocious Condition of Koyl Avenue

The Millenninm HI Group of Companies, along with a number of other major Saskatoon based
organizations, operate businesses along Koyl Avenue in the Airport Industrial area. Some of the
operators include the Saskatchewan Indian Institute of Technology, Shell Oil, Areva Resources
as well as several courier and trucking companies. Koyl Avenue also is one of the main access
routes from 45™ Street into the Airport proper where much new development is taking plae..

The businesses along Koyl Avenue through the real estate they occupy are responsible for a very
large amount of property taxes which go to the City of Saskatoon. They also employ several
hundred City residents that pay municipal taxes on private holdings. Many large and smaller
thlough vehicles also choose Koyl Avenue for local or airpott access. These, as well, make a
major contribution to the City’s economy.

We have occupied our property on Koyl Avenue for the last 10 years and have paid
approximately $400,000 in municipal property taxes during that period. In that time, there have
been virtually no improvements to this important artery and, in fact, it has been allowed to
deteriorate under ever increasing traffic loads to the equivalent of a rutted, potholed country lane.
It still retains its narrow width from the days when this area was part of an old RCAF military
station and what is left of the pavement appears to date back to the 1950s when the Air Force last
made improvements here.

It is inconceivable to our Group that the City of Saskatoon, with all the hype it puts forth about
growth, modernity, etc., and all the new capital intensive projects in which it has become

2612 Koyl Avenue, Saskatoon SK_STL 5X9 Telephone (306} 955-4174  Fax (306) 955-4175



involved, would allow thoroughfares, like Koyl Avenue, which service many main generators of
City income, to deteriorate to the point where they are barely passable.

We are aware that there are various other areas of the City that also require significant route
maintenance and priorities have to be assigned. Nevertheless, since we moved in to Koyl
Avenue 10 years ago, it has suffered from almost total neglect by City forces, along with other
disabilities which its current condition emphasizes. This also affects the rentability of
commercial spaces in this area as few new tenants want to negotiate the type of access that we
have in their daily business comings and goings.

It is trusted that City Council will take cognizance of this situation and this year undertake to
widen, rebuild and resurface Koyl Avenue to a level appropriate for the traffic it presently
supports.

Yours truly,

Evefgft J. Kearléy, P. Eng.
Chairman

P.S. The enclosed coliage of photographs provides some indication of the conditions we have
to drive over every day.
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From: CityCouncilWebForm - S
Sent: May 11, 2012 9:10 AM

To: City Council

Subject: Write a Letter to City Council R EC E IV E D

MAY 11 202

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL
CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
FROM: SASKATOON

Donna Jamieson
219 Thode Ave,
Saskatoon
Saskatchewan
S7W 1A1

EMAIL ADDRESS:

dciamiesonf@shaw.ca

COMMENTS :

After being away for the winter and driving back into the City last month, our first comments
were "what flith". A month has past by and still "what f1ith". Coming back from Persephone
Theatre last night, driving down 3rd Ave. we did not know which lane we were suppose to be in
- no lines on the street whatsoever. Turning right onto College - same thing. The sand
everywhere on the streets and meridans is a foot high! It is the middle of May - no snow for
quite a while - this cleanup should be a top priority and worked on 24-7 until it is
completed. Let's get this City back to the "beautiful City it is suppose to bel

Thank you.



From:  CityCouncilWebForm - - - )
Sent: May 11, 2012 10:42 AM
To: City Council R ECE‘VED
Subject: Write a Letter to City Council
MAY 11 2012

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL

: " CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
FROM: SASKATOON.
Erin Brown
3105 Taylor St E
Saskatoon
Saskatchewan
s7hix5

EMATIL ADDRESS:

clxtgirl@sasktel .net
COMMENTS :

I don't take the bus very often, but I do like how the 10 pack transit pass is set up. It is
easy to get refilled. I get a slight discount because I am bulk purchasing. It is a well
designed program.

I would like to see the city pursue a City Card option. Ideally, I could refill it for a
dollar amount at any of the places that current sell bus passes, but I could use it at the
leisure centres or for parking.

There are a lot of similarities between the bus and the city pools and parking. Both transit
and the leisure centres have different rates based on age. There are also similarities
between parking and transit, with one trip currently being about the same cost (when I buy a
ten pack) as an hour of parking.

In the meantime, I have to say I am very frustrated with the current inability to park at
meters, I can't pay by cell. Today, I tried to get a card for the meters and was told that
it has been more than three years since they were available. Apparently, the city has been
"working on it" all that time, without any success. The last time I tried to pay with cash,
the meter ate my tooney and no time registered on the meter, This meant there was no
possible way for me to pay for parking. At all. So I have stopped going anywhere that uses
meters,

I find it hard to believe that in over three years you were not able to find a new supplier
of parking passes. If you could get a City Card program going and adapt the transit passes
to work in the meters, that would solve the problem.
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From: R City Council

To: CityCounciiWebForm
Subject: RE: Write a Letter to City Council ECE‘VED
MAY 11 2012
TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
FROM: SASKATOON

Wray Morrison

318 Brock Crescent
Saskatoon
Saskatchewan

S7H 4N5

EMAIL ADDRESS:

wraymorrison@hotmail , com

COMMENTS :

>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
> Attentien Council

> UPDATED LETTER TO COUNCIL

> from Wray Morrison

>

>

> Regina has two city run, regulation size, turfed football facilities, while Saskatoon has
none., This is very unfortunate when you consider that since 2009 Saskatoon Minor Football has
seen an increase of over 3,800 participants. In 2001 there were 760 coaches and players
registered in minor football in Saskatoon, in 2011 there were over 3,700 registrants. (In
2012, my son is actually coaching a 6 on 6 football team that is made up of many inner-city
youngsters in a new program). The overall growth has been huge.

>

> Approximately 500 high school students play senior high school football at Gordie Howe
Bowl. With excessive rain, the high school players are forced to move to the University
operated Griffiths Stadium. The University charges the Saskatoon Secondary Schools Athletics
Association $700.00 per game. (So on a night when three games are scheduled, SSSAD is charged
$2100,09 in rent for the day). The gates from football and basketball are used to fund high
school sports..soccer, track...all athletics. $2100,00 is a significant amount of money to
give up simply because the field at Gordie Howe Bowl is not fit to play on with excessive
water. Not all fTamilies can afford to enroll their kids in organized sports. High school
athletics gives those students an opportunity to participate in sports such as football. Why
does it have to be at a second class facility?

N :

> Gordie Howe Bowl has a great tradition in Saskatoon, as do the Saskatoon Hilltops. The
Hilltops have been in existence for 65 years and has won 15 national titles, bringing the
city terrific recognition. The Hilltops are proud to call Gordie Howe Bowl home, yet regular
season games, playoff games and even Canadian Junior Finals have been moved over to the
University, because Saskatoon, a city of 250,000, doesn’'t have a city run, regulation size,
turfed football facility. It's quite ironic that the Saskatoon Hilltops pay the highest rent
of any team in the Prairie Football Conference and play on the worst field conditions.,

N -



> Turf at Gordie Howe Bowl may mean other opportunities for the city. Earlier this week six
Canadian centres were chosen to host the 2015 Women's World Cup of Soccer, One of those
centres was Moncton, New Brunswick..a city with a population of 138,000. With bleachers
already at Gordie Howe Bowl, something such-as turf may have given our city a chance to help
host the world.

>

> Lacombe, Alberta, (pop. 117,000) is in the midst of completing a 3.5 million dollar
renovation that will see turf go in at its football field. Over one million dollars has come
from different levels of government.

>

> I understand that the city has supported the idea of turf at Gordie Howe Bowl in word, but
has basically left it up to the private sector to raise the funds. However, with the growth
in the city and a strong economy, I find it hard to believe that the city could not start on
this now and come up with a strong financing plan going forward.

>

> I have been told that "Friends of Gordie Howe Bowl Foundation" has been formed. A nice
idea, however Gordie Howe Bowl sits as it sat in 1975. If we wait until we can "afford it" up
front, we will be having this conversation again in five years.

If you are looking for costs here is a point of reference,

In 2016 the University of Guelph replaced their rugby grass field with field turf. The
conversion from grass to field turf cost 1.7 M including drainage, field turf, fencing, and
goal posts. It's not a stretch to think that Gordie Howe Bowl could be finished for 2.5
million dollars if done in the next year. (The cost cbviously rise the longer we wait)

5 .

> I'd hate to think that Regina could be the site of a new stadium in two to three years,
while the City of Saskatoon is unable to put turf for a facility that needs improving for a
sport that is constantly growing. However, that could be reality.

>

> Let's think progress in 2012 and start on re-surfacing the facility now,

>

> Wray Morrison
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From: CityCouncitWebForm
Sent: May 14, 2012 10:53 AM
To: City Council
Subject: Write a Letter to City Council , RECElVED
TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL MAY 14 2012
’ SASKATOON

sheree phipps

62 Harrison Cres.
Saskatoon
Saskatchewan

s7j 212

EMAIL ADDRESS:

COMMENTS

In the past 2weeks I have witnessed two accidents on the corner of Br@adway Avenue and Wilson
Crescent,The most recent one took place on Mother's Day ,May 13,2912, Wilson crescent is a
through fare running East and West., Broadway Avenue runs North and South, and has stop signs
on either side of Wilson Cres. During the eleven years I have resided here, there have been
many more accidents on this corner. During the most recent accident that occured May 13,2012
there happen to be a little boy waiting at the corner crosswalk. Had that boy not been paying
attention he most definately would have been seriously injured, if not killed. The concern is
that it is a crosswalk, and that school children and children from the nearby park which is
located at the corner of Broadway and Wilson are constantly at that intersection. I feel
something needs to be.done at this intersection, such as making it a four way STOP OR
flashing lights at the very least. I would appreciate council looking into this extremely
disturbing safety issue. Thank you for your consideration in this important matter. I look
forward to some desparately needed changes at this intersection., I will also be directing
this letter to my MLA. .
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From: CityCouncilWebForm

Sent: May 15, 2012 8:25 AM
To: City Council
Subject: Write a Letter to City.Council

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL

FROM:

Barbara Larson
130 Botting Bay
Saskatoon
Saskatchewan
S7WacCs

EMAIL ADDRESS:

bmlarson@sasktel .net

COMMENTS :

RECEIVED

MAY 15 2012

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
SASKATOON

Lot 12 Block 547 Wilkens Cres is a new house being built, All winter they have had a largeé
garbage bin in front on the street but in front of the access to the park. It has been full
for months and garbage is ever blowing from it.I am forever getting their garbage here.

They have been driving down the park walkway to access the back and have destroyed the grass
in the park. They have removed the cities fence to get their forklifts and bobcats to the

side of the house,
They have made a mess.Please address this,
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From: CityCouncilWebForm

Sent: May 16, 2012 11:30 AM

To: City Council '
Subject: Write a Letter to City Council

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL
FROM:

Joan Hugg

139 Kingsmere Place

Saskatoon

Saskatchewan

5771 3v7

EMAIL ADDRESS:

ministriesc.therockf@sasktel.net

COMMENTS :

RECEIVED

MAY 16202

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
SASKATOON

Rock of Ages Church is applying by fax to the Allocations Office to hold a special event,
Church in the Park, on July 15, and August 8th 2012 in Lakeview Park. We require special
permission from City Council for adjustments to the Noise Level bylaw., We will have an
amplified public address system, vocals, a keyboard and guitars with worship music between
the hours of 10:30 a.m. and 12:90 noon. Please consider our Application at the next City

Council Meeting on May 28th.

Thank you for your consideration.
Joan Hugg, Ministry Coordinator



From: CityCouncilWebForm

Sent: May 16, 2012 10:47 AM

To: City Council

Subject: Write a Letter to City Council

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL
FROM:

Thomas Bell

2434 Broadway Ave,

Saskatoon

Saskatchewan

$73257

EMAIL ADDRESS:

thbb@5@hotmail. con

COMMENTS :

Thomas Bell

Manager, Winston's English Pub
243 21st Street East, Saskatoon

To Whom it May Concern,

1
|
é

RECEIVED

MAY 1.6 2012

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
SASKATOON.

I am writing to you to request an extension of the noise bylaw for an event in downtown
Saskatoon on July 28, 2012, The request pertains to an event we host every year, called
Roofstock, which showcases Saskatchewan music talent such as Jordan Cook and The Sheepdogs.
The event is held outdoors in the parking lot and on the roof.of The Hotel Senator.

We would request that the noise extension bé made until 00:30am on the morning of July
28th, 2012, We would like to work with the community and legal bylaws in order to make the

event run as smoothly and successfully as possible.

Thank you for your time and consideration in this matter,

Thom Bell,
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From: CityCouncilWebForm
Senf: May 17,2012 12:34 P
To: City Council .
Subject: Write a Letter to City Councit

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL
FROM:

Jeff Bale

1983 McKercher Drive

Saskatoon

Saskatchewan

573 3v8

EMAIL ADDRESS:

Jjfbale2@shaw.ca

COMMENTS:

Attention Tiffany Paulson

I am a home owner at 1903 McKercher Drive
and we are having a serious problem with the

mass traffic on Taylor Street @ McKercher

RECEIVED

MAY 17 2012

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
SASKATOON

Drive. This address is the SouthEast corner lot at McKercher Drive & Taylor Street,

In shoft cenn éince the 4 way stoﬁ was taken
down at this intersection énd traffic lights
put up .... the larger trucks are vibrating
the foundation of my house I! |

To the point where collectables that I've had
for many years are literally shaking of the
walls 11

The shaking is so bad ..... you can‘feel and
hear it from the opposite side of my home,

I've no idea were to start with this problem

This used to be a nice fairly quiet neighborhood but that has all changed in the last 2

years. I'm very concerned with this.



It definitely isn't in my favour as a.home owner.
Any help in this matter would be appreciated.

You're also welcome to bring over officials that need be .... to hear and feel this extreme
problem.

Thank you

Jeff Bale



O'Brien, Kathy (Clerks) C “

Subject: Communications to Council - Tony Korte - File No. CK. 4400-1
Attachments: P1080374.JPG; P1080375.JPG

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL
FROM:

Tony Korte

131 Nordstrum Road

Saskatoon

Saskatchewan

S7K 6P9

EMATIL ADDRESS:

tony.kortefishaw.ca

COMMENTS :

Re: Kinsmen Show Home at the Willows built by Dundee.

I tock pictures on the weekend of the opening of this "“Show Home" top the
public.

I suggest the City of Saskatoon Building Inspector Department review this
file. This basement staircase should not be meeting the Building Code? If
s0, I'm applying for a job in this format, because something needs to be
inspected much closer than this.... This is not acceptable.

I would not want anyone to collapse this stairway landing and injure
themselves or someone else. This is not acceptable.

The staircase landing area is supported by one 2x4 spiked into a 3/4" sheet
of plywood on each side. No supporting wall under the landing... no joist
hangers..... the entire landing is sitting on two 2x4's nailed into a sheet
of plywood.

If your format for information would be nore conducive to attachments and
pictures, I would insert pictures of the support of the landing....

Please reply to this email, so I could possibly attach pictures in my return
reply.

Thanks for your time.

Please address this issue.

Please reply.

These two pictures, that I took, will

hopefully show the lack of building code requirements met in this situation.
I am not an inspector, but I have worked in the construction field for many
years, I am quite certain and surprised if this workmanship and format of
supporting the stairs does, in fact, meet building code. If this does meet
building code, please review the building code regarding this type of
structure. It appears to me as though, the entire landing is supported by
the dozen or two dozen spikes or nails holding the 2x4 onto the plywood!!
The landing is very 'bouncy', and noticeably, not supported properly.

i



I would appreciate feedback regarding this. I would like to know if this
will:

1, Get fixed, if it does not meet building code.

2. If it does meet building code, review the building code to ensure this
workmanship fails inspection,

2. Require closer scrutinizing of the City's Building Code inspection
department,

3. Require the City to demand higher building standards from this builder.
4, Correspond with the builder to ensure that this should not be happening,
and, definitely, should not be happening in a "Lottery Show Home" where
thousands of 'customers' will use this landing and steps.

5. Correspond with the builder, as it is my perception, that "Show Homes"
are used to sell the pristine products and workmanship of the builder.

6. Ensure with the Saskatoon and Region Home Builders Association is
notified of this.

I am not involved with anyone in competition with the builder of this home, indirectly or
directly.
Thanks again
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Saskatoon, May 11, 2012 CITY GLERK'S OFFIGE 'a

SASKATOON
His Worship, The Mayor, and Members of the Clty ‘Council of Saskatoon: =

We wish to express our shock and dismay upon learning of the City’s
position that the original St. Mary’s School building and its relatively
new gymnasium are to be torn down. Myself, widowed, age 75, my
brother, age 73, and my children, ages 49, 48, 47, 46, 44, 42, 41, 38, 37,
and 34, were all former students of this school. As well, I was a part-
time teacher in various Saskatoon schools, including St. Mary’s. I was
born and grew up in this older, west-side area of the City; my family
operated a family grocery business here for many years; and I am still a
resident of this area. Though we greatly appreciate the fact that a new,
larger St. Mary’s School is being built, we feel that the original building
should not be torn down, but instead conserved with pride as a jewel of
heritage from past generations in this part of Saskatoon.

Over recent years the rumor that the original St. Mary’s School would be
torn down was a disturbing thought. When we learned that the new
school was being built across the street, we breathed a sigh of relief,
believing the original building would be saved. A few weeks ago it came
as a shock to learn that the building is slated to be torn down, a building
of such historical significance for this area of Saskatoon, a building of
classical architecture and unique character, a building built almost 100
years ago with the best available of both natural and fabricated
materials, a building that is still sturdy today and has its original special
features, such as marble stairs and red clay-tile common-area floors, a
building that was built with much sacrifice, expense, and excellent,
skilled workmanship, a building built with great love and keen vision,
meant to be a gift for the benefit of future generations, a building that
has been a long-time element of pride for the less-than-prestigious,
older part of west-side Saskatoon. '

We remember the original windows of this School building that allowed
us to get plenty of fresh air, natural light, and sunshine. We recall the
transom above each classroom door which allowed for both air
circulation and passage of light. We recall the stately front-entrance
which could only be used by Staff; students used the entrance on the
west side of the School, located at the top of a higher set of steps. We
realize that in recent years vandalism has been a serious concern;
windows have had to be boarded in; Plexiglas has been used in the
front-entrance doors. We would love to see the original windows
restored, as well as safety glass reinstalled in the front-entrance doors,



2
all protected by decorative metallic grilles. The exterior surface of the
building needs to be scrubbed. If the surfaces of gigantic, European
Cathedrals have been cleaned ; if the vast surface of the ancient Roman
Colosseum, with its negative historical connotations, was worthy of
being cleaned, surely the surface of St. Mary’s 1913 School, with its
positive historical connotations, is worthy and can be cleaned. Roof-
leakage can be remedied by an excellent-quality repair job to both roof
and any damaged interior-areas, such as has been done in a Heritage
Building on Avenué7with which we are familiar. Whatever the
other issues may be, surely they are not beyond a solution: As the
popular saying goes: “Where there's a will, there’s a way.” We realize
that the required restorations/improvements will be costly; but if they
are carried out over a period of time, by whoever would own the
building, the costs would be rendered more manageable. The original St.
Mary’s School in our view is a heritage gem waiting to be polished.
Restoration/improvement of this original St. Mary’s School building
would give this part of Saskatoon a great asset, a priceless treasure.

This building was the first Catholic School built in Saskatoon and among
the first in the Province of Saskatchewan! Everything possible should be
done to preserve it for posterity.

To retain this original St. Mary’'s School building would be a strong
public statement of appreciation and honor of:

1. the history of this older part of western Saskatoon;

2. the contribution of the many hard-working, family-dedicated
groups of immigrants from different parts of the world who
settled in this area of the City;

3. the contribution of the hundreds of teachers, both religious and
lay, who guided thousands of students in obtaining a well-
rounded education, and in forming good character based on
sound morals and values;

4., the contribution of the Catholic Christian population of this area
embodied in St. Mary’s Parish, dedicated to the Mother of God,
“Mary, Queen of Heaven and Earth”;

5. the contribution of the designer and the builders of this building
whose attitude, reflective of the times, was to use the best
materials available and to build things “to last”;

6. the contribution of the taxpayers of this western part of the City
towards the costs of construction, long-term operation, and long-
term maintenance;



3
7. the desirability of preserving for residents, past, present, and

future, of this western part of the City of Saskatoon, an important
part of their heritage as something to treasure and be proud of.
[Residents or visitors would have this building as a unique,
precious, monumental tourist attraction; many would be able to
see this building and say with pride as they reminisce, “I/my
mother/ father /grandmother /grandfather /aunt /uncle /etc.
attended school in this building. I/he/she was a student of the
admirable, dedicated Principal and Grade 8 Teacher, Mr. E.D.
Feehan (or any of the hundreds of memorable, dedicated
teaching-Sisters and lay teachers on staff over the years). The
teachers, other personnel, students and parents involved with
this original St. Mary’s School, who have passed away, are
certainly worthy of having this building dedicated to them as a
monument in honor of their memory.]

Speaking environmentally, tearing down this building would cause the
release of a huge amount of unwanted, dangerous toxins into the
atmosphere. An excessive, unnecessary load would be added to the
landfill. If asbestos is a concern, according to experts, by not disturbing
a structure, any asbestos possibly present is not dangerous.

From a historical and cultural point of view, Saskatoon has already lost
a number of irreplaceable, architectural structures that had artistic,
cultural and historical value, This is a sad deprivation for both our own
citizens, especially present and future children, and for all visitors or
tourists to Saskatoon. Please let us not add the original St. Mary’s School
building to this list of losses.

Our fervent hope is to see this building declared a Heritage Building and
thereby saved from the dreadful wrecking ball.

We understand that offers have been made to use this building for
residential accommodations or offices. [t seems that either choice would
be a good alternative use for this building; residences are always
needed; offices are needed as well, especially for local organizations,
whose members work for the benefit of the whole community and need
an affordable, rental office-space. It could also possibly serve as a
museum, especially an interactive museum for children, or an art
gallery. We believe that it would not be difficult to find creative
alternative uses. Most importantly our invaluable original St. Mary’s
School would be saved.
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The gymnasium is a relatively new building. It can conveniently serve
as a community-accessible gymnasium/hall. Yes, granted, the new
school will have a gymnasium; but based on our experience over the
years working with several community organizations, it is not always
easy to get permission to use school property. Much taxpayer funding,
human effort, both basically sacrificial, and the use of many fine
materials, were involved in constructing this school and gymnasium.
Taxes continually rise and become an increasing burden on all,
especially Senior Citizens. Please let us not demolish a product of past
sacrifices if the structure is still sound and can be put to other good use.
There’s a familiar saying, “If it’s not broken, why fix it?” One can add, “If
it’s not broken, why break it?”

Once the existing portable classrooms are removed, there will be more
space by which to increase the size of the present surrounding park. The
presence of a classical heritage building and a useful gymnasium/hall,
all landscaped to blend in with the existing park, would not detract from
this site. Given our long, cold winters, the availability of a covered
facility, such as the gymnasium in question, would be more than
welcome,

Whatever funds would be saved by not tearing down this building and
gymnasium could be applied toward other public projects in our area.
Two items come to mind: building needed sidewalks on 23+ St,, west of
Avenue P. (Having to walk on the road is -especially difficult and
dangerous in the winter.); having sidewalks cleared by personnel with
snow-removal machines, and having secondary roads cleared of snow
as well as primary roads.

This older part of the west-side area of Saskatoon needs all the help it
can get. It is not an affluent area; most of the homes are not new, large,
and fancy; and there are a number of social problems. This
notwithstanding, most of the residents are good citizens and care deeply
for their community. Even some of the former residents go out of their
way to continue to frequent St. Mary’s Church. We sincerely appreciate
the trend of new construction in our area; but please do not deprive
this area of an irreplaceable structure of marked artistic, cultural and
historical value that can still be put to practical use,

Decisions by authorities can make big differences, triggering either joy
or grief for the people involved. Years ago a deceased member of St.
Mary’s Parish had bequeathed funds to be used for new stained-glass
windows in our Church; yet St. Mary’s Church, its parishioners, and its
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visitors have been deprived of the beauty and inspiration of stained-
glass windows because persons in authority withheld permission.
Please do not consider this area unworthy of an official Heritage
Building. The original St. Mary's School building, preserved, can serve to
honor the memory of its pioneers, be functional, and be an important
tourist attraction, all at the same time,

It is disappointing that the order to demolish the original St. Mary’s
School building and gymnasium came by unilateral decision without a
public vote. '

We are hoping and praying intensely that the current City of Saskatoon’s
Government will seriously reconsider the City’s position with regard to
the destiny of the original St. Mary’s School building and its gymnasium;
and will allow the original St. Mary’s School building, including its
gymnasium, to be declared a worthy Heritage Building, thereby being
saved from, and protected against, the ravages of the wrecking ball, and
being destined to become a restored, invaluable asset, a priceless jewel
for our historical neighborhood.

Yours sincerely,

e a o
Frances M. Fortugno & famﬂg,
308 Ave. ] North, Saskatoon, Sask.,,
S7L 2K2 (244-4014, 955-8440)
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From: CityCouncilWebForm

Sent: May 17, 2012 9:02 PM

To: City Counail

Subject: Write a Letter to City Council

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL
FROM:

Virginia Potosme

111 Ave I. South

Saskatoon

Saskatchewan

S7M1X7

EMAIL ADDRESS:

potosmevg6@hotmail . com

COMMENTS :

Good evening council,

RECEIVED

MAY 18 2012

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
SASKATOON

I just wanted to express my concern and inform you that there are some loose boards on the
the train bridge that need to be replaced before they get toc bad.

"Thank you,

Virginia Potosme

RETET TN



From: John Korhylo [jhkornylo@sasktel.net]
Sent: April 12, 2012 7:21 AM
= T0% Iwanchuk, Ann (City Councillor); Donauer, Randy (City Counciflor); Paulsen, Tiffany (City Councillor);
Lorje, Pat (City Councillor); Helidt, Myles (City Councillor); Clark, Charlie (City Councillor); Penner, Glen
- .(City Councillor); Dubois, 'iBev (City Councillor); Hill, Darren (City Councillor); Loewen, Mairin (City
Councillor) ,
Subject: Re-zoning St. George's Hall Property

| John Kornylo of St. George's Parish and its members want to advise you that the Bishop went against
the parishioner's wishes to keep the half and he sold it instead. We want to try and stop the "re-zoning"of
the hall so that the Kinsmen cannot use the hail the way they want and we can get it back. On February
12, 2042 we had a vote and 94% voted to keep the hall and not sell it. Then on February-24,-2012
"Annual Meeting" he argued with us all afternoon that the hall shouid be sold in his view and we argued
against sefling and he wasted all after noon and then he finally said | signed the dotted line and the hail is
sold. Is that democracy? So please don't change the zoning. Thank you and God Bless you for your good
work.

John Kornylo St. George's Parish membaear since coming to Saskatoon March 15, 1955.

| think the bishop wasn't even born.
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From: CityCouncilWebForm

Sent: May 20, 2012 8:40 PM

To: City Council

Subject: Write a Letter to City Council R Ec E I VE D

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL MAY 22 2012

EROM: CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
SASKATOON

Brigitte Tan

Box 18, Stn.main, RR # 3
Saskatoon

Saskatchewan

S7K 336

EMAIL ADDRESS:

bptan@yourlink.ca

COMMENTS:

I urge you to reconsider the fluoridation of the Saskatoon drinking water supply.
There is mounting evidence that it is harmful to human health,
A lot of people are not even aware that their water is fluoridated, and those who are, think
it is good for them, because that is what they have been told.
However few people know that there are different FORMS of fluoride. For example, Calcium
Fluoride is commonly found in our natural environment. What is in our water, is SODIUM
FLUQRIDE, which is a by-product of the fertilizer and other industries. Sodium Fluoride is
ONE THOUSAND times more TOXIC than Calcium Fluoride.(Few people also know that it is much
more difficult to remove Fluoride from the water than it is to remove Chlorine.)
Also, while fluoridated toothpaste has shown some positive effect on teeth by hardening them
and thus making them more resistant to tooth decay, it has never been proven that INGESTING
Sodium Fluoride has the same effect.
Sodium Fluoride has been implicated in many health problems, for example thyroid problems,
disruption of immune function, bone fractures, Alzheimer's and other dementia, hyperactivity
in children, and the list goes on and on. Scdium Fluoride is especially harmful for babies,
the elderly, native people and those with kidney problems.
In the US there has been a study done, comparing states with fluoridated water with those
without. In the states who fluoridate their water, 3 times as much MENTAL RETARDATION has
been found, as in those without.
Calgary has recently decided to discontinue water fluoridation. The final reasoning of the
city council there: "we have NO RIGHT to force this...on all Calgarians.”
Do YOU have a right to force this on the people of Saskatoon? My guess is that few people of
Saskatoon would choose to ingest this stuff, if they knew what it was about, and how harmful
it is to their health. '
For those who choose to ingest it, there are other options.
Are we a barn full of chickens or pigs who need to be mass-medicated? No, we are FREE human
beings who deserve to be respected encugh to have a CHOICE,
I believe it is our God given and basic HUMAN RIGHT to have access to clean, UNMEDICATED
water,
I live outside of Saskatoon, so i am lucky enough to have access to non-fluoridated water,
but some of my children and their children are not so lucky, and i worry about them .
Thank you for giving this matter your urgent attention.
Respectfully, Brigitte Tan

1
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From: CityCounciiwWebForm

Sent: May 21, 2012 9:09 AM

To: City Council -

Subject; Write a Letter to City Council R EC = IVE D

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL MAY:22 2012

FROM: CITY CLERK’S OFFICE
) SASKATOON

HEATHER BUDD

#2603 - 1151 OSCAR STREET
VICTORIA

British Columbia

V8V 2X5

EMAIL ADDRESS:

gordiel@shaw.ca

COMMENTS :

I have attached an article for you perusal that says it all. Our family made the move to
Saskatchewan 16 years and would love to be able to come back to visit once every couple of
years, but because we are all sensitive to fluoride, that can't happen. The couple of times
we have been back, I've had to buy water and can't eat out at all, it's a big hassel.

I had a heart arterial fibulation problem for vears in Saskatoon and so did my kids, When we
left the province and moved to BC where there is, thank goodness, no fluoridation, the
problem went away. My first visit back I drank the water, the problem was back and I was too
weak to get out of bed. I don't take that chance anymore. :

I wmay be the canary in the coal mine, 'but there is plenty of evidence to suggest that
fluoride in the water is not good for anyone. My hope is that someday Saskatoon would
progess enough, like Calgary, that you'd stop the practice that is so harmful to everyone.

Please read about the scientific evidencel

http://articles.mercola.com/sites/articles/archive/2012/85/21/fluoride-health-
hazards.aspx?e cid=28128521 DNL art 1 ,




From: CityCouncilWebForm

Sent: May 23, 2012 12:04 AM

To: City Council

Subject: Write a Letter to City Council

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL
FROM:

Scott Ford

101-3515 Thatcher Avenue

Saskatoon

Saskatchewan

S7R 1C4

EMATL ADDRESS:

scottford@creditunioncentre. com

COMMENTS:

RECEIVED
MAY: 23 2012

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
SASKATOON .

Credit Union Centre respectfully requests permission to allow our Taste Of Saskatchewan
entertainers to perform until 10:38pm on July 18 to 15, 2812 in Kiwanis Park at this years A

Taste Of Saskatchewan festival.
Thank You for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Scott Ford

Director of Marketing & Events
Credit Union Centre
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RIVER LIGHTS FESTIVAL INC; i:—. E’E@ g %f &@
2" ANNUAL FAMILY FESTIVAL AT RIVER LANDING
JULY 13 -15,2012 MAY 2 2 9012
May 21,2012 CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
SASKATOON

Your Worship the Mayor and Members of City Council,

I am writing to you on behalf of the organizing committee of the 2™ Annual River Lights Festival. This
year’s River Lights Family Festival is being held on the July 13-15, 2012 weekend to coincide with the
very successful ‘Taste of Saskatchewan’ event. Although the two events are in separate areas of the south
downtown, the organizers have endeavored to provide a continuous venue from the Bessborough Hotel to
the Remai Arts Centre at River Landing. '

The River Lights Festival weekend’s on-water activitics are designed to highlight and show case some of
Saskatoon’s ‘river users’ which will inclade (i) frequent river users: Saskatoon Racing Canoe Club,
Saskatoon Rowing Club, Marathon Canoe Club, White Water Canoe Club, Rotary Duck Derby, Wake
Board and Water Ski Clubs and (ii) new river users actmtles Paddle Board and Water Motor Cross using
personal water craft.

The dry-land activities will include an “artisan market place’, “sand bar beverage and eating location’ and
‘static boat display by Saskatoon boat dealers’. The River Landing back-drop will be enhanced by some
of the colourful light scenes from the BHP Billiton Enchanted Forest.

The Water Sports demonstrations will be held on (i) Friday from 4 p.m. to 11 p.m., (7} Saturday from 9
a.m. to 11 p.m. and (¥} Sunday from 10 am. to 6 p.m. Opening Ceremonics will be held at River
Landing on Friday at 5 p.m. The Saskatchewan Water Cross Association will host the Water Cross
Nationals. It is anticipated that more than 30 personal water craft professionals from western Canada and
California will attend this first event. These professionals, driving modified ‘seadoos’, compete on the
North American and International Water Cross circuit and we w111 have several wmld champions in
attendance as well as their event announcet from Denver.

Therefore, we are asking Council to grant temporary exemption from By Law 8244 “amplified noise
before 11 a.m. and after 10 p.m.” for the time period of the River Lights Festival on-water and dry-land
activities for Friday, July 13, 4 p.m. to 11 p.m.; Saturday, July 14, 9 a.m. to 11 p.m.; and Sunday, July 15
10 a,m. to 6 p.m.

I would like to thank you for your consideration of this matter, If you have any questions or conceins,
please feel free to contact myself by email (dsomers@sasktel.net) or telephone (222-0283) or Hugh
Vassos {hvassos@sasktel.net) or telephone (222-5392).

We will again work with Saskatoon Fire and Protective Services for on-water support and Saskatoon City
Police for on-land protection. The organization will have private security over night and use the Boys and
Girls Club for site litter control. The City of Saskatoon will provide trash receptacles and barricades for
street closure.

Sincerely,

Do’é%’%%}fd%w

Organizing Committee Member

Don Soneve
121 wides hove CWS{OW
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From: Alexandria Tagman [TADMAN@unhcr.orgl

Sent: May 08, 2012 12:40 PM
To: Web E-mail - City Clerks MAY 0 9 2012
Subject: [SPAM] - WRD 2012 UNHCR Proclamation - Bayesian Filter detected spam

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE §
SASKATOON

To whom it may concern,

b

Every year the United Nations High Commission for Refugees (UNHCR) celebrates World Refugée
Day on June 20. I am writing to you because each year we request for a proclamation by the
city of Saskatoon.

I have prepared a proclamation that is attached ta this e mail.
Thank you in advance.

ALl the best,

Alexandria Tadman

PI Intern
tadman@unhcr.org




English version:

WHEREAS, The United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR) is mandated
by the United Nations General Assembly to lead and co-ordinate international action to
protect refugees and find solutions to refugee problems worldwide;

. WHEREAS, it is important to recognize that Canada has long history of helping and
protecting refugees, and is signatory to the 1951 United Nations Convention relating to
the Status of Refugees and its 1967 Protocol;

WHEREAS, the United Nations General Assembly unanimously adopted on 4 December
2000, a resolution naming 20 June every year as World Refugee Day to bring attention
to the plight of the world's refugees and to extend to them encouragement, support and
respect; and |

WHEREAS, World Refugee day 2012 is dedicated to protecting refugees and providing
them with opportunities to rebuild their lives in safety and dignity;

WHEREAS, The City of (name of the city) and its people continue to welcome refugees
and make resources available for refugees and their families to have a dignified life;

THEREFORE, I, Mayor (name of the Mayor), on behalf of (name of the city) Council and
the people of (name of the city) do hereby proclaim June 20, 2012 as "World Refugee
Day".
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From: CityCouncilWWebForm

Sent: May 14, 2012 3:11 PM

To: City Council

Subject: Write a Letter to City Council RECEIVED

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL MAY 14 2012

FROM: ST CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
’ SASKATOON

Jason Yochim

1149 -8th Street East
Saskatoon
Saskatchewan

S7H 853

EMAIL ADDRESS:

jason@srar.ca

COMMENTS:

Late last year I took over as the Executive Officer of the Saskatoon Region Association of’
REALTORS® after the untimely passing of Harry Janzen. Every year we request that a week in
September be declared as REALTOR® Community Safety. Week. This request is typically made
earlier in the year however if it is not too late I would ask that the week of September 3rd
to 8th be declared by His Worship Mayor Atchison as REALTOR® Community Safety Week.

In the past it was traditional to have a kickoff breakfast to be attended by the Mayor and
other dignitaries and special speakers however the Board of Directors has decided to
discontinue that event this year due to the poor attendance in 2011. We will be working with
a committee to plan the details for the Community Safety Fair for Saturday September 8th
which is held at the Farmers Market. I will update you as details are firmed up. Thank you,



‘}v‘ 2. Interprovincial Association on Native Employment Inc.

é? Saskatoon Chapter

k)

‘3}, Interprovinciat Association on Native Employment P.0. Box 1662, Saskatoon, SK S7K 3R8

May 23, 2012

His Worship the Mayor | @EQQEVE@

And Members of City Council
MAY 2 4 2012

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE

CACKAT
Re: June 2012 - National Aboriginal Month Proclamation SASKATQON

Your Worship and Members of City council:

I am writing on behalf of the Interprovincial Association on Native Employment inc. Saskatoon Chapter
to request that City Council declare June 2012 as “National Aboriginal Month” in Saskatoon.

City Council, in the past, has declared June 21* as National Aboriginal Day in Saskatoon. The
Interprovincial Association on Native Employment Inc. Saskatoon Chapter and several other
organizations in Saskatoon are planning a number of activities that will take place throughout the month
of June that celebrate and commemorate Aboriginal peoples. Your continued support of these initiatives
is greatly appreciatedi

Yours truly,
/%)Q/LQW\QJ pemolei

Darlene Brander
President
Saskatoon Chapter, Interprovincial Association on Native Employment

Native organizations, governments, industries, and unions
working together to promote Native employment
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